BID TABULATION FORM

BID DATE; Thursday January 10, 2013

BID FOR; In Car Video Camera Systems

BID NUMBER,; RFB# 201212-203

RESPONSES RECEIVED COST LISTED ON REQUIRED NOTES
(Company) BID PAGE (5 - Systems)
EACH TOTAL

Martel Electronics $3390_00 $20’544_00* *Pricing between each and a total of five systems varies due to other items as detailed
Yorba Linda, Calif. within Bid Response.
Safety Vision $4,609.82 $23,049.10
Houston, Tx.
Hubb Systems Inc. (Data911) $4,985.00 $24,925.00
Alameda, Calif.
L3 Communications Mobile Vision $4,890.00 $25,495.00* *Pricing between each and a total of five systems varies due to other items as detailed
Booton / Morris, NJ within Bid Response.
Digital AIIy Inc. $4’195_00 $25‘715_00* *Pricing between each and a total of five systems varies due to other items as detailed
Lenexa, Ks within Bid Response.
MediaSolv Solutions Corp. $5,479.57 $27,397.86
Herndon, Va.
Federal Signal Corp. $4,654.00 $3l,914.00* *Pricing between each and a total of five systems varies due to other items as detailed
University Park / Will County, lllinois witnin Bid Response.
WatchGuard Video $4,995.00 $32,470.00* *Pricing between each and a total of five systems varies due to other items as detailed
Allen. Tx within Bid Response.
Taser International Numerous Numerous The information within this response does not conform to the Bid instructions. Also only 2
Scottsdale. Az Options Options copies were submitted. Too many various combinations of different options to list here.

Thursday January 10, 2013: The Taney County Commission met in reference to the above listed RFB. After opening
responses from the above listed companies a motion was made to allow a time for a thorough review of all information
packages as received from each by the Sheriff. The Commission requested that after said review a recommendation
date be scheduled with their office. Said date was scheduled for Thursday January 17, 2013 at 9:00 AM.

Thursday January 17, 2013: Taney County Sheriff Jimmie Russell appeared before the Taney County Commission
where he announced that he had thoroughly reviewed each package and was prepared to recommend,;

Digital Ally Inc, of: Lenexa, Ks. for award. This is not the lowest price but in comparing apples to apples it does
appear to be the best solution for our needs. Other local agencies use Digital Ally with very good results. The Taney
County Commission made a motion to award as such and it passed unanimously.

Thank you.

Ron Erickson,

Director of Purchasing
Taney County Missouri
January 17, 2013



