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Honorable Bor.tra ot Supervisors : 
Wr! ri oted with interest your H:K:ent Mopzkm of the S3? 8 b illion supplemP.ntal budget, mm kins 
1hc final step •n tho C ounty·s at'lnuaf hvdgct process and ret~octi nq an ongoin~J commitme:; nt tG 
&.:rvtnq vulner;tble rostdems. a.ddtessing a bruad range of emerging neec.is and improving lhe 
quc:tiity of life thrOLJghour the rc:)gion. 

P,t tho November rneeting ot the Govem menl Atiairs comrmttCf1 ot the Studio City Neighborhood 
Council we di~cussed the LJ::;e of ·solo source' agreements by the County and <:o mpliancc w1th 
::>t tltf~ taw, like ltCr'll 53 approved Oct<)tJer ~~0 . 2018. "T h!i.! purpo::;.e of requiring governrne nta l 
entitieS ~o opcr\ the contract~ pm cess to public bidding, according to an importani CA app~l:me 

r-..ase Konica Busmnss Machmc-s U.S.A , Jnc. v. Regents of University of C<.~ lifom ia , is to: 
cl iminam favoritism, fr;.i ud and corr uption. <.woi<f misuse of public funds ; and stimulatf> 
ad vantag.:aous mAr~et ptace competition . __ lhe i rnport~H'lce of mainta:ning in tegrity m 
yovemment afld th(! ease with which pol ic~r go~ls underlying the requ irement tor· open 
et)tnpetitlv~ bjdding may be surrcpi i1ious:y undercut. mandate strict compliance with biddin<J 
requirements.· 

The Srudio C tty Neighborhood Coum~il voted unanimously un the reoornmendation of the 
commiUt"e to requos1 that th~ Bo~ud of Supentisors elaborate on the Sheriffs jus\Jhcation fo r a 
sole sovrce ngn:temcnt with Motorola tor portable radios thar the Board .appiCwed as Item 53 on 
Or:tober :10, 2018. link. t•ttp:llfi le lacaunty.govlSOSinteribo&'!jupd..--m~12853-3 . pd1 

An opponent ot th~ procurement noted. 

The prcx::uremorrt a nd .SHIP.<:tion decit.";ion hf;!rc ,·:; legally !Ia wed - it violates Cou(}ty a_n(J 
CA t:i'tnte law. t:md ev(!o wome, o'isc.o!HagC$ cvmpctilion, resulting irr higher prices. A.nc 
while C()mpetitive priws are important 10 thl~'i procurement, ihis procurement sets thn 
sta(Je for cor,tmuing related procuremell!s which, i f conducted in tJus sole-source 
manner, rrt,.iil cost the County an adrlit ional S35 miiliorl, So .. not onlv is this patently unfair 
to bidders and taxf_,\tlycm al ike, it nm.s afoul o f tk"1Sic proc.vremcm law and wi ff d ive11 
money unnocessarliy from olll1:1r impo rt.=mt County- ncedt:>. 

A clarihcaticm would nssuce sta.keho ld8r5 that thi~ procurement does not ~1t": l the stag~ lor 
lX>ntinuii"l9 related procurcm~nts which. it conducted io U1is soiP. source rnanm:·r. w uld cosr 1J-e 
oo~m ty an acJcJitionn! $35.000,000. Thank you for understanding OLJr conrern and responding 

uppr9 pri ately. 
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