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November 21, 2025
GFO-24-610
Medium- and Heavy-Duty Zero-Emission Vehicle Port Infrastructure 
Updated Addendum 06

The purpose of this addendum is to notify potential applicants of changes that have been made to GFO-24-610. 

The addendum includes revisions to the Solicitation Manual and Attachment 20 – Station Checklist. The addendum also deletes Attachment 11 – Localized Health Impacts Information. Added language appears in bold underline, and deleted language appears in [strikethrough] and within square brackets.

The addendum also includes an updated question-and-answer set posted on the CEC’s solicitation information website at www.energy.ca.gov/funding-opportunities/solicitations.

Solicitation Manual
1. [bookmark: _Toc155803478]Attachments
1 - Project Narrative
2 - Scope of Work Template
3 - Scope of Work Instructions
4 - Schedule of Products and Due Dates
5 - Budget Forms
6 - Resumes
7 - Contact List
8 - Letters of Commitment
9 - Letters of Support
10 - California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Worksheet
[11 - Localized Health Impacts Information]
12 - Past Performance Reference Form

2. Section I.D. Key Activities and Dates
	ACTIVITY
	ACTION DATE

	Solicitation Release
	March 27, 2025

	Pre-Application Workshop*
	April 8, 2025

	Deadline for Written Questions by 5:00 p.m.*
	August 22, 2025

	Anticipated Distribution of Questions/Answers
	Week of [October 13, 2025] November 17, 2025

	Support for Application Submission in the Energy Commission Agreement Management System (ECAMS) until 5:00 p.m.
	Ongoing until [November 21, 2025] 
January 16, 2026

	Deadline to Submit Applications by 11:59 p.m.*
	[November 21, 2025] January 16, 2026

	Anticipated Notice of Proposed Awards Posting 
	Week of [February 2] 
April 6, 2026

	Anticipated CEC Business Meeting 
	[June] August 2026









3. Section I.E. How Award Is Determined

[Applicants passing administrative and technical screening will compete based on evaluation criteria and will be scored and ranked based on those criteria.  Applications obtaining at least the minimum passing score in each Applicant Group will be recommended for funding as described in Section I.G until all funds available in each Applicant Group are exhausted. If there are insufficient passing applications in either Applicant Group, CEC may shift remaining funds to the other Applicant Group. Unless CEC exercises any of its other rights regarding this solicitation (e.g., to cancel the solicitation or reduce funding), applications obtaining at least the minimum passing score will be recommended for funding in ranked order in each Applicant Group until all funds available under this solicitation are exhausted.]

Awards will be determined in the following manner:

1. Applications must pass screening.
Applications must first pass the administrative screening and technical screening discussed in Section IV.A.1. and IV.A.2. Applicants that pass these screenings will proceed to Technical Evaluation, discussed in Section IV.A.4.

2. Applications must achieve at least the minimum score required in Technical Evaluation.
Applications will be evaluated separately using the scoring scale shown in Section IV.E. A minimum score of 70 percent is required for the application to be eligible for funding. Also, applications must receive a minimum score of 70 percent on both Technical Evaluation Criterion 1 (Project Readiness/Implementation) and Technical Evaluation Criterion 3 (Project Budget) to be eligible for funding. 

3. Applications will be ranked based on Cost Evaluation.
Applications passing Administrative and Technical Screening and scoring at least 70 percent in Technical Evaluation (as described in 1 and 2 above), will advance to Cost Evaluation, shown in Section IV.A.5. and will be ranked within their Applicant Group (Small Ports or Large Ports) and infrastructure type (EV charging or Hydrogen refueling) based on:
· Cost per charging port / refueling position
· Cost per kW (EV) or kg (Hydrogen) of new capacity
Unless the CEC exercises any of its other rights regarding this solicitation (e.g., to cancel the solicitation or reduce funding), each application’s proposed project will be ranked according to its cost per charging port / refueling position and cost per kW (EV) or kg (hydrogen) of new capacity against the other proposed projects in the same “Applicant Group” (Small or Large Port) and “infrastructure type” (EV charging or hydrogen refueling). (Terms defined in Section I.G.) The applications with the lowest cost scores based on cost per charging port / refueling position and cost per kW (EV) or kg (hydrogen) of new capacity will receive the highest scores. Final funding recommendations will be made in rank order based on Cost Evaluation scores. 

