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DATE April 171_2013 __ C.D. ___ "'--__ 

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: ST. ANDREWS RECREATION CENTER OUTDOOR SPORTS 
DEVELOPMENT (W.O. #E170302F) PROJECT - REVIEW OF BIDS AND 
A WARD OF CONTRACT 

R. Adams 
H. Fujita 
v. Israel 

K. Regan 
* M. ShulltJj;t..---,-­

N. Williams _-----,-_"----_ 

Approved / Disapproved _____ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

That the Board: 

1. Find Horizons Construction Company International, Inc. (Horizons), non-responsive for 
failing to extend its bid; 

2. Conduct a hearing on the bid protest, and: 

a. Reject the bid protest dated December 7, 2012, filed by DASH Construction 
Company, Inc. (third lowest bidder), against Horizons Construction Company 
International, Inc. (apparent lowest bidder), Pima Corporation (second lowest 
bidder), and Citywide Engineering, Inc. (fifth lowest bidder) for the S1. Andrews 
Recreation Center - Outdoor Sports Development (W.O. #E170302F) project for 
the reasons stated in this Report; 

b. Waive as an informality, pursuant to Charter Section 371(c) Pima having 
incorrectly listed the manufacturer (Traction) as subcontractor and omitting to list 
NEVCO as a supplier; 

3. Find Pima Corporation (Pima), with a base bid of $473,550.00, to be the lowest 
responsive and responsible bidder for the St. Andrews Recreation Center - Outdoor 
Sports Development (W.O. #E170302F) project; 
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4. Award the contract to Pima, for a total award amount of$473,550.00, all according to the 
plans and specifications; 

5. Authorize the Chief Accounting Employee to encumber $473,550.00 in available funds 
from the following fund and account numbers under the awarding authority of this Board 
Report; and, 

SOURCE 
Proposition K - Year 14 

FUND NO.IDEPT. NO.1 
ACCTNO. 43K/10/10G257

* 

ENCUMBRANCE 
AMOlJr:NT 

$473,550.00 

* The Proposition K funds transfer is scheduled for the 2012-13 FOUlth Quarter 
Construction Projects Report (CPR), to be considered by City Council prior to 
June 30, 2013, and as such, the notice to proceed for the subject project would not be 
issued until such time as the funds transfer is complete. 

6. Direct staff to prepare a contract and authorize the Board President and Secretary to 
execute the contract, subject to the approval of the City Attorney as to form. 

On October 3, 2012, the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners (Board) approved the 
final plans and call for bids for the St. Andrews Recreation Center - Outdoor Sports 
Development (W.O. #E170302F) project, located at 8701 St. Andrews Place, Los Angeles, CA 
90047 (Board Report No. 12-284). The project components include: 

1. Construct new tennis practice court. 
2. Install 10 new pieces of outdoor exercise equipment. 
3. Install shade covers over dugouts. 
4. Install two new solar-powered electronic scoreboards. 
5. Reconstruct existing walking path with new asphalt concrete paving and resilient 

track surface from TRACTION or approved equal. 
6. Reconfigure irrigation heads away from the walking path to minimize erosion. 
7. Item 7 was removed by Addendum No.2. 
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On December 4, 2012, six (6) bids were received for this project. The lowest responsive and 
responsible bidder is Pima, with a base bid amount of $473,550.00, which is $38,450.00 below 
the City Engineer's cost estimate of$512,000.00. The bids received are as follows: 

Bidders 
Horizons Construction Company International, Inc. 

2 Pima Corporation 
3 DASH Construction Co. Inc. 
4 STL Landscape, Inc. 
5 Citiwide Engineering, Inc. 
6 Ocean State Development, Inc. 

