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January 22, 2026 

 

Joseph M. Goldstein                                           VIA EMAIL: JGoldstein@shutts.com   
Shutts & Bowen LLP                                              
201 East Las Olas Blvd. 
Suite 2200 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301 
 

RE:  Response to Protest of the Award- Request for Proposals (RFP) No. 483, 
Automated School Zone Speed Detection Camera System (Rebid) Filed on 12/3/25 
 
 
Dear Mr. Goldstein: 
 
The City of Fort Lauderdale (“City”) is in receipt of Blue Line Solutions, LLC’s (“BLS”) 
timely-filed protest, accompanied by the required non-refundable protest application fee 
of five thousand dollars ($5,000), concerning Request for Proposals (“RFP”) No. 483, 
Automated School Zone Speed Detection Camera System Rebid. 
 
Pursuant to Section 2-182 of the City’s Procurement Ordinance, a protester must 
demonstrate legal standing to invoke the City’s protest process. Legal standing is limited 
to an actual proposer with a substantial interest in the outcome of the solicitation who 
would be eligible for award if the protest were sustained, and who can further demonstrate 
that the City failed to comply with its Procurement Ordinance or applicable law. 
 
On December 3, 2025, the Evaluation Committee (“EC”) convened to receive 
presentations and evaluate the four responsive and responsible proposals submitted in 
response to RFP No. 483. The proposers, listed alphabetically, were: American Traffic 
Solutions, Inc., d/b/a Verra Mobility; Blue Line Solutions, LLC; Jenoptik Smart Mobility 
Solutions LLC (“Jenoptik”); and RedSpeed Florida (“RedSpeed”). Following its 
evaluation, the EC ranked the firms as follows: 
 

1. RedSpeed Florida 
2. Jenoptik Smart Mobility Solutions LLC 
3. Blue Line Solutions, LLC 
4. American Traffic Solutions, Inc., d/b/a Verra Mobility 

 
As BLS was ranked third, it must first establish that Jenoptik was erroneously deemed 
responsive and responsible and that BLS would move into a position eligible for award in 
order to establish legal standing. 
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BLS attempts to establish standing by alleging that Jenoptik failed to satisfy the 
responsibility requirements and minimum qualifications of the RFP, including Section 
2.16, and further alleges violations of Section 2.17.4 relating to judgments, pending 
litigation, criminal activity involving moral turpitude, and conflicts of interest. Specifically, 
BLS contends that Jenoptik lacks the requisite minimum of five (5) years of demonstrated 
experience implementing automated speed enforcement systems, including school zone 
monitoring, and misrepresented its role in the New York City school-zone camera 
program. 

On December 9, 2025, the Chief Procurement Officer issued a stay of award to permit 
Jenoptik an opportunity to formally respond to the allegations. Jenoptik submitted its 
response on December 17, 2025 (Exhibit A). 

Upon review, I concur with Jenoptik’s response. BLS failed to submit evidentiary exhibits 
substantiating its allegations. Jenoptik did not represent in its proposal that it operated or 
managed New York City’s school-zone camera program; rather, it accurately stated that 
it manufactures camera equipment deployed in multiple jurisdictions, including New York 
City and other locations in the United States and Canada. Jenoptik further provided 
approximately ten (10) references demonstrating experience implementing automated 
speed enforcement systems, including school zone monitoring, dating back more than 
ten (10) years. There is no evidence of material misrepresentation that could have 
improperly influenced the EC’s evaluation. Additionally, BLS’ claim regarding Jenoptik’s 
late arrival at the introductory session is moot, as acknowledged by BLS in its protest, 
attendance at that session was not a mandatory requirement under the RFP. 

Accordingly, BLS failed to establish any factual or legal basis to disqualify Jenoptik. As a 
result, BLS lacks legal standing to protest the recommendation to award RFP No. 483 to 
RedSpeed. 

Notwithstanding the absence of standing, and without obligation to do so, I have also 
reviewed BLS’ allegations against RedSpeed. BLS alleges that RedSpeed violated 
Section 2.17.4 of the RFP due to alleged criminal conduct involving moral turpitude by a 
principal, and further alleges that RedSpeed is non-responsible under Section 2.16 based 
on alleged past performance issues in Manatee County, Florida; Palm Bay, Florida; and 
Riverdale, Georgia. 

RedSpeed was afforded the same opportunity as Jenoptik to respond to the allegations 
and submitted its response on December 15, 2025 (Exhibit B). 

After reviewing, I concur with RedSpeed’s position. Moral turpitude generally refers to 
conduct that is inherently base, vile, or depraved, involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or 
intentional harm. Examples of these types of crimes include, but are not limited to, theft, 
larceny, embezzlement, bribery, forgery, grand theft, and tax evasion. In public 
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procurement and contracting, crimes involving moral turpitude typically include bid 
rigging, collusion, kickbacks, false certifications, misrepresentations in proposals or bids, 
public corruption, and conflict of interest violations involving concealment. As such, Mr. 
Parks past arrest and traffic-related record cited by BLS does not rise to the level of moral 
turpitude as contemplated in public procurement or Section 2.17.4 of the RFP. 
 
With respect to past performance, BLS failed to provide sufficient contractual 
documentation or agency determinations supporting their respective assertions. The 
record reflects that certain contracts were terminated for convenience, which, standing 
alone, does not establish non-responsibility. Absent substantiating evidence, there is no 
basis to find RedSpeed non-responsible. 
 
In conclusion, BLS lacks legal standing to protest the recommendation for award to 
RedSpeed. Even if standing existed, the protest is without merit, as BLS failed to 
demonstrate that the City violated its Procurement Ordinance or any applicable law.  
 
Accordingly, the protest is hereby DENIED. 
 
 
Respectfully,  
 
 
 
 
Glenn Marcos, CPPO, CPPB, FCPM, FCPA 
Chief Procurement Officer / Director of Procurement 
 
 
cc:  Rickelle Williams, City Manager 
       Shari McCartney, City Attorney 
       D’Wayne Spence, Deputy City Attorney 
       Eric Abend, Senior Assistant City Attorney 
       Yvette Matthews, Assistant City Manager 
       Milos Majstorovic, Director, Transportation and Mobility 
       William Schultz, Chief of Police 
       Julie Steinhardt, Assistant City Attorney III 
       Kimberly Mosley, Assistant City Attorney III 
       Kirk McDonald, Senior Procurement Specialist  
       File 
 

Attachments 
Exhibit A 
Exhibit B 

Glenn Marcos
Digitally signed by Glenn 
Marcos 
Date: 2026.01.22 19:02:19 
-05'00'
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