4. Section I.G. Maximum Award Amounts and Minimum Infrastructure Requirements

	[Infrastructure Type
	Maximum Per Charger Port / Hydrogen Fueling Position Amount*

	60 – 149 kW EV Charging Port
	$75,000

	150 – 749 kW EV Charging Port
	$250,000

	750+ kW
	$500,000

	MDHD Hydrogen Fueling Position
	$2 million


*On-site solar/storage equipment is eligible for CEC reimbursement; however, solar/storage funds per port may not exceed 50% of CEC grant funds per port.]

For charging infrastructure projects, there is no maximum award amount per charging port. The cost per charging port includes all CEC reimbursable costs associated with the capital expenditure required for the electric vehicle (EV) charging port. This includes, but is not limited to, administrative, installation, and equipment costs.

For hydrogen refueling infrastructure projects, the maximum award amount per hydrogen refueling position is $2 million. The cost per refueling position includes all CEC reimbursable costs associated with the capital expenditure required for the hydrogen refueling position.  This includes, but is not limited to, administrative, installation, and equipment costs.

Projects will be evaluated on the degree to which the proposed infrastructure demonstrates a highly cost-effective use of CEC funds, with a low cost per charging port or refueling position relative to the power level or refueling capacity. Projects will be evaluated on both the dollar-per-port or refueling position and the dollar-per-kW or kg.

On-site solar/storage equipment is eligible for CEC reimbursement; however, solar/storage funds per port may not exceed 50% of CEC grant funds per port / refueling position. These costs will be included in the calculation of cost per port / refueling position for evaluation purposes.

If the grant Recipient requests changes to the scope of the project during the term of the grant agreement, the CEC reserves the right to decrease the budget accordingly.

[For both charging and hydrogen refueling infrastructure, the cost per port or cost per fueling position includes all CEC eligible reimbursable costs associated with capital expenditure required for the charging and refueling station(s).]

Of the $60 million available, the CEC will propose an award of up to $10 million to the highest scoring application in Cost Evaluation [achieving at least the minimum passing score] for each infrastructure type regardless of Applicant Group. See Section I.E. How Award is Determined, and Section IV Evaluation Process and Criteria. Once the highest-scoring application in Cost Evaluation [achieving at least the minimum passing score] for each infrastructure type is proposed for funding, the CEC will propose awards to the next highest scoring applications in Cost Evaluation [achieving at least the minimum passing score], regardless of infrastructure type, by Applicant Group until all funds in each Applicant Group are exhausted. If funding remains available in an Applicant Group, the CEC may move the remaining funds to the other Applicant Group. All applications will be evaluated as described in Section IV Evaluation Process and Criteria and Section I.E. How Award is Determined.

5. Section II.A.1. Applicant Requirements 
 
Eligible Applicants must have less than or equal to fifty (50) active projects across all CEC-funded ZEV infrastructure grant agreements, including block grants, at the time of agreement execution. A project is considered “active” if it has been awarded under one of CEC’s grants or block grant programs and construction has not finished on the project; a request for final 
reimbursement has not been submitted; final reimbursement is pending; or the agreement term has not expired. The CEC reserves the right to modify this requirement.

6. Section II.B. Project Requirements
3. Infrastructure Deployment Requirements
· Electric charging infrastructure for MDHD battery electric vehicles (BEVs) and/or port and/or off-road equipment:
· If the electric vehicle charging station will be Private or Shared Access and not 100% Public Access, each charging port must be capable of at least [60 kW] Level 2 charging.
· If the electric vehicle charging station will be 100% Public Access, each charging station port must be capable of providing at least 200 kW. If using automated load management (ALM), which is not a requirement for this solicitation, the following applies:
· Each port would need to be capable of simultaneously delivering at least 150 kW when all ports are in use.1
· Hydrogen refueling infrastructure for MDHD fuel cell electric vehicles (FCEVs) and/or port or off-road equipment: 
· A minimum of 2 heavy-duty hydrogen dispensing positions for refueling must be included in the proposed project. [At least 1 of the positions must dispense at 700-bar.  
· Hydrogen refueling position(s) must be capable of simultaneous refueling.]
· If more than one heavy-duty hydrogen dispensing position is situated within the same physical footprint or fueling area, the following requirements apply: 
· At least two dispensing positions capable of simultaneous refueling must be included. 
· At least one of these positions must be capable of dispensing at 700-bar pressure.

