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	December 17, 2025
GFO-24-611
Implementation of Medium- and Heavy-Duty 
Zero-Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Blueprints 2.0
Addendum 06

The purpose of this addendum is to notify potential applicants of changes that have been made to GFO-24-611. 

The addendum includes revisions to the Solicitation Manual and Questions and Answers. 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.

[bookmark: _Toc155803478]Solicitation Manual 
1. Section I.D. Key Activities and Dates

Key activities including dates and times for this solicitation are presented below.  An addendum will be released if the dates change for the asterisked (*) activities. Times listed are Pacific Standard Time or Pacific Daylight Time, whichever is being observed.

	[bookmark: _Hlk200023675]ACTIVITY
	ACTION DATE

	Solicitation Release
	March 28, 2025

	Pre-Application Workshop* 
	April 10, 2025
10 AM to 12 PM Via Zoom

	Deadline for Written Questions by 5:00 p.m.*
	August 29, 2025

	Anticipated Distribution of Questions/Answers
	Week of November 10, 2025

	Support for Application Submission in the Energy Commission Agreement Management System (ECAMS) until 5:00 p.m.
	Ongoing until [January 16, 2026] February 6, 2026

	Deadline to Submit Applications by 11:59 p.m.*
	[January 16, 2026] February 6, 2026

	Anticipated Notice of Proposed Awards Posting 
	Week of [February 23, 2026] March 16, 2026

	Anticipated CEC Business Meeting 
	[June] July 2026




2. Section II.B.2. Eligible Project Accessibility Requirements

For the purposes of this solicitation, project accessibility types are as follows: 
· Public Access – Open to the general public without restriction. 
· Examples include truck stops and locations along major freight corridors or a mix of overnight and opportunity (en-route, fast charging/fast filling). Public Access may allow reservation systems so that operators are confident that a charging port or hydrogen nozzle will be available when they arrive. 
· Shared Access – Available to more than one fleet, but not open to the general public.
· Private Access – Available to one dedicated fleet. Infrastructure is not shared with another fleet and not open to the public.

Applicants may propose Private Access infrastructure as an eligible project so long as the infrastructure meets the additional requirements listed below in II.B.3.
Projects will be evaluated on the degree to which the proposed infrastructure is accessible to the public.
For infrastructure projects providing charging or fueling for the fleets of public entities (other than California state government agencies, which are ineligible under this GFO, and entities covered by the exceptions listed below), applicants must propose infrastructure with at least 25% of the charging ports/hydrogen fueling positions available as Public Access during normal operating hours. The remaining 75% of infrastructure may be Public, Shared, or Private Access.

Public Access requirements apply to all public entity Applicants with the following exceptions:
· Infrastructure for off-road and non-road applications are not required to be Public Access.
· Infrastructure that is used for the sole purpose of supporting ZEVs that provide essential city services and are vehicles upfitted to meet such a need (i.e. street sweepers and sanitation trucks) are not required to be Public Access.
· If the Applicant is a school district and their blueprint implementation project is solely for recharging and/or refueling school buses, there is no Public Access requirement for their project.
· If the Applicant is a transit agency and their blueprint implementation project is solely for charging and/or refueling transit buses, then there is no Public Access requirement for their project.

Applicants proposing to support blueprint implementation on behalf of a public entity must adhere to all requirements established for public entities. Exceptions will apply only for the specific vehicle types as described above.

