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CITY OF SANTA BARBARA 
 
 COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT 

 
 
 

AGENDA DATE:  March 24, 2009 
 
TO:    Mayor and Councilmembers 
 
FROM:   Engineering Division, Public Works Department 
 
SUBJECT:  Contract For Construction Of Santa Barbara Airport Airline Terminal 

Improvement Project 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  That Council:  
 
A. Hold a hearing to consider any possible bid protest with respect to award of the 

Santa Barbara Airport Airline Terminal Improvement Project contract to the 
apparent lowest responsible bidder;  

B. Reject all bid protests submitted by bidders to the award of the Airline Terminal 
Improvement Project contract to the apparent lowest responsible bidder; 

C. Award and authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with EMMA 
Corporation (EMMA) in its  low bid amount of $32,858,000 for the base bid, plus  
bid alternates 1 and 2, for construction of the Santa Barbara Airport Airline 
Terminal Improvement Project (Project), Bid No. 3,556, and authorize the Public 
Works Director to approve expenditures up to $3,440,000 to cover any cost 
increases that may result from contract change orders for extra work and 
differences between estimated bid quantities and actual quantities measured for 
payment; 

D. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with Howard, Needles, 
Tammen & Bergendoff California Architects, P. C. (HNTB) in the amount of 
$4,181,135 for construction support services, and approve expenditures of up to 
$209,055 for extra services of HNTB that may result from necessary changes in 
the scope of work; and 

E. Authorize the Public Works Director to approve a contract with Padre Associates 
(Padre) in the amount of $48,200, and approve expenditures of up to $4,800 for 
extra services of Padre that may result from necessary changes in the scope of 
work. 
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DISCUSSION: 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Staff recommends to the City Council award of a contract for construction of the Santa 
Barbara Airport Airline Terminal Improvement Project to EMMA Corporation of Santa 
Monica in the amount of their low bid of $32,858,000.  The work includes construction of 
a new 72,000 square foot terminal building, demolition of a portion of the existing 
terminal, and relocation and rehabilitation of the historic 1942 Airport terminal core.  The 
work also includes construction of necessary site work, landscaping, parking lots, 
terminal ramp and vehicular access. 
 
Staff further recommends to the City Council award of a contract for construction 
management services to the firm of Howard, Needles, Tammen & Bergendoff California 
Architects, P. C. in the amount of $4,181,135 and award of a contract for environmental 
services support to the firm of Padre Associates in the amount of  $48,200. 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
The Airport Airline Terminal Improvement Program includes the construction of a new 
72,000 square foot airline terminal building, rehabilitation of the 1942 portions of the 
existing terminal, reconfiguration of the short term parking lot, loop road and installation 
of associated landscaping.  To allow the existing terminal to remain in operation during 
construction of the new facility, the project has been divided into three phased 
construction contracts and two professional services contracts:   
 
Contract 1 consists of the Airside Improvements and is currently underway.  This work 
includes the construction of a new aircraft parking apron and the realignment and 
widening Taxiway B located adjacent to the new terminal.  Contract 1 was awarded to 
Granite Construction in the amount of $3,560,267.  Construction under the contract 
began in September 2008 and will be completed by April 30, 2009, weather permitting. 
 
Contract 2 consists of the Temporary Facilities and Site Preparation necessary to 
prepare the airline terminal site for construction of the new terminal building.  Staff has 
recommended to the City Council that it award a contract in the amount of $3,475,850 
to Lash Construction concurrently with the award of Contract 3 for the airline terminal 
building.  The Lash contract (Contract 2) includes the work necessary to enhance the 
soils underlying the new terminal building foundation and to install and construct 
temporary site improvements necessary to allow the existing terminal to continue 
operations during construction of the new facility. 
 