4.	Vehicle Deployment Requirements
	
If proposing a Private Access or Shared Access infrastructure project, the fleet that is being supported must commit to supporting:
· At least two MDHD EVs per Level 2 [charger] charging port proposed for CEC funding;
· At least three MDHD EVs per DC fast [charger] charging port proposed for CEC funding; [or]
· At least 30 MDHD FCEVs per every two hydrogen fueling positions proposed for CEC funding[.]; or
· At least one specialty vehicle, off-road equipment/vehicle, or non-road vehicle per EV charging port or hydrogen fueling position proposed for CEC funding.
The vehicles being supported must either be new vehicles being procured or existing vehicles that were not able to be used due to a lack of infrastructure. New vehicles procured as part of a resulting grant agreement may be eligible for match funding. Existing vehicles are not eligible for reimbursement or match funding.
If proposing a Shared Access infrastructure project, the application must demonstrate that at least two fleets are being supported by the proposed infrastructure and the cumulative vehicles supported meet the minimum commitment numbers listed above. The vehicles being supported must either be new vehicles being procured or existing vehicles that were not able to be used due to a lack of infrastructure.
Public Access infrastructure projects are not required to meet the vehicle deployment requirements; however, applications will be scored on the degree to which proposed projects maximize vehicle deployment and market growth. 
If a project is a combination of Public and Shared/Private Access infrastructure, then the portion of the infrastructure with Shared/Private Access must meet the vehicle deployment and/or number of fleets supported requirements.
To ensure that the infrastructure funded under this solicitation will be utilized, Applicants of Private or Shared access infrastructure projects must submit a Letter(s) of Intent to Place a Purchase Order (Attachment 21) per fleet with their application, with the exception of applicants using existing vehicles. The letter(s) must specify the type(s) and number(s) of ZEVs to be procured and justify the need for the proposed infrastructure. 
[bookmark: _Hlk212023935]If an Applicant cannot place a purchase order within three (3) months of agreement execution, the CEC reserves the right, in addition to any other rights it has, to cancel the award and offer funding to the next highest scored eligible Applicant in the same Funding Category on the NOPA list. While the purchase order must be placed within three months of agreement execution, there is not a firm requirement by when the vehicles must be delivered. Infrastructure lead times or vehicle production lead [teams] times may vary and the fleet operator may need to ensure alignment of those. However, the vehicle orders must take place and vehicles must be delivered by the time the infrastructure becomes energized and operational. Costs for vehicles are not reimbursable; however, they may be used towards match.
Applicants who already own ZEVs or have recently placed a purchase order for ZEVs that will use the proposed infrastructure must submit a letter stating the type(s) and number(s) of ZEVs and explaining the need for the new infrastructure instead of a Letter of Intent to Place a Purchase Order (Attachment 21).
All applications, regardless of access-type, must demonstrate how the proposed project will maximize zero-emission vehicle deployment, including descriptions of fleet commitments and strategies the Applicant will take to maximize market growth.
If the proposed project is Private or Shared Access, applications must also provide the following information regarding the fleet(s) being supported by the proposed infrastructure in the Project Narrative (Attachment 1):
· Quantity and type of all vehicles in the current fleet (including vehicle size/class, fuel type, and quantity).
· Operations and average daily vehicle-miles-traveled (VMT) for each vehicle, or operations and average daily engine hours for specialty, off-road, or non-road applications.
· Quantity and timeline of how many of the fleet’s vehicles will be converted to zero-emission.
· Number of miles that will be converted from fossil-fuel-VMT to zero-emission-VMT, or number of engine hours and fuel volume to be replaced by zero-emission alternatives for specialty, off-road, or non-road applications.
7. Section II.C. Minimum Technical Requirements For Electric Vehicle Charging Stations
All of the following Minimum Technical Requirements for Electric Vehicle Charging Stations shall be met at the exact station address approved by the CEC.
1. The Energy Infrastructure Incentives for Zero-Emission Commercial Vehicles (EnergIIZE) program is an incentive program funded by the CEC and administered by CALSTART. The charging station equipment funded under this solicitation must conform with equipment detailed in the EnergIIZE Eligible Electric Technology Catalog which can be found at https://www.energiize.org/infrastructure?section=infrastructure.more-details.technology.
2. Each charging station port must be capable of providing at least [60 kW] Level 2 charging. 
3. For Public Access charging stations:
· Each charging station port must be capable of providing at least 200 kW. If automated load management (ALM) is being utilized, each charging station port must be capable of simultaneously providing at least 150 kW when all ports are in use. 
· Each charging port must support output voltages between 250 volts DC and 920 volts DC. 
· Each charging port must have at least one permanently attached SAE J1772 CCS or SAE J3271 MCS connector. Additional connector types [such as SAE J3400 or Megawatt Charging System (MCS)] are allowed [to be installed] if the previous requirement is [still] met.
· All charging ports must be capable of 375 Amps. 
· The charging stations are strongly encouraged to have 480 V 3-phase power available and adequate transformer capacity to serve the DCFCs.
· All station conduit runs installed must be sized to provide at least 350 kW. 
4. The charging port must be Energy Star certified and listed on the Energy Star Product Finder Page. They do not have to be certified at the time of submitting the proposal but must be certified prior to submitting an invoice that seeks repayment for the chargers. Chargers over 350 kW are not required to be Energy Star certified.  
5. The charging port must conform to ISO 15118-3, and hardware must be capable of implementing ISO 15118-2 or 15118-20. 
6. The data link for ISO 15118 communication must conform with an existing or under-development ISO 15118 physical layer, such as ISO 15118-3 or ISO 15118-10. [Conformance testing for charger software and hardware should follow ISO 15118-4 and 15118-5, respectively.]
8. Section II.E. Eligible Project Costs

