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ADDENDUM 2 FOR RFP No. 2122 – BUS02  
Financial Advisor Services 

Q & A 

 
Q.       The Form of Agreement mentions contingent fees.  Just to be clear, does the District require contingent 

fees?  We ask because we do not work on a contingency fee basis.? 

A. As to the first question, fees on a contingency basis are not being required and are in fact 

not desirable to the District for any proposed “pre-election” services. Pre-election services may 

be flat fee or hourly, and will not be paid or reimbursed from proceeds of any future bond issue. 

That said, the District is familiar with and expects to receive a fixed fee proposal for each bond 

transaction of a given type (e.g., “new money” bonds, refunding bonds, Certificates of 

Participation financings, etc.), which fee is contingent upon the successful closing of the 

transaction and paid from proceeds of the financing. For all municipal advisory services being 

proposed, whether fixed fee or per-unit/hourly fees, the District will need to receive a proposal 

with a clear delineation of all fees and expenses being proposed that are related to the service 

being offered, whether pre-election services, in connection with a bond transaction, or post-

issuance services. To the extent any of your firm’s services are provided on an hourly billing 

basis, the District requires that you provide a schedule of your hourly charges for any proposed 

professionals within the firm (or any subcontractors) providing the services. 

Q.    Page 7 of the RFP refers to a “pricing sheet”.  We don’t see one in the RFP.  Of course, we would include in 

our proposal document information regarding our fees (non-contingent) per page 16 of the RFP. 

 

A. Pricing sheet or template is not provided in the RFP.  However, a pricing sheet needs to be 

provided by each firm following the instructions on page 16, section 11 under the RESPONSE 

CONTENT section. 

 

Q.    Page 16 of the RFP mentions including attachments A, B, C, and D signed as indicated.  Since attachment D is 

the blank Form of Agreement, and therefore not ready for signature, how would you like to handle this?  Perhaps it 

doesn’t need to be included? 

 

 A. Attachment D of RFP does not have to be included.  This Agreement will be tailored to the 

awarded firm. 
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Q.    We see in the RFP the overview description of the types of financial advisory services the District may 

request.  Is there a specific financing or project the District is currently considering for 2022, such as perhaps issuing 

bonds? 

 

A. Issuance of bonds and parcel tax, but may included other services noted in the RFP. 

 

Q.   Is there a firm assisting the District with continuing disclosure reporting or is the District preparing and filing 

the reports entirely on its own?  If there is a firm assisting the District, can you please let us know who that is.   

 

A. Yes, we have a firm that is assisting the District with continuing disclosure. The District would like to 

refrain from disclosing the name of the firm. 

 

Q.    We understand that the District’s 2016 general obligation bond measure (Measure I) 

reapproved $139,999,671.60 of bonds originally approved by voters in June 2008 (Measure G) and that, following 

the successful Measure I election, this amount of remaining Measure G authorization was cancelled.  Can you please 

let us know why the District implemented this plan?  Was there something about Measure G that made issuing the 

$139,999,671.60 bonds pursuant to the original Measure G authorization less attractive or variable (such as wishing 

to pursue different projects than Measure G authorized)? 

 

A.  Please see attached Board Resolution (Exhibit A).  

   

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Please submit a signed copy of this addendum with your RFQ response. 
 
Company Name:             

 

Signature:              

 

Print Name:        Date:       



Exhibit A




