Contract 3, the subject of this Council Agenda Report, entails construction of the Santa 
Barbara Airport Airline Terminal complex. The work includes construction of the new 
terminal building, rehabilitation of portions of the existing historic 1942 Airport terminal 
and roadway and short term parking lot improvements.  After careful examination and 
verification of all bids and bidders responding to the request for bids, staff recommends 
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that EMMA Corporation be determined by the City Council to be the lowest responsible 
bidder in accordance with Section 519 of the Santa Barbara City Charter and award to 
EMMA the construction contract in the amount of $32,858,000.  The contract includes 
the base bid amount of $32,500,000, plus two bid alternates to provide photovoltaic 
panels on a portion of the terminal roof in the amount of $349,000 and to provide 
polished concrete flooring in lieu of carpet in the amount of $9,000. 
 
Contracts 4 (the “HNTB” contract) and 5 (the Padre contract) are for professional 
services related to the construction work.  Contract 4 is the recommended award of a 
contract for construction management services to HNTB in the amount of $4,181,135.  
Contract 5 is the recommended award of a contract for environmental support services 
to Padre Associates in the amount of $4,800.   
 
CONTRACT BIDS 
 
A total of nine bids were received for the Airport Airline Terminal Improvement Project 
work, ranging as follows: 
 

BIDDER BID AMOUNT* 
 • Base bid plus Alternates 1 

and 2 
 

1. EMMA Corporation 
Santa Monica 

 $32,858,000 

2. Swinerton Builders  
Irvine 

 $35,090,000 
 

3. Prowest Contractors 
Wildomar 

 $35,557,000 

4. Sinanian Development, Inc. 
Tarzana 

 $36,090,000 

5. Howard Wright Constructors  
Irvine 

 $36,640,000 

6. Pinner Construction  
Anaheim 

$37,148,000 

7. Viola Constructors  
Oxnard 

$38,023,000 

8. Malicraft, Inc. 
Altadena 

$38,478,000 

9. FTR International, Inc. 
Irvine 

$39,058,000 
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LOWEST RESPONSIBLE BIDDER 
 
The lowest bid submitted in response to the request for bids on the Airline Terminal 
Improvement Project was EMMA Corporation from Santa Monica California.  Staff’s 
evaluation of EMMA as a responsible bidder included the following: 
 

• Review and verification of the bid proposal forms for completeness and accuracy. 
The bid proposal forms consist of fifteen forms including: the Contractor’s 
proposal, Proposed Equipment and Material Manufacturers, Experience 
Statement, Proposed Subcontractors, Proposal Guaranty Bond,  Bidder’s 
Statement Regarding Insurance Coverage, Bidder’s Declaration of Non-collusion, 
Bidder’s Statement on Previous Contracts Subject to EEO Clause, Certification 
of Segregated Facilities, Assurance of Disadvantaged Business Enterprise 
Participation, Certifications of Bidder regarding Affirmative Action Program, 
Certification Regarding Foreign Trade Restrictions, Buy American Certificate, 
Suspension and Debarment Requirements for all Contracts over $25,000, 49 
CFR 26.11 – Bidder’s List. 

 
• Staff’s review of EMMA’s experience determined that EMMA has been in the 

construction business in California for 27 years.  It has a bonding capacity of 
approximately $150,000,000.  EMMA has a good reputation of successfully 
completing its construction work.  No claims have been made by project owners 
seeking payment on any of EMMA’s performance bonds.  EMMA’s construction 
work in the past has primarily been related to school buildings and campuses.  
As part of the bid package forms, EMMA listed eleven projects which were of 
similar complexity and scale as the Airline Terminal Improvement Project.  These 
eleven similar projects range in value from $8 million to $28 million.  Currently, 
EMMA is working on a $28,000,000 contract for a new school facility for Los 
Angeles Unified School District.  As part of its bid review, staff contacted project 
owners, building inspectors, and architects for recommendations on EMMA’s 
work.  The responses were favorable and indicated that EMMA’s work was 
satisfactory and on time.  The responders valued EMMA’s integrity and said that 
EMMA maintained good communication on project progress.  All responders 
positively recommended EMMA as a general contractor.  Staff determined that 
EMMA’s past work, even though primarily on school facilities, was similar in 
nature to the terminal project and demonstrated ample comparable public facility 
work. Because most of the Airline Terminal Project work is outside the Airport 
Operations Area, staff does not believe there is a need to require specialized 
airline terminal experience. 