Base Bid 
$332,200.00 
$473,550.00 
$531,802.76 
$558,120.00 
$572,745.00 
$634,487.00 

On December 5, 2012, Horizons, with a base bid of $332,200.00, requested to withdraw its bid 
due to clerical errors (Attachment "A") pursuant to Instructions for Bidders Check List, page 3A, 
Section 5, "Release from Bid", which provides that the Board may release a bidder from its bid if 
written notice is given within five (5) days of the bid opening and upon making a finding of 
clerical error. Upon review, staff has determined that Horizons did not include materials costs 
and associated mark up and profit, in the amount of $97,713.47, in its bid submitted on 
December 4,2012, and thus concurs with Horizons' claim of clerical error. 

The bid expiration date was originally March 4, 2013. The Department requested all six (6) 
bidders to extend their bids to June 2, 2013, in order to provide sufficient time to review the bids 
and the bid protest. Three (3) bidders -- Pima Corporation, DASH Construction Co. Inc., and 
Citiwide Engineering, Inc., -- extended their bids. The other three (3) bidders -- Horizons, STL 
Landscape, Inc., and Ocean State Development, Inc., -- did not extend their bids. 

Inasmuch as bids were due to expire on March 4, 2013 and Horizons did not extend its bid in 
accordance with a request from the Department dated February 26,2013, Horizons' request to be 
released from its bid is now moot and does not require action by the Board. And, since Horizons 
bid expired as of March 4, 2013, Horizons is no longer a responsive bidder. 

DASH Construction Company, Inc. (DASH) filed communications dated December 6, 2012 
(Attachment B.1), December 7, 2012 (Attachment B.2), and December 9, 2012 (Attachment 
B.3), collectively protesting the bids of Horizons, Pima, and Citiwide Engineering Inc. 
(Citiwide). Horizons' bid was not evaluated, since they had requested a release from their bids 
and, subsequently their bid expired, as noted above. Therefore, the bid protest as to Horizons is 
now moot and does not require action by the Board. Citiwide's bid was also not evaluated, 
because it is unlikely that the fifth lowest bidder would be considered for the award; if that were 
to become necessary, bids would have to be reviewed at a later date. 
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DASH's protest letter states that: 

1. Pima's bid proposal for the resilient walking track surface did not include a price increase 
by the supplier. 

Staff has contacted Pima, and Pima stated that they stand by their original bid prices and 
would absorb any cost increases. 

2. Pima did not include tax associated with their bid proposal for the resilient walking track 
surface. 

Staff contacted Pima, and Pima stated that they stand by their bid. 

3. Pima listed North American Specialty Flooring (NASF), an out of state company, as a 
subcontractor to install a walking path track surface from Traction U.S.A. with a 
corresponding California Contractor's license. 

Note A on Sheets 22, 23, and 24 of the Plans as modified by Addendum No. 1 
Modification No.2 calls to install a walking path track surface from Traction U.S.A. or 
equal. Pima listed "Traction Sports" as its subcontractor for the track surface, and listed 
California Contractor License No. 771242. However, staff review has determined that 
the holder of License No. 771242 is Wendt Industries, Inc., dba Club Resource Group, of 
Tracy, California, rather then Traction as identified in the bid. Upon review of 
documents submitted by Pima, staff has determined that Wendt Industries, dba Club 
Resource Group is the NASF authorized agent and approved installer of NASF/Traction 
products within the State of California. Staff further verified that Wendt Industries, Inc., 
dba Club Resource Group's California Contracting License is in good standing with the 
California Contractors' License Board, and is the appropriate license for the installation 
of synthetic turf fields and other "flooring". NASF is an authorized supplier for Traction 
U.S.A. Traction U.S.A. is the manufacturer of the bid specified track surface. 

Documents submitted by Pima confirm that Pima received a pricing quote from Club 
Resource Group on November 4,2012 (before the December 4,2012, deadline for receipt 
of bids), using License No. 771242, which is the license number listed on the bid. PIMA 
inadvertently listed the name of the license holder as "Traction" which is actually the 
manufacturerlsupplier. Therefore, staff recommends that the Board waive as an 
informality, pursuant to Charter Section 371(c), Pima having incorrectly listed in its bid 
the manufacturer name (Traction), while correctly listing the license number for Club 
Resource Group, who is the authorized and properly licensed installer for NASF/Traction 
in California. 
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4. Pima did not list NEVCO, who is the supplier for the Electronic Score Board. Pima did 
list Sports Facilities Group, Inc., the Score Board support structure subcontractor on 
Schedule A, as required. 