1. [bookmark: _Hlk177453757]For Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure (CEC reimbursement or match share):

· Electric vehicle supply equipment (EVSE)
· Transformers
· Electric panels
· Conduit
· Wiring
· Meters
· Installation costs
· Point of Sale Systems
· Demand management equipment
· Planning and engineering design 
· Commissioning
· Utility service upgrades
· Commercially available energy storage and renewable distributed energy resources (DER) such as photovoltaic solar panels separately metered for electric charging. Eligible reimbursable costs for commercially available energy storage and renewable DERs may not exceed 50% of CEC grant funds per port/refueling position. For example, if proposing four 750 kW[h] charging ports at $500,000 each, reimbursable costs for energy storage and renewable DERs may not exceed $1 million (50% of $500,000 times four)
· Project management[3]
· Electric vehicle charging infrastructure workforce development and training[4]
· Engagement and outreach[5]

2. [bookmark: _Hlk177453922]For Hydrogen Refueling Infrastructure (CEC reimbursement or match share):

· Compressors
· Cryogenic pumps
· Dispenser with hose and nozzles
· High pressure hydrogen storage tubes 
· Liquid hydrogen storage tanks/cryogenic tanks
· Shipping 
· Installation costs
· Point of Sale Systems
· Planning and engineering design
· Commissioning
· [Servicing]
· Commercially available energy storage and renewable distributed energy resources (DER such as photovoltaic solar panels separately metered for hydrogen refueling. Eligible reimbursable costs for commercially available energy storage and renewable DERs may not exceed 50% of CEC grant funds per port/refueling position. For example, if proposing two refueling positions at $2,000,000, reimbursable costs for energy storage and renewable DERs, may not exceed $1 million (50% of $2,000,000)
· Project management[6] 
· Hydrogen refueling infrastructure workforce development and training[7] 
· Engagement and outreach[8] 
Applicants can review the EnergIIZE Commercial Vehicles Technology Catalog for a list of commercially-available electric vehicle charging infrastructure technologies that qualify as eligible costs, found at https://www.energiize.org/infrastructure?section=infrastructure.more-details.technology.

The following are not eligible for CEC reimbursement but may be included as an Applicant’s match share.

· Level 2 or greater chargers for light-duty electric vehicle charging 
· Light-duty H70 dispensers for passenger FCEVs 
· Renewable hydrogen production equipment 
· Warranties for term of the agreement 
· Servicing
· Equipment maintenance for term of the agreement 
· Network agreement with network provider
· Stub-outs and make-ready9 equipment
· Signage
· Tests for regulatory compliance
· Permitting, insurance, land purchases, and land leases
· Security fencing and other security measures  

[image: Graphic shows deletion of footnotes 3-5 on page 34 of the GFO manual addendum 6 (updated) related to maximum combined total eligible reimbursable costs of 7.5% for project management, engagement and outreach, and electric vehicle workforce development training.]
Footnotes stricken as shown on page 33 of GFO-24-610 Addendum_06_updated
[image: Graphic shows deletion of footnotes 6-8 on page 34 of the GFO manual addendum 6 (updated) related to maximum combined total eligible reimbursable costs of 7.5% for project management, engagement and outreach, and electric vehicle workforce development training.]
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9. Section III.D. Application Content
	Item
	Attachment Number 

	Project Narrative
	Attachment 1

	Scope of Work
	Attachment 2

	Schedule of Products and Due Dates
	Attachment 4

	Budget Forms
	Attachment 5

	Resumes
	Attachment 6

	Contact List
	Attachment 7

	Letters of Commitment 
	Attachment 8

	Letters of Support (optional) 
	Attachment 9

	CEQA Worksheet
	Attachment 10

	[Localized Health Impacts Information Form]
	[Attachment 11]