 
Based on a thorough review of EMMA’s bid including its past experience and 
references, staff has concluded that EMMA is responsible and capable of performing 
this project in accordance with the Airport’s bid specifications.  EMMA’s bid is therefore, 
in staff’s opinion, the lowest responsible bid on the Airline Terminal Improvement 
Project. 
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BID PROTEST 
 
Staff recommends that the City Council complete the hearing to consider any bid 
protests made by bidders to the City’s award of the Airline Terminal contract to the 
apparent lowest responsible bidder, EMMA.  Swinerton Builders submitted letters to the 
City dated December 24, 2008 and February 19, 2009, in which it raised several 
concerns with EMMA’s bid.  These concerns were clarified and elaborated upon by 
Swinerton in an additional letter submitted to the City on March 13, 2009 and two letters 
from Swinerton’s legal counsel. Staff also had several follow-up meetings and 
conference calls with Swinerton representatives.  Swinerton’s correspondence is 
available for City Council member review in the Council reading file and available for 
public review in the City Clerk’s Office.  
 
A more detailed analysis of Swinerton’s claims is provided to the Council in Attachment 
No. 2 with respect to the precise contract bid specifications Swinerton asserts EMMA 
failed to comply with.   Essentially, Swinerton alleges that because EMMA’s electrical 
subcontractor did not have a contract with Johnson Controls (provider of a City 
recommended Access Control System Software and Security Controllers) on bid day 
and did not list an equal or alternate to Johnson Controls on bid day, the bid was 
nonresponsive.  [The Airport’s existing security system is operated by Johnson Controls 
software and the Airport hopes to keep the system in place making only minor 
modifications to it to accommodate the work for the new terminal.] 
 
EMMA responded to Swinerton’s concerns in correspondence to the City dated 
January 7, 2009, and February 25, 2009.  As EMMA stated in its response, contrary to 
Swinerton’s claim, EMMA did not propose or intend to use an alternate or equal to the 
Johnson Controls system and the bid never indicated any intention to suggest or use a 
alternate.  Therefore, except for the listing of subcontractors whose bid was in excess of 
one half of one percent of the prime contractor’s bid and whom contract with the prime 
contractor (such as EMMA’s electrical contractor, GEC), no other documentation was 
required. Nonetheless, in an effort to answer this claim, in its letter dated February 25, 
2009, EMMA provided the names and bids of the second tier companies which would 
supply, manufacture, or install the security, telecommunications, and audio paging 
systems as recommended in the bid specifications including the recommended Johnson 
Control Security System.  EMMA also provided additional details and considerable 
background information concerning its qualifications and experience as a general 
contractor on similar projects in its written materials to the City.   EMMA’s January 7, 
2009 and February 25, 2009 letters are available for City Council member review in the 
Council reading file and available for public review in the City Clerk’s Office. 
 
City staff evaluated and responded to the assertions made by Swinerton in 
correspondence dated January 26, 2008 and March 2, 2009 (Attachment No. 3).   
 
On March 10, 2009, the City Council held a hearing to consider Swinerton’s bid protest.  
Swinerton reiterated its concerns and alleged that the fourth tier security subcontractor 
provided in EMMA’s February 25, 2009 letter was not authorized by Johnson Controls 
to work in Santa Barbara County.  To support its allegation, Swinerton alleged that a 
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letter from Electronic Control System (ECS) to EMMA’s electrical subcontractor, 
Gilmartin Electrical Contracting (GEC), and thereafter submitted by EMMA to the City,  
certifying that ECS was an approved Johnson Controls installer, had been altered by 
deleting the reference in the letter limiting the ECS certification to the San Diego area.  
Because this allegation was first raised at the City Council meeting, of March 10th, it was 
not possible to confirm or deny the validity of this allegation.  In order to investigate the 
claim, the City Council continued the hearing and its deliberations on the contract award 
to the March 24, 2009, agenda.  
 