Note D on Sheets 22, 23, and 24 of the Plans calls for the installation of NEVCO 
scoreboard Model no. 1515. Pima did list Sports Facilities Group, Inc., the Score Board 
support structure subcontractor on Schedule A as required. Pima did not list the supplier 
of the scoreboard. Schedule A of the Instruction to Bidders and the Business Inclusion 
Program (BIP) documents direct prospective bidders to list all suppliers and 
subcontractors regardless of amount of their sub-bid. Staff has determined that Pima will 
supply and install the specified product. Therefore, staff recommends that the Board 
waive the omission to list NEVCO as a supplier of the scoreboard as an informality, 
pursuant to Charter Section 371(c). 

5. Pima did not list Game Time as the supplier for exercise equipment. 

Notes L to U on Sheets 22,23, and 24 of the Plans calls for the provision and installation 
of Gametime Fitness Equipment of various models. Pima did not list Gametime as the 
supplier of the fitness equipment. Schedule A of the Instruction to Bidders and the 
Business Inclusion Program (BIP) documents direct prospective bidders to list all 
suppliers and subcontractors regardless of amount of their sub-bid. However, Pima listed 
and has confirmed that the installation of the Gametime fitness equipment is among the 
work Pima will self-perform. Therefore, staff recommends that the Board waive Pima's 
omission of the Gametime as supplier of the fitness equipment as an informality, pursuant 
to Charter Section 371(c). 

Based on the above facts, staff recommends that the Board deny DASH's protest against Pima 
Corporation. 

The bid documents stated that the determination of the lowest bidder would be based on the Base 
Bid amount. Among the responsive bidders, Pima submitted the lowest base bid, as 
demonstrated above. It is recommended that the project be awarded to Pima for a total 
construction contract base amount of $473,550.00. Sufficient funds including a ten percent 
(10%) contingency of the contract base amount are available for the construction of this project 
from Proposition K funds. 



REPORT OF GENERAL MANAGER 

PG.6 NO. 13-094 

Staff has reviewed the subcontractor outreach effort made by Pima, and based on the documents 
submitted, has determined that a "good faith" effort has been made. Pima satisfies the Business 
Inclusion Program (BIP) requirements outlined by the Board's BIP Outreach Program. The 
Outreach Document Package is on file in the Board Office and a synopsis of said package is 
attached (Attachment C). The City Attorney has reviewed the bid submitted by Pima, and found 
it to be in order. 

Staff reviewed the responsiveness and work performance of Pima, on past Department projects 
and found them to be satisfactory. 

The Department of Public Works, Office of Contract Compliance has indicated that there have 
been no labor compliance violations and that the bidder has complied with all other legal 
requirements. 

In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), staff has determined that 
the subject project will consist of the refurbishment of an existing park facility and installation of 
accessory structures, and therefore, is exempt from the provisions of the California Environment 
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article III, Section 1, Class 1(1, 12) and Class 11(3) of the City 
CEQA Guidelines. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 

There is no anticipated fiscal impact to the Department's General Fund as the project's 
construction costs will be fully funded by the above listed funding source specifically identified 
and approved for this project. The assessments of the future operations and maintenance costs 
have yet to be determined and would be addressed in future budget requests. 

This report was prepared by Ejike Mbaruguru, Project Manager, Recreation and Cultural 
Facilities Program, Bureau of Engineering. Reviewed by Neil Drucker, Program Manager, 
Recreational and Cultural Facilities Program, Bureau of Engineering; Deborah Weintraub, Chief 
Deputy City Engineer, Bureau of Engineering; and Cathie Santo-Domingo, Superintendent, 
Planning, Construction and Maintenance Branch, Department of Recreation and Parks. 