	Past Performance Reference Form(s)
	Attachment 12

	Applicant Declaration
	Attachment 13

	Letter of Confirmation from Utility
	Attachment 14

	Application Form
	Attachment 15

	Evaluation Criteria for Priority Populations
	Attachment 17

	Letter of Intent to Place a Purchase Order
	Attachment 21
















2. Project Narrative (Attachment 1)
a. Project Readiness/Implementation
i. Demonstrate how the proposed project will maximize zero-emission vehicle deployment. Demonstrate how the project will reach broader markets, including whether the project will support shared fleets or infrastructure serving multiple fleet operators. Describe fleet commitments, if applicable, or what strategies the Applicant will take to maximize market growth. 
If the proposed project is Private or Shared Access, also describe vehicle deployment for the proposed project, including:
· Quantity and type of all vehicles in the current fleet (including vehicle size/class, fuel type, and quantity). 
· Operations and average daily vehicle-miles-traveled (VMT) for each vehicle, or operations and average daily engine hours for specialty, off-road, or non-road applications. Provide assumptions and calculations.
· Quantity and timeline of how many of the fleet’s vehicles will be converted to zero-emission. Provide assumptions and calculations.
· Number of miles that will be converted from fossil-fuel-VMT to zero-emission-VMT, or number of engine hours and fuel volume to be replaced by zero-emission alternatives for specialty, off-road, or non-road applications. Provide assumptions and calculations.
c. Project Budget
i. Explain how the proposed budget is justifiable and reasonable relative to the project goals, objectives, and tasks defined in the scope of work.
ii. Describe how the proposed budget reflects a cost-effective use of CEC funds. Include a clear rationale for the requested funding, supported by calculations of: CEC dollar per charging port or refueling position, and CEC dollar per kW or kg of new capacity. Justify these figures by comparing them to similar projects or industry benchmarks, and explain how they align with the project’s scope, scale, and technology.
iii. [Discuss how the amount of CEC funding per port/refueling position is minimized and justified for the proposed infrastructure power level/refueling capacity.] Explain how the proposed budget supports: a high quantity of charging ports or refueling positions, and a high aggregate new charging or refueling capacity (measured in kW or kg). Describe how the budget enables broad infrastructure impact within the funding constraints.
iv. Describe how the project will minimize costs. Describe how administrative and overhead expenses are minimized. 
v. [Calculate and show the CEC reimbursable cost per charger or hydrogen refueling dispenser and cost per dispensed kilowatt-hour or kilogram. Document your assumptions.]
vi. [bookmark: _Hlk211952992][Discuss how the proposed project cost effectively reduces greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Calculate dollars of CEC funding divided by the amount of GHGs reduced annually.]   
vii. Describe match funding sources and commitments supported by verifiable documentation (attach letter(s) of commitment separately) and how these funds will lead to project success. Explain how CEC funds requested compared to match provided maximizes the use of public funds. 
viii. Include rationale as to why state funds are necessary for the proposed project and identify why the proposed use of state funds is crucial to project success.
d. Economic, Social, and Environmental Benefits
i. Describe how the proposed project will support the larger economic and reduced emission goals of the port and compliance with state regulations. 
ii. Provide the total weight of CO2 displaced in metric tons resulting from the proposed project on an annual basis and substantiate calculations.
iii. Provide the source and carbon intensity of the project’s dispensed fuel in grams of CO2-equivalent per megajoule (gCO2e/MJ). Fuel dispensed must be calculated on an annual basis using a method that conforms to the California Air Resources Board’s (CARB’s) Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS). Provide assumptions and calculations to substantiate claimed carbon intensities. The CARB calculation methodology guidance is available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/low-carbon-fuel-standard/lcfs-guidance-documents-user-guides-and-faqs.
· If the carbon intensity pathway of the proposed project has already been calculated through CARB’s LCFS process, Applicant must so state and provide the carbon intensity of the project’s fuel and the pathway identifier(s) from the Low Carbon Fuel Standard Reporting Tool and Credit Bank & Transfer System (LRT-CBTS) (https://ssl.arb.ca.gov/lcfsrt/Login.aspx), in lieu of the above.
· For hydrogen projects, calculate and present the carbon intensity of the hydrogen fuel to be dispensed at the proposed station(s), measured well-to-gate, consistent with the clean hydrogen federal tax credit created by Section 45V of Title 26 of the United States Code.
iv. [Provide the estimated] Describe the expected utilization [rates] levels of the infrastructure [on a daily and annual basis] and include justification to substantiate [calculations] the expected utilization. To the extent necessary, provide a year-over-year increase in utilization if higher utilization is anticipated in future years. For hydrogen projects, include information and substantiation on the source of hydrogen, such as renewable hydrogen. [Assumptions and calculations should include number of ZEVs utilizing infrastructure per day, average charging time, and average power utilized per sessions. For hydrogen refueling stations, provide average refueling time for an average fill.] 
v. If located in a community with a priority population, describe how the proposed project will provide direct, meaningful and assured benefits to priority populations and if the project will displace current sources of emissions. Describe how benefits to these communities will be evaluated. (NOTE: at least 50% of the locations in the application shall directly benefit or serve residents of low-income communities and disadvantaged communities with the map provided at Priority Populations — California Climate Investments https://www.caclimateinvestments.ca.gov/priority-populations. Refer to Section II.B.3.)
vi. Describe how the proposed infrastructure for the proposed project will incorporate a plan for resiliency in order to carry out the goals of the project during an emergency.
· [Describe how the proposed project will engage regional community-based organizations, community leaders, and potentially affected local residents in the planning process and education on the benefits of ZEV transportation. 
· Describe how the proposed project will expand certified businesses and California supply chains for California-based businesses, result in high-quality jobs in terms of compensation, duration, and related project payroll, and increase state and local tax revenues.] 
vii. Discuss how the proposed project cost effectively reduces greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Calculate dollars of CEC funding divided by the amount of GHGs reduced annually.
10. CEQA Worksheet (Attachment 10)
a. Additional Requirements
· Time is of the essence. Funds available under this solicitation have encumbrance deadlines and the CEC must approve proposed awards at a business meeting (usually held monthly) prior to those deadlines, in order to avoid expiration of the funds. Prior to approval and encumbrance, the CEC must comply with CEQA. To comply with CEQA, the CEC must have CEQA-related information from Applicants and sometimes other entities, such as local governments, in a timely manner. Unfortunately, even with this information, the CEC may not be able to complete its CEQA review prior to the encumbrance deadline for every project. For example, if a project requires an Environmental Impact Report, the process to complete it can take many months. For these reasons, it is critical that Applicants organize project proposals in a manner that minimizes the time required for the CEC to comply with CEQA and provide all CEQA-related information to the CEC in a timely manner such that the CEC is able to complete its review in time for it to meet its encumbrance deadline. Projects recommended for funding must complete the CEQA process within 6 months of the release date of the NOPA. The CEC reserves the right to cancel proposed awards that do not meet this CEQA compliance deadline and recommend funding for the next, highest-scoring passing proposal based on the [submitted under this solicitation] evaluation process discussed in Section I.E. How Award is Determined.