EMMA has now provided a letter from ECS confirming that it did, in fact, alter the 
Johnson Controls letter without Johnson Controls authorization innocently believing that 
this alteration was appropriate and warranted because it was bidding on a contract in 
Santa Barbara County.  A copy of the ECS explanation letter is provided in Attachment 
No. 4. Furthermore, the president of EMMA and the president of GEC have provided 
sworn declarations that neither company had prior knowledge of the letter’s alteration.  
The recent ECS letter supports this information.  The declarations from EMMA and GEC 
now indicate that ECS will not work in any capacity on the Airport project.  The 
declarations from Emanuel Yashair, EMMA, and Michael Gilmartin, GEC, are attached 
as Attachment No. 5.   
 
As a result, EMMA and GEC have now negotiated a direct letter of intent with Johnson 
Controls for the necessary portion of work.  GEC has provided a letter to the City dated 
March 16, 2009 indicating its intent to contract with Johnson Controls and Johnson 
Controls has provided a letter received March 17 indicating its acceptance of GEC’s 
letter of intent.  The two letters are attached as Attachment No. 6.  City staff contacted 
William King of  Johnson Controls (the Johnson Controls representative who spoke at 
the March 10th Council meeting) and has verified the validity of the contents of the 
letters and that Johnson Controls has entered into a letter of intent with GEC, EMMA’s 
electrical subcontractor for the Airport Terminal.  
 
Public Works and City Attorney staff recommend that the any protest made to the 
lowest responsible bidder be rejected and that the bid of $32,858,000, be determined as 
the lowest bid and submitted by a contractor which is both responsible and which has 
been responsive.  As a result, staff recommends that the Airline Terminal Improvement 
Project contract be awarded to EMMA.  
 
The change order funding recommendation of $3,440,000, or about 10%, is typical for 
this type of work and size of project.   
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CONSTRUCTION PHASE CONTRACT SERVICES 
 
Staff also recommends that Council authorize the Public Works Director to execute a 
contract with HNTB in the amount of $4,181,135 for materials testing, construction 
management, and inspection services.  HNTB was selected to provide construction 
management services for this Project under a competitive selection process.  Staff also 
recommends that the General Services Manager be authorized to approve a contract 
with Padre for $48,200 for assistance with management of hazardous materials known 
to be on the site.  

 
FUNDING 
 
A detailed discussion concerning funding for this contract, as well as the contract for 
construction of the Santa Barbara Airport Temporary Facilities and Site Preparation 
Project, is provided in a separate Council Agenda Report prepared by the City Finance 
Director. 
The following summarizes the expenditures recommended in this report: 
 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT FUNDING SUMMARY 
 

 Basic Contract Change Funds Total 

EMMA Corporation $32,858,000 $3,440,000 $36,298,000

HNTB  $4,181,135 $209,055 $4,390,190

Padre $48,200 $4,800 $53,000

TOTAL RECOMMENDED AUTHORIZATION $40,741,190

 
SUSTAINABILITY IMPACT: 
 
The Airline Terminal Improvement Program has been registered with the United States 
Green Building Council with the goal of a Leadership in Energy and Environmental 
Design Silver rating.   
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ATTACHMENTS: 1. Project Site Map 
2. City Staff  and City Attorney Memo Analysis of Bid Protest 

dated March 20, 2009 
3. Staff letters to Swinerton dated January 26, 2008 and March 

2, 2009. 
 4. ECS letter dated March 11, 2009. 

5. Declarations from Emanuel Yusheri (EMMA) and Michael 
Gilmartin (GEC) dated March 16, 2009 

 6. GEC March 16, 2009 letter 
 7. Johnson Controls Letter date stamped March 17, 2009. 
  
PREPARED BY: Owen Thomas, Principal Engineer/sk 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director 
 
APPROVED BY:      City Administrator’s Office 
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2. EMMA is not a responsible bidder for this Project because EMMA does nor
satisfy the qualification reqLriretnents ofrhc FrojeuL Specifications,
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Fa1ly, a cop’ of your protest letter was sent to F.M]’JA Corporation for then review
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Christine P. Anderren, Public Works Director
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( Ich C:.r,:rcs. a a secor at comraa:or, ti tria I1 :J. Z sector

I 3Th ect Ca-,t Sac:ajier. ECS. is ZL.:hor.z;4 v tvhnsa Ca-in’s a

on he exist:n2 P2’, fJ Serur:rv \Iaiej:,:Svs:cr. The .e-a’ ‘st

ci*ici(te. iv ENtV4 a:ra2hrd to its febr(ur’ 25. 3),J lster. speciies use of

,efl::sen C’cnois ic ar ;o:1:rc 7crs. P’1’, sate re tngradc and icass cdr1.