Attachments: 
A Horizon's request to withdraw its bid, dated December 5,2012 
B.1 DASH protest letter, dated December 6,2012 
B.2 DASH protest letter, dated December 7,2012 
B.3 DASH protest letter, dated December 9,2012 
C BIP Synopsis for Pima 
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HORIZONS 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INTL 

General Contracting and Engineering 

Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners 

221 North Figueri Street Suite 1510 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Attn. 

Re: St. Andrews Outdoor Sports Development - Worl Order #E170302F 
Letter of Bid withdraw 

I4J 000110001 

Due to a mathematical error in final bid sheet formulas, the total material estimate for the 
project estimated as $74,920.00 was not added in the formula. Estimate just included 
total labor, equipment and subcontractors. Accordingly our total price for the contract and 
its breakdown was added to be $322,477.18 (we bid $322,200) instead of what should 
have been added including materials related profit and overhead ($430,190.65). 

Accordingly, there is a significant math error ($107,990.65). Please accept this letter of 
withdrawal to our bid submitted November 1 st, 2012. Thank you for your kind attention 
and consideration. 

Horizons Construction Company International, Inc. 
Hatem Ibr~ President 

1173N . Patt St., Anaheim, CA 92801 
Phone: (714) 626-0000 Fu: (714) 626-0006 Ilcense # 825022 



DASHCONSTROCTIQN COMPANY, Inc. 
Utense No.! 8695'05, .A,B,C13, C33, C 8 

r~L ~(81~ 1~~~?~ 
F3;:(81~8) :. 7.1~~9577 

. . . _.~~ (~~8):;(i29':'j547 
dsb(ii)dasticonstructionco·.ci>iril c'lsh-abnavaz.@hotmaiLcom 

20501 Ventlu-a'Rivc!: Woodland Hills,CA 91364 

Mr. Mbaruguru 
Project Manager 
City of Los Angeles 
Recreational and Cultural Facilities Program 

Date: December 6, 2012 

R€.: S1. Andres Recreation Center Outdoor Sports Development Project 

Dear Mr. \1barugurLl, 

Dash Construction prepared its bid for the above-referenced project according to the specific2LioJ) anD 
drawings. Conh'actors were required to use North American Specialty Flooring Manufucture in 
Chicago. Illinois. We received their first proposal on 12;'j/201:! for the amount of $139,200.00. The 
proposal did no! include the tax (8.75%), the total proposal included tax: $15 J .380. The Proposals. are 
attached. 
On I 2/4!20J 2 all :48 PM,just 20 min.utes before bid opening we received another email from Mr. 
.lacob Muencb, from the Estimating Department of North American Specialty Flooring in Cbicago 
with an increase to their proposaJ to$ 54,521.00 fOT a total amount of $ 205,900.00 (including the ta'\). 
'V/e were able 10 adjust our bid on the page 16A accordjngly $] 5 r ,200 for the materials and $60.000 for 
ehe installation (lfthe Traction Surfac:ing hy Wendt IndtLc;tries Inc. subcontractor. wbo is certified by the 
manufacturer corn pany . 
. <\.5 you know, North American Specialty Flooring, Inc. is only acting <IS a supplier for traction surf3cin~ 
on Lhis pro,iect. It cannot perfonn any instaliation of its materials by its own crew because the company 
is no1 California Ii censed. According to the specifications and addendum No.2. the traction sUlfacillg 
instaUer has to be California licensed and certified by the manufacturer. Per OUI request, Norrh 
American Specia11y Flooring forwarded to us its installer's information, the Wendt Indu~lries. Inc, 
DBA company from Tracy in California 'with the Caliiomia License No. 771242, who is certified hy 
[he manufactw-er Company. The a,ttachment is copied and attached. 
Dash Construction listed Wendt lndustries. Inc. DBA as the subcontractor to ins1A.JJ the traction 
slIrI3cing. We would like to respectfully ask you to verify if the other two low bidders lisled Wendt 
lndusrriesc Inc as their subcontraclor to install the traction surfacing. If either or both bidders listed 
North American SpeciaIry Flooring. lllc . .as their traction surfacing suncontractclr. tither ()r both bids 
should he disqualified as being non-complaint. We arc also concerned and would like to resrectfully 
req Ul!st <J review and inspection of the first t".o lowest bidders to determine jf those contrac1Ors 
included l11is price increase in their bid? AnoUler concern pertaining to the proposa.l from North 
American Srccia lty Flooring is that it docs nol include the tax- \ve had to add !he ta.'\; ill the-
IlWIlUfac!urt"S quot.: to get the total purclla"e price. V,-c would like 10 respecrfully inyuire 3S \0 \\'ilctkl' 
lhe tirst and second lower hidders included tbe manul~cturds ta.\: in their bid? Th~ dollar (lOlOlint 
difference is significant which is why we I:>,'ortld like. to verify . E\enlually Ive would also likt to \iel' 
tbeir hid dOCl11J1ellls. 



