
Q1 -  Recognizing the title of this document is “Scope of 
Services”, but what is the County seeking? An RFQ may be 
best suited unless the County is prepared to provide a 
significant amount of information for interested consultants 
to develop a budget.  

 A1 – The County is looking for a consultant to assist in development of a new FBO lease and 
RFP for San Martin Airport, assist in the evaluation of respondents to the San Martin FBO 
RFP and assist in updating four long-term property leases at Reid-Hillview Airport.  

Q2 –  In regards to this sentence in paragraph 1 “ Reid-Hillview has nine long-term leases for 
aviation services that all expire on December 31, 202: Would be beneficial to 
know if these “services” are all commercial or if non-
commercial activities are included at Reid-Hillview Airport. 

A2 –  In regards to the long-term leases at RHV, the leaseholders are either providing 
commercial services to their customers or subleasing the space to somebody else who 
provides commercial services.  As an example, those commercial services include aircraft 
parking, maintenance, management and sales, flight training, fueling & office space rental. 

 
Q3 –  Relates to the definition of an FBO as listed in the last sentence of the first paragraph.  

“An FBO is an organization granted the right to operate on an airport and provide 
aircraft repair, rental, parking, flight training, fueling and transient services among 
others” Was the original definition from the County’s policies?  
If not, recommend using the AC definition. 

A3 –  The Scope of Service has been updated to use the definition from AC 150/5190-7. 
 
Q4 –  Relates to task 3. Are these only commercial or is non-commercial 

self-fueling included? 
A4 –  One current permit holder has historically self-fueled his flight school aircraft only.  The 

new permits will be for commercial sales of fuel.  The County has another permit for 
those, including flight schools, that want to self-fuel. 

 
Q5 –  Relates to task 4.  I think this makes more logical sense as Task 

3. 
A5 –  Thank you for the comment. 
 
Q6 –  Relates to task 4.  “Evaluation and selection” is different than 

negotiating an agreement. Depending how the RFP is drafted, 
negotiation could be non-existent or completely open. I 
think this deliverable should consist of ranking matrix to 
assist in the evaluation as well as a recommendation from 
the consultant as to the best respondent.  

 
 If lease negotiation is desired, this should be a different 

task. 



A6 –  Lease negotiation will be handled by the County.  It is the intent of the County to have the 
selected consultant assist in evaluation the applicants and helping to determine the best 
respondent.   

 
Q7 –  Relates to task 5: In the initial paragraphs, the Reid-Hillview 

leases were originally written as “long-term leases for 
aviation services” and this task indicated property leases. 
If these are “property leases”, that indicates to me a non-
commercial agreement for land and/or improvements only. 

A7 –  The long-term leases at Reid-Hillview are ground leases for the leaseholder to operate a 
commercial aviation business. 

 
Q8 –  Relates to task 5: Task 1 is a new agreement while this task 

indicates updating. Is the County seeking a review and 
comment of the existing agreements that are 50-years old or 
drafting a new agreement? 

   

A8 -  Task 1 is a new leasehold agreement while task 5 is updating existing long-term leasehold 
agreements at Reid-Hillview which expire on 12/31/21.  It is the intent of the county to 
offer three-year extensions with seven one-year options to several of the existing 
leaseholders, however those extensions need to include modern terms and conditions.  
Task 5 requires the consultant to assist in adding the modern terms and conditions to the 
existing leases. 

 
 
Q9 –  Relates to task 5: Will these be individual FBO property leases or 

one standard property lease with the same terms and 
conditions for each updated RHV property parcel.  How will 
the County determine which leases at RHV will be 
new/extended/ updated to include current language, updated 
terms and conditions?    

A9 –  It is the intent of the County to update the terms and conditions of several of the RHV 
leaseholders.  Each will have the same time and conditions, but rent for each will be 
predicated on several factors, like size. Those leaseholders currently engaged in and 
utilizing their leasehold for aviation purposes will be given the opportunity to update and 
extend their lease for three years with seven one-year options.  Those leaseholders that are 
acting as landlords and not actively involved in the aviation businesses on their leasehold 
will not be given the opportunity to update their lease. Those leaseholds will revert to the 
County at the expiration of their leases. 

 