Adoi:ia-i: l- E&,:iser Canrres, ‘v cite jaitti F obruaj v 24. 2K), r:as

rc,:tirred and :a c; wlxgos that jic’S s . J’Frs.,r, Caa!rols Authorrec

Bt:ilJu’g Cc’:trol Spec:fisi mci Aathothed lftiiSrg Ss ri:; Spaciatsi
distirt,- a:Tht,c: prc-.ucls asi.i :3 c.jre,ilv :- mood stand: ,;wfl,mcr

Com:rc :5

rI:loenarr cofnej b’ ‘\I\’\ :r. ctJ: Zr’ l-e-jw 55. 5;

.IctuLson Ontrols sysIcfli will be urilued and thereFore no substLuIIen3 were or

arc propoced by EMMA,

V. Swinerron Asserts: EMMA’s hid does Liot comply with the

requirements nit the teleconmiuiiicaiot’s syst n, EM MA’s subcontractor,

dEC does ‘lot comply with the quality assurance specification listed in Section

7700 1,613,2, 3,5 and 6 oftlie bid speci6calions.
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Response: T]ie hid specifications require documentation of
experiencc after award of contract. However, in order to satisfy this inquiry,
T-MMA’s subeonlraclor, CRC. has provided a letter from a second tier
subcontractor, PCC Network, which indicates that PCC is an authorized
“Systirnax” cabling installer and hs RCDD’s on statfand I3ICS’I certified
ins jailers.

C. Swinerton Asserts: EMMA’s bid does not comply with the
requirements ofthc aadio paging system. l’lie equipment and maimfactarer
listed for the audio paging system specified in Division 17790 lists Atlas Sound
as the rnarrnlaetaj-e and Excel System as the supplier. tlas does not
nianuflicture a product that call comply with 17790. CRC cannot therefore
comply with 17790 1 .3A and 177901 .5A.

Response: EMMA’s suhcontracto’-, CRC, has obtained and
attached a quotation from a second tier subcontractor, AV Direct, for
compliance with specification Section 17790 audio paging system that includes
lED equipment. The reqaireiteni ofseclion 17790 A-I that experience and
references be provided to the City prior to award ofcontact will be provided
and satisfied by EMMA.

D. Swinerton Assets: EMMA is ‘lot a respousble bidder for the
project because it does not satis& the qualiflcations and experience requirements
ofthe bid spccilications.

Response, The bid specifications require the contractor to
have performed five similar projects. EMMA has provdcd ten project
references that are in excess of SI 0,000,000. Of those l:en, four were valued over
$20,000,000. EMMA has completed both infrastructure projects and building
pn,jects. EMI\4A has completed entirely new school campuses. EMMA does not
have extensive experience working on Airpons (one project listed). However,
most ofihe City airline terminal project is outside the Airport Operations fence.
The City considers the airline terminal project to he tim Par to a now scltool
fecility as it has similar infrastructure and a new building. EMMA is building a
new school titcilitv right now (I.,AUSD School IS with a $28,000,000 contract
amount) .Furthennore, the City has contacted many ofthe references listed by
EMMA and is confident that E14A has the required experience and
qualification to perform the City’s project.

lurtliermore. in response to Swincrton’s allegation in its letter of
December 24, 2008 that EMMA does not satisfy the requiremenl.s of
Specification Section .01350 1.6.4 Contractor’s Qualification .for Ireatment of
Historic Materials, the specifications require that the qualification requirements
be met by the contractor after contract award hut prior to undertaking the work.