DASH CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, Inc. 
License No.: 869505, A,B, C13, C33, C 8 

TeL: (818) 715-9556 
Fax: (818) 715-9577 
Cell: (818) 62{}-7547 

dsh(a)dashconstructioDco.com/ dshahna\'az@.hotmail.com 
20501 Ventura Blvd. Woodland Hills, CA 91364 

Da~h Construction stands ready to accept thisjob iftht' first t\vo lowest bidders are in f~Ci Jelcrmin',".l 

to be' uisljualifi-:d. We are commi.tted to th.is proj l"cland wo uld look fo!'m!T(J In \Vllrking \\il h Cil) pI 

Los Angdes Department of Recreation and Parle 

Sincerely, j ') 
~l6 . -. 

Dariush Shahnavaz 
President! CEO 
DASH Construction Company, Inc. 
Lie. # 869505. A, B, C-8, C-l3, C-33. 
20501 Ventura Blvd. No. 255 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 
Tel.: 818-7l5-9556 
Fax: 8J 8-715-9577 
Cell: 818-620-7547 



3/:' /13 Cityof Los Angejes Mail - Re St. Andrews Recr<=atioo Center Outdoor Sports Ds\€loprnent 

Re: St. Andrews Recreation Center Outdoor Sports Development 

Dariush Shahnavaz <dshahnavaz@hotmail.com> Fri , Dec 7, 2012 at 4:34 PM 
To: EJik mbaruguru LACITY <ejike.mbaruguru@lacity.org>, "eng.bavn@lacity.org" <eng.bavn@lacity.org> 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

As a f111low up to our previous correspondence. we have had a chance to review the bid dOCWnenl'i of the 
two low bidders on this project. We would like to respectfully request a review by the appropriate audit 
commIttee or other rekvant party of the first two low bidders' proposal as we have concluded that both 
proposa ls are materially non-compliant with the Department's rules and regulations. First. both bidders 
neglect to include the price increase required by North American Specialty Flooring on December 14, 20 12. 
Second, both bidders also neglect to include in therr proposals the tax associated with North ~rican 
Specialty Flooring's plice. Most impoltanrly, however, the first two low bidders include North American 
SpeciallY Flooring as a subcontractor for the project. This is in clear violation of the Department's rules and 
regulations and also in violation of the California Contractor State License Board's rules and regulations. 
N orth American Specialty Flooring is NOT a California licensed contractor. It cannot legally perfo nn any 
construction project in California. Further, they did not list on the bid docwnents pages 10 and l6A 
pertaining to subcontractors or suppliers information colwnn the mandatory infonnation according to the 
drawing sheets LAO 1, LA02, LA03, keynotes: D, L, M,N,O,P,Q,R,S,T,U. Specifically, they were required 
to provide the equipm.:nt by specific supply companiL:s and specific installation companies. Dash 
Consbllction requested this information from the relevant suppliers and subcontractors and listed them on the 
Sheets 10 and 16A, such as the companies Nevco, Sport Facilities, Game Time, and Wendt Industries, Inc. 
to instaU the traction stnfacing. Wendt Industries, Inc. is a Califomia licensed company and certified by the 
])\.'1nufdctLU-er, which is a requirement in addendwTI 1\0.2 of the project docwnents . 