· Reservation of right to cancel proposed award. In addition to any other right reserved to it under this solicitation or that it otherwise has, if the CEC determines, in its sole and absolute discretion, that the CEQA review associated with a proposed project would not likely be completed prior to the encumbrance deadline, and that the CEC’s ability to meet its encumbrance deadline may thereby be jeopardized, the CEC may cancel a proposed award and award funds to the next highest scoring [Applicant] proposal based on the evaluation process discussed in Section I.E. How Award is Determined [in the same Applicant Group, if any, or the CEC may shift funds to the other Applicant Group], regardless of the originally proposed Applicant’s diligence in submitting information and materials for CEQA review. 

11. [Localized Health Impacts Information Form (Attachment 11)
Applicants must complete and submit a Localized Health Impacts Information Form. CEC requires this information to assist in developing and publishing a localized health impact report.]
17. Letter of Intent to Place a Purchase Order (Attachment 21) 
While the purchase order must be placed within three months of agreement execution, there is not a firm requirement by when the vehicles must be delivered. Infrastructure lead times or vehicle production lead [teams] times may vary and the fleet operator may need to ensure alignment of those. However, the vehicle orders must take place and vehicles must be delivered by the time the infrastructure becomes energized and operational.  
10. Section IV.A. Application Evaluation

4. Technical Evaluation
Applications passing all screening criteria will be submitted to the Evaluation Committee to review and score based on the Evaluation Criteria using the Scoring Scale described below.

The Evaluation Committee reserves the right to schedule a clarification interview with an Applicant to clarify and/or verify information submitted in the application. However, these interviews may not be used to change or add to the contents of the original application. Applicants will not be reimbursed for time spent answering clarifying questions.