5
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The specification section statcs, “All work shall he peiibmied by skilled
eonlnetors having not less than five years satisfactory experience In comparable
protection- salvage and removal opemtions including work on at ]east two
pi-oects similar in scope and sizc.’

The Airline Terminal Project is an historical rehabilitation, lint an
historical renovation. A renovation involves a signiiicant amount of salvage and
Tense of oiignial materials. As rehabilitation. much of ho original building will
he demolished, and reconstn’cted with new materials. Thom is very little
salvage of original material for historical rehabilitation purposes.

In making its decision to award the construction contract to a particular
bidder, the City Council has discretion to determine whethor a low biddcr is
‘tesponsible,” meaning whether the bidder has the fitness, quality, and capacity
to perform die proposed work satisfactorily. Additionally, the City Council
must determine whether the bid is rnsponsivc to the call tbr bids, that is, whether
the bid promises to do what the bidding instructions demand. In making this
leslative decision, the law requires ondy that City Council may not abuse its
discretion and that its action must not be arbitrary, capricious, or entirely lacking
in evidentiarv support. I can assure you that the City Council has every
intention of exercising its appropriate legislative d executive discretion in (he
manner rcqnired by law. This determination is often appropriately dependent oil
inlbrmarion outside the bidding process and is clearly within [he subjective
de[ermination of the elecEed officials of the City.

The CiLy has thoroughly evaluated Swinertoii ‘s allegations and EMMA’s
]-esponse and is confideTit that EMMA is a respnnsihle and respons}ve bidder.
Thank yon Ijr your interest in tlis project.

City Engineer

Enclosure EMMA letter dated Febniary 25. 2009 with attachments
cc: K.aren Ranisdell, Airport .Director

Sarah .Knecbt. Assistant City Attorney
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AttaE}iment 4
leotmi,ic Conbtlsystoms, Inc

12575 KThCMm Court Sita I
Poway, CIIlrna 92084

Pt,crte 658) 513-1911
Fax (8O) 613-1907

Mt :thA%wi. aeortrabcom

March II. 2O9

Emanuel Yashañ
EMMA Corporation
‘MC 5th Street Suite 100
San Monica CA 90401

Re: Project rn Santa Barra County

Dear Emanuel:

Thank you for providing ECS en oppoitmityto explain the misundcmtzding. I
çologize on behalf ofmy company for any problem that may have resulted ont ECS
submitting bid for vo* in Santa Barbara County. You e absoiutely coltect that ECS,
as a Johnson Controls Authoized Buildi,,8Control SpecJthst (ABCS is authorized to
sell end install Johnson Conutis products in San Diego County end that this
authorization is limited to San Diego County.

Although not ajustification for the ovvnts thaI occurred, the origin of ths
ewbarnssment began iLh an inquiry from TECH Controls seeking a quote from ECS.

TECH Conbtls was referred to ECS by khnson Controls. ECS reasonably G’ut
incorrectly) assumed that it s authoriaed to bid this job even though thejob was in
Santa Barbara County and therefore it submitted a bid regoiding the çroject

The form )etter that ECS utilizes as a Johnson Controls AECS contains language
that ECS is authorized to p&form installations in the County of San Diego

rAutborization Langose’. Because of the unique circumstance that thejob was in
Santa Barbra County, ECS management thought the Authorization Language should be
removed from its standard letter because such language would not be accurate if the
project s located in Santa Barbara County.

Therefore, Inmoved the language from the letter and Thea Coorrols had no
knowledge of my actions.

TECH Controls would not be aware that Authorization Language is contained in
ECS standard, letter and therefore it would not have been aware that the Authorization
Language was removed when it was submitted by ECS.