. '\.ccordingly, Dash Construction respectfully requests that the Depart111Cnt and the relevant audit or revie w 
cormnittee please review the two proposals in question to determine whether they should be disqualified. We 
believe they should in light of the nwnerous violations enwneraled herein. Please infonn us of your decision at 
your earliest convenience. Dash Constl1lction is ready to accept tills project and we would appreciate an 
opportunity to work with the DepartInent on this project. Thank you, 

Sincerely, 

Dariush Shahnavaz 
DASH Construction Company, Inc. 
Lie. No. : 869505, A, B, C-8, C-13, C-33, 
20501 Ventura Blvd. No. 255 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 
Tel .: 818-715-9556 
Fax : 818- 715-9577 

http::;llmailgoog Ie cornlmai ln ui ~2&i k=e1 fbc 7b052&,,;ew= pt&q = dash&q 5= true&search=q uer,&th= 13bnef2e 7590037 1/2 
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Cell: 818- 620-7547 

t:3 St Andrews Bid Result-Proposals -2.pdf 
5883K 

https :J/mail .google.com'mailf?ul= 2&ik=elfbc7b052&Ioiew=pt&q=dash&q $= true&search=q uer,&lh= 13b77ef2e 7590037 212 
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DASH CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. 
20501 \ T enrura Blvd. Suite 255 

\"x/oodland Hills, C~\ 9136.+ 
Tel.: (818) 715-9556 
Fax: (818) 715-9577 

- - .-- ----- - -------'---'------- - - ---------
1'\'1 r. Fjike Mbaruguru. P. E. 
Recreational and Cultural Facilities Program 
I 149 South Broadway, Suite 860 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 

De:lr 'vir. Ejike Mbaruguru, 

Rc St. Andre\V~; Recreation Center Outdoor Sports Development Project 

.DEC 1 9 ?~I! ? 

As Cl follow-up to our correspondence last \VeCk pertaining to the above-referenced 
project (the "Project"), DClsh Construction Company. Inc. C'DClsh") would like to herehy file an 
official protest with respect to the bid submission of three contractors in connection with the 
Project. Specifically, Dash protests the bid sub mission of: Horizons Construction Co. In~'I,Jnc. 
(' Horizons") , PimCl Corporation DBA Advanced Construction ("Pima"), and Citiwide 
f-ngil1eering, Inc. CCitiwide") as being materially non-compliant ,vith the rules and regulations 
or the Contractors State License Board C'CSLB") and the Department of Recreation and Parks. 
lJ as h respectfully request that the Department perform an official review ot the bids in que~;tion 
ilnd determine whether such bids should be disqualified. We believe thLlt , for the re~iSOns 
enumerated below, each such bid is materially non-compliant and shou ld he disqualified from 
the bid process pertClining to the Project. We address each non-compliant bid in detail helow. 

In the Pruject documents. the Department has outlined various requirements with rl'Spl::ct to 
'; peciftc tasks and material supplies in connection with the performance of the Project. Tn 
pdnicular, the Project documents, (drawing sheets: I AO I, L402. L403, and keynotes : D, t, 1\1, K 
0, p, (), R, S, T, U) r-.:quirc that contractors utilize specific subcontractors and suppliers in 
preparinu th eir bid proposals for the Project and in the performance of the work (if tlVv.lrded the 
Projec t). The specific su ppliers and suhcontractors referenced in the Project documents are: 
Ciame Time of Wellsville, Ut,lh ("Game Time') Nevco olTos Angcks, California C';'\evco"'). 
SpOI1 faci lities (jroup, Inc . of Riverside, Cilifornia ("Sport Facilities") and North Americ31l 
Speci;Jlty Flooring of Woodstock. Illinois ("North American"). (Addendum No .2, Pc1l12: 
Product. 2. J Manufacturer). '0Jotably, North American is not a California-licensed contraclor~ 
accordingly it cannot legally Jct as a subcontractor Vv'ith respect to any public works construction 
prnjcct within the stelle, and \Vendt Industries, Inc . ("Wendt") a California licen::ied contractor 
and certified by [he manufacturer to install the Traction Surfacing, which is required according to 



addendum 1\0.-2 (S~ction 14 Quality /\ ssurances. hems Band C: " The fn staller must he 
rccognlzt::J and approved by the athletic rubber tlooring manufacturer" 