The total score for each application will be the average of the combined scores of all Evaluation Committee members. A minimum score of 70 percent is required for the application to be eligible [for funding] to advance to Cost Evaluation. In addition, a minimum score of 70 percent is required on both Technical Evaluation Criterion 1, Project Readiness/Implementation, and Technical Evaluation Criterion 3, Project Budget, to advance to Cost Evaluation.

[CEC will recommend awards to applications obtaining at least the minimum passing score in each Applicant Group (see Section I.G.) in ranked order until all funds available in each Applicant Group are exhausted.] 
5. Cost Evaluation
All applications that receive a minimum passing score of 70 percent or higher in the Technical Evaluation portion of scoring (both overall and for Technical Evaluation Criterion 1 and 3 individually) as described in previous sections will advance to Cost Evaluation. Advancement to Cost Evaluation signifies that the project meets the minimum threshold for funding eligibility. The Evaluation Committee will then apply a cost-efficiency ranking system to prioritize projects based on their proposed use of CEC funds. 

Projects will be ranked within their Applicant Group (Small Ports or Large Ports) and infrastructure type (EV charging or hydrogen refueling) and scored based on two cost metrics for up to 100 points:
· Cost per charging port / refueling position (up to 50 points)
· Cost per charging port / refueling position is calculated by dividing the total CEC dollars requested by the number of ports / positions 
· Cost per kW (electric) or kg (hydrogen) of new capacity (up to 50 points)
· Cost per kW / kg is calculated by dividing the total CEC dollars requested by the total new capacity 

For each metric:
· Projects will be ranked from lowest to highest cost.
· The project with the lowest cost per charging port / refueling position and the lowest per kW / kg will receive the maximum score of 50 points each.
· Subsequent projects will receive decreasing scores in 5-point increments (e.g., 45, 40, 35, etc.), based on their relative cost position in the ranking.
· If multiple projects share the same cost value, they will receive the same score, and the next score will be skipped accordingly.
· The final score for each project will be calculated by summing the scores from both cost metrics.



