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Strike through content contained within brackets to be removed.
The purpose of this addendum is to make the following revisions:

Solicitation Manual (Grant Funding Opportunity)
1. Page 38, IV.E.5. Updated Screening Criteria number 5 to:
[If the applicant has submitted more than one application for the same project group, each application is for a distinct project (i.e., no overlap with respect to the tasks described in the Scope of Work).
If the projects are not distinct and the applications were submitted at the same time, only the first application screened by the Energy Commission will be eligible for funding. If the applications were submitted separately, only the first application received by the Energy Commission will be eligible for funding.]
A principal grant applicant may only submit one proposal for each of the four groups as long as each proposal submitted meets all the specific requirements defined for the group.

2. Page 39, IV.E.7. Updated Screening Criteria number 7 to:
The proposal includes a site commitment letter (Section III.D.11)[ for each demonstration/ deployment site]. For Group 4, only one site commitment letter is required.
3. Page 47, Scoring Criteria for Groups 1, 2 and 4. Under “Preference Points 10. Match Funds” updated the match scoring table as noted below.
10. Match Funds 
a. Cash match share is preferred; however, in-kind cost share is permitted and will be considered for solicitation match requirements. Points for this criterion will be evaluated based on the [ratio of proposed Cash and In-Kind contributions using the Match Scoring Table] proposed cash match relative to the total match (cash + in-kind) contributions using the Cash Match Scoring Table:
Cash Match Scoring Table
	Percentage of Proposed Cash Match Funds
	Score

	 80%] 80 to 100%
	5

	60 to <80%
	4

	40 to <60%
	3

	20 to <40%
	2

	10 to <20%
	1



b. Additional points will be awarded to applications that exceed the minimum match requirements [up to 100 percent] based on the percentage amount above minimum using the Exceeds Minimum Match Scoring Table:
Exceeds Minimum 
Match Scoring Table
	Percentage above Minimum Match
(cash and in-kind)
	Score

	[80 to 100%] 80%
	5

	60 to <80%
	4

	40 to <60%
	3

	20 to <40%
	2

	[>10%] 10 to <20%
	1



4. Page 55, Scoring Criteria for Group 3. Under “Preference Points 10. Match Funds” updated the match scoring table as noted below.
10. Match Funds 
a. Cash match share is preferred; however, in-kind cost share is permitted and will be considered for solicitation match requirements. Points for this criterion will be evaluated based on the [ratio of proposed Cash and In-Kind contributions using the Match Scoring Table] proposed cash match relative to the total match (cash + in-kind) contributions using the Cash Match Scoring Table:
Cash Match Scoring Table
	Percentage of Proposed Cash Match Funds
	Score

	 80%] 80 to 100%
	5

	60 to <80%
	4

	40 to <60%
	3

	20 to <40%
	2

	10 to <20%
	1



b. Additional points will be awarded to applications that exceed the minimum match requirements [up to 100 percent] based on the percentage amount above minimum using the Exceeds Minimum Match Scoring Table:
Exceeds Minimum 
Match Scoring Table
	Percentage above Minimum Match
(cash and in-kind)
	Score

	[80 to 100%] 80%
	5

	60 to <80%
	4

	40 to <60%
	3

	20 to <40%
	2

	[>10%] 10 to <20%
	1



Attachments for Solicitation Manual
1.	Attachment 8, CEQA Compliance Form. Updated Question 6 to “Has any agency listed in[ #4] #5 indicated that it will be the lead CEQA agency for the project?”
2.	Attachment 8, CEQA Compliance Form. Updated Question 7 to “Has any agency listed in[ #4] #5 prepared or indicated that it will prepare environmental documents (e.g., Notice of Exemption, Initial Study/ Negative Declaration/ Mitigated Negative Declaration, Environmental Impact Report) under CEQA for the proposed project?”
3.	Attachment 8, CEQA Compliance Form. Updated Question 8 to “If any agency identified in[ #4] #5 has indicated that it will prepare CEQA documents and has not done so, explain why no document has been prepared and provide an estimated date for approval (must complete the CEQA process within sufficient time for the Energy Commission to meet its encumbrance deadline, as the Energy Commission in its sole and absolute discretion may determine):” 
Marissa Sutton,
Commission Agreement Officer
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