The bid ~ ublllitkd by llorizons is materially non-compliant as it Cails to meet the reyuirements 
set out by the Department in the Project documenls. Specifically. Horizons failed to include in 
its submitted bid document any oCtile specifIc suppliers and suhcol1lractors refnenced ill the 
Proj c CI documents (and enumera ted herein) 

The bid submitted by Pima is materially non-compliant as it fails to meet the requiremen ts set 
OUt hJ the Department in the Project documents. Specifically. Pima Cliled tQ.includc (r(lme 
Time:. '\evco and Wendt in its submil1eJ bid document. Further. Pima lists :\iorth :\merican CiS ~I 

suhconlrador in its bid document- Pima uses Ihe incorrect name for North Americ:m hy 
referring to it as "Traction Sp0l1S" but clearly intends to reference North American as it li sts 
North .\merican· s address in Woodstock, Illinois 60098. As mentioned above, ~orlh .\rneriuln 
i:; :; pccific~tlly referenced by the Department CiS a required I'lIpplier with respect to the Project: 
l\:l)rth .\mtrican calmot legally act as subcontractor on the Project. 

The bid ::uhmilled by Citiv\'id~ is materially nun-compliant as it fails to meet the requirements :d 

out by the Department in the Project documents. SpecificalJ) , Citi\\'ide failtd to include Srort 
facilitie s and V,endt in its submitted bid document. Further, Citiwide lists ~orth American as 
subcontractors in its bid document. As mentioned above, North American is sptcificaJly 
referenced by the Department as required suppliers with respect to the Project: it cannot Jegull y 
Jct as subcontractor on the Project. 

[);lsh beli eves that the material non-compliance ractors in cOlmectinn with each referenctd 
contractor' s bid document constitute ground for disqualification with respect to each such bid. 
Dush re s p~ctflllly requests that the Department please conduct a proper revie,,, and exarninatio:1 
uf the matters outlintd htrein and make an official ddermination with respect to tht eligibility of 
each of Horizon 's, Pima's and Citiwide ' s bid submission in connection with tilt Project. Pkuse 
Itt LIS knovi if you have any questions or comments. We look forward to hearing from you. 

Best Rega. r[{so . ! 
/) . 

- , c;;;;> Ii .~--
~~~ .. ' 

Dariush Shahnavaz 
Presi Jcnt emd CEU 

Cc: M::. L.ctunyu Dcam 
Board 0 f Recreation and ParKs Commissioners 



Attachment C 

CITY O F LOS A~-GELES 

GnDELI~TS FOR EYAU_- A TIO~- OF THE BrSI:\TSS I~(LCSIO~- PRO GRA:\! 
(BIP) OCfREACH CHECI~LIST 

Bidd fl _~P-,i"-Il",I"":l_C""·.:..nc:.I ... !l,,,<l,-,I-,:I,,,r,,"i,,,o.:..:II ________ ______________________ l3i cl DarE': 12 U-t 12 

P 1'1) j t ([ ~- :1I11 E" : _<;'-' T.:..;..,;. ,c::--\.,-:->-=D;.:RI=-,-",--,' ",-: -=-R=--=E::..;C:..;RE:.="-.-\o--,T""I'-'O::...::"_-....::C::...:E~:"'--.;.T-=E:..:.R.:.-- ....::O;;,..l'--' T-=-=D....::O;;,..O;::.- .:.;R:....;S;;.:P'-0=-cR""T"'S'-· D= E:....;' ---,T:..:,'--. \ \'. 0, =: E 1 ~ 03 0 2 F 
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