Had ECS lco that it was not authorized to bid on this project, it would not
have submitted a bid. ECS is cormuilted to maintaining an excellent reputation in. the

industry. As yoa may know, ECS is a Me time tmer of the Johnson Contols ABCS

SpothghtA7* and a seven timnthmerof the Premier ABCS Await The ABCS
Spotlight Award is given to the ABCS whose performance set the standard for the ABCS

channel and is conIstcnt dth ndustty ldetship. Spodight atird winners are anong
the top five Johnson Controls ABCS in EU ot’ North AmeijeL The P,troicr ABCS
programs are special programs sponsored by Johnson Controls that are designed to
encourage excellence and reward iMividual success. Over the years ECS has earned a

reputation for its senice leadersl,ip, and ethical conduct. This entire episode has bean



embarrassment r the comny, and Ihope EMMA Coiporaton accepts tbi ttuof
apology from ECS for he miundcnrandh’g that owrsd.

SmotiIy,

1. ‘>4-.
46

/ // /
iiiew Cab., Pnsidet

Cc Jthron Coi1ois



Atzachmer, t 5

Oe.r.uon of E.Dt.l Hh.r1

I, änarnici Yasnr. detlne and staI:

1. 1 thy widn cfErn Corp., the o Tt4YSSVt a rrsnttIe zdder
City of Stt BarSsras Afrt,t Tnnj rup,tm Pr*t (8id Sc- 356: f

caiir I caiñó tid ‘ouid compctmJy wstify hvreto.

2. On Maith 10, 2009,1 s1tenddthe m.ebug ofthe City Council ofthc City of
Senla Barbara ThnUig the mn a mpma.üve of Scdnrtcn spoke to tht council
and allcgnd that ECS (an nsIaflcr to Tech Cootrols, Tne. vAi4ch is the sup,lier to Emroas
listed eLectyical subeoi*actor Gilmayth Ejecixical Cox,lracting) had altntd the liage
of a letter that ECS received from Johnson Ccatr&s. The S4neflon represenve stateti
ibm ECS had remeved the geographical limitation contained vdthin the Johnson COIIIZOIS
lower. Wben the Sv4neton ropreneniative made thai allegation at th Council meetng, It
Was the t univ I had etr heat atybody y or osen4sc coxmmmica that ECS or
anybody se had alnd the le.ng’ng in the Jthnscn ControLs alter. I bid rio advance
knowieg aucc’-a. WI oir.,1 woald nrc have t1acSc the itat, tn my
Ycbr_-- 25. 2G lc o±e clt-a I wo-Mhavew... csidt doing frss
wit ECS

7. It {hcse calls after the Masch ID, 2009 Ct CotrKi! rneetcg to
ytfins a!E aM 1o,nsan CotoiL. I haw it& thet the 5tE an agir
ECS st-jcarjthhrthc di in fact reriove the agrS kmitaion from the 3ohn
Cacrc1s bton sendin& to Thc Cozro1a. !na. LOS has also ce5rd s it a
letis,. Aeoordin&v. ECS cdli tot work in any capacity on this pioit

I declsre mderpenalty of poury of tht la of the Stat, of Calijortia that the
ft’regomg is ne comet.

Executed this 36th day of March. 2009 at Snta Monica, California

e
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Attchment 7

Jcro., coqt,vI.. Inc

5770 WwIa,d Dri SuLFe A. cp,ess cA 90630
T -2W$26e Fa 1-7-61

Sthirn,fln Eleartc
£505 hdust”oI St
J.--t IC
S’ri Valey Ca.
93063

Atrtor M thae4 6 na’t r

Johnson
Controls

MA I?

Johnson Gonirols Inc. has received and accepis a eII&r of intent &om your company to partner with
you for the acess cor’trol/ security! and video nienagement portion fortlie upcoming Santa Barbara
Airport based on oui March 13, 2009 proposar.

Johnson Conirots Inc. is an authorized provider of Johnson Conlrors Inc. equipment which s the
existing security management system at lie Santa Barbara Airport.

If Gilmartin Electric does riot receive a contiact to complete the &ectrical portion for tile new Santa
Barbara temilnel then Johnson Controls will cancel their letter of Intent with no cost incurred to
Gilmartin Electric.

Sincerely,

WA
William King
Solter Ca.’c,.a Bsartl l.ta9;e
Fe art SoowIy Pciljtls

I
I


	1.DOC
	2.PDF
	3.PDF
	4.PDF
	5.PDF
	6.PDF
	7.PDF
	8.PDF