11. Section IV.E. Evaluation Criteria

	Criterion
	Possible Points

	1. Project Readiness/Implementation
Applications will be evaluated on the degree to which:
· The proposed project maximizes vehicle deployment.
· Site control is secured, viable back-up sites are identified, and a sufficient plan for managing site or site host changes is provided.
· The proposed project has achieved compliance under CEQA.
· Required permitting for the proposed project has been completed.
· Coordination with the respective utility provider for utility connection demonstrates accelerated timeline to energize the sites.
· The equipment to be deployed meets the Charger Port/Hydrogen Refueling Dispenser Minimums and accelerates project timelines. 
· The infrastructure to be deployed is appropriate for the project’s vehicle population and leads to successful deployment of zero-emission MDHD vehicles.
· A clear and realistic timeline is provided for the acquisition or retrofitting of MDHD ZEVs. Strategies to expedite the vehicle acquisition or retrofitting process are identified.
· A clear and feasible timeline is provided for obtaining chargers and/or hydrogen refueling dispensers, and/or other necessary equipment. Strategies are identified to expedite the procurement and installation process.
· A clear and realistic timeline is provided for the installation and commissioning of chargers and/or hydrogen refueling dispensers.
· Equipment manufacturers, connector/refueling standards, fuel delivery methods (for hydrogen projects), security measures, and safety standards are appropriate for the proposed project and lead to successful deployment of zero-emission MDHD vehicles.
· The project will effectively deploy renewable DERs and/or renewable energy generation equipment to accelerate timelines. A clear plan is provided for the use, management, and long-term commitment to zero-emission and/or renewable fuel equipment beyond project completion.
· If solar or storage equipment is included in the project, proposed project describes how the equipment to be deployed will lower the cost of electricity for charging or hydrogen fuel for customers.
· The tasks in the Scope of Work contribute to the successful and timely completion of the proposed project.
· Planned community outreach is appropriate and comprehensive and contributes to the overall success of the proposed project.
· Major risks and barriers to successful project completion are identified and mitigated. 
· The retail price of fuel and/or the cost of charging will be minimized.
NOTE: Project Readiness must obtain a minimum passing score of [24.5] 21 points (70% percent) within this evaluation criterion to be eligible for funding.
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	3.       Project Budget
Applications will be evaluated on the degree to which:
· The proposed budget is justifiable and reasonable relative to the project goals, objectives, and tasks defined in the scope of work. 
· [The amount of CEC funding per port/refueling position is minimized and justified for the proposed infrastructure power level/refueling capacity.] 
· Administrative and overhead expenses are minimized.
· [The proposed project cost effectively deploys ZEV infrastructure.]
· The proposed budget maximizes the quantity of proposed charging ports / refueling positions.
· The proposed budget maximizes aggregate new charging capacity (kW) / refueling capacity (kg) across all charging ports / refueling positions. 
· The proposed budget minimizes (1) the cost per port / refueling position and (2) cost per kW / kg requested in CEC funding.
· [The proposed project cost effectively reduces GHG emissions.] 
· The proposed match funding commitments are documented and verifiable. 
· The Applicant demonstrates the need for state funding for the proposed project.  
NOTE: Project Budget must obtain a minimum passing score of 21 points (70% percent) within this evaluation criterion to be eligible for funding.
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	4.       Economic, Social, and Environmental Benefits
Applications will be evaluated on the degree to which:
· The proposed project supports the larger economic and reduced emission goals of the port and compliance with state regulations.
· The proposed project reduces carbon intensity relative to the relevant fossil fuel baseline as measured in gCO2e/MJ.
· The infrastructure installed under the proposed project will be utilized by MDHD vehicles. [Estimated utilization rates are provided and calculations are substantiated.]
· There is a clear and well-substantiated description of expected infrastructure utilization, including projected usage levels and supporting data or rationale. 
· The proposed project demonstrates realistic and credible year-over-year growth in utilization, where applicable, with a clear explanation of the factors driving increased demand over time.
· The proposed project provides air quality benefits, as well as health and safety, access, education, financial benefits, economic development, and consumer protection to California’s priority populations or adjacent communities. (NOTE: at least 50% of the locations in the application shall directly benefit or serve residents of low-income communities and disadvantaged communities with the map provided at Priority Populations — California Climate Investments https://www.caclimateinvestments.ca.gov/priority-populations. Refer to Section II.B.3.)
· The proposed project [addresses] incorporates resiliency measures, ensuring the goals of the project will continue to be [in order to carry out the goals of the project] carried out during an emergency.
· [The proposed project engages regional community-based organizations, community leaders, and potentially affected local residents in the planning process and education on the benefits of ZEV transportation.]
· [The proposed project expands certified businesses and California supply chains for California-based businesses, result in high-quality jobs in terms of compensation, duration, and related project payroll, and increase state and local tax revenues.]
· For hydrogen projects, the proposed project substantiates the use of renewable hydrogen, aligning with environmental and sustainability goals.
· The proposed project cost effectively reduces total GHG emissions [(metric tons)].
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12. Section IV.F. Tie Breakers

If the final Cost Evaluation score for two or more applications are tied, the application with a higher score in the [Project Readiness/Implementation criterion] Technical Evaluation will be ranked higher. If still tied, the application with a higher score in the Project Readiness criterion will be ranked higher. If still tied, an objective tiebreaker (such as a random drawing) will be utilized.

13. Section V.K. Agreement Requirements

The content of this solicitation shall be incorporated by reference into the final agreement. See the standard terms and conditions on the CEC Funding Resources page at: https://www.energy.ca.gov/funding-opportunities/funding-resources. This information is also in Section II.A.2.

CEC reserves the right to negotiate with Applicants to modify the project scope, the level of funding, or both. If CEC is unable to successfully negotiate and execute a funding agreement with an Applicant, CEC, at its sole discretion, reserves the right to cancel the pending award and fund the next highest ranked eligible project based on the evaluation process discussed in Section I.E. How Award is Determined. [in the same Applicant Group. The CEC may shift remaining funds to the other Applicant Group if funding remains available.] 




Station Checklist (Attachment 20)

[image: Graphic showing the change of text in the Station Checklist (Attachment 20). 

The new language in the checklist reads as follows: 
Each charging station port must be capable of providing:
First bullet point: At least Level 2 charging if the EV charging station is Private or Shared Access and not 100% Public Access
Second bullet point: At least 200 kW if the EV charging station will be 100% Public Access.]

Natalie Johnson
Commission Agreement Officer
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Check

Electric Vehicle Charging Station Requirements

The station equipment funded under this solicitation conforms with
equipment detailed in the technology catalog found at EnerglIZE
Infrastructure Technology Catalog

If renewable DERs and/or renewable energy generation equipment
are included in the project, signing this checklist is an attestation that
100 percent of the fuel utilized is and will be renewable.

Each charging station port must be capable of providing:

* Atleast [60-kW] Level 2 charging if the EV charging station
is Private or Shared Access and not 100% Public Access

+ At least 200 kW if the EV charging station will be 100%
Public Access.
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