3. Section III.D.2.c.v. Blueprint Project Implementation and Infrastructure Development

i. Clearly identify and describe the section(s) and chapter(s) of the completed and approved CEC-funded Final Blueprint that the proposed project aims to implement. Applicants must reference the specific section(s) and chapter(s) of the Final Blueprint. NOTE: The Evaluation Committee may refer back to the CEC-approved Final Blueprint to confirm alignment.
ii. Describe the infrastructure to be installed consistent with the infrastructure and equipment identified in the final blueprint.
iii. If Applicant received funding under GFO-23-603, Applicant must:
a. Describe how the proposed project pertains to a different site identified in the completed and approved Final Blueprint and awarded under GFO-23-603.
b. Describe how the new infrastructure will support a different fleet from funding awarded under GFO-23-603.
c. Clearly describe how the proposed project under this solicitation is distinct from the award made under GFO-23-603 and will contribute to advancing state decarbonizing goals.
iv. Describe site(s) information consistent with the information provided in the final blueprint.
a. If the site(s) is/are not included in the final blueprint, Applicant must describe in the narrative and in addition, complete the Justification for Site Not Included in the Final Blueprint (Attachment 15), and provide justification for the site(s) and how it will conform to the recommendations of the Final Blueprint.
v. Describe how the infrastructure proposed in the project will be made accessible to the public. Describe the nature and extent of access, including physical location, hours of availability, any restrictions (e.g., fees, memberships), and how the infrastructure serves the general public. Describe any outreach or engagement efforts to ensure public awareness and equitable use.

4. Section IV.E. Evaluation Criteria

	Criterion
	Possible Points

	1. Team Experience and Qualifications
Applications will be evaluated on the degree to which:
· The project team’s qualifications (including relevant expertise, experience, and skill sets) are suitable to the tasks described in the proposed Scope of Work. 
· The project team has members with at least three (3) years of experience designing, planning, constructing, testing, operating, or maintaining electric vehicle or hydrogen refueling stations, and qualifications, skills, abilities, and relevant technical and business experience align with the needs and successful completion of the proposed project.
· The project team has verifiable experience working with AHJ and utility personnel to overcome permitting and planning barriers. 
· The project team has sufficient personnel and organizational capacity to complete the project given its other project commitments. 
· The Applicant and project team have demonstrated exceptional administrative and technical performance under existing or prior funding agreements (CEC and/or other public agencies), if the Applicant or project team worked on such projects, including: 
· Adherence to schedules and due dates. 
· Effective and timely issue resolution. 
· Quality of deliverables. 
· Objectives of past projects have been attained. 
· Honest, timely, and professional communication with staff from the funding entity. 
· Effective coordination with project partners, subrecipients, vendors, and other stakeholders.
· Timely and accurate invoicing.
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	2. Project Readiness
Applications will be evaluated on the degree to which:
· The proposed project maximizes vehicle deployment.
· Required permitting for the proposed project has been completed.
· The proposed project has achieved compliance under the CEQA.
· Site control is secured, viable back-up sites are identified, and a sufficient plan for managing site or site host changes is provided.
· 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 timeline for charger or hydrogen refueling dispenser installation and commissioning is expedited.
· A clear and realistic timeline is provided for the acquisition of MDHD ZEVs. Strategies to expedite the vehicle acquisition process are identified.
· 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, 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 project team demonstrates it has the resources to operate each charging port and/or hydrogen refueling position for at least six years.
· The ZEV infrastructure to be deployed is appropriate for the project’s vehicle population and leads to successful deployment of zero-emission MDHD vehicles.
· The retail price of fuel and/or the cost of charging will be minimized.
NOTE: Project Readiness must obtain a minimum passing score of 21 points (70% percent) within this evaluation criterion to be eligible for funding.
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	3. Blueprint Project Implementation and Infrastructure Deployment
Applications will be evaluated on the degree to which:
· The Project Narrative clearly and thoroughly identifies the specific section(s) of the CEC-approved Final Blueprint that will be implemented with infrastructure to support MDHD ZEVs, off-road equipment or specialty vehicles. Note: The Evaluation Committee may refer back to the CEC-approved Final Blueprint to confirm alignment. 
· The Project Narrative demonstrates strong alignment between the proposed project and the recommendations in the Final Blueprint.
· The level of detail provided supports feasibility, showing a clear pathway from planning to execution.
· Equipment and infrastructure to be deployed at the proposed site align with what was identified in the Final Blueprint in terms of type, scale, and location.
· Site information aligns with the approved Final Blueprint.
· If the proposed site for the proposed project is not included in the approved Final Blueprint, the new site location and justification for the proposed change are clearly described and identified in the Project Narrative and Attachment 15, Justification for Site Not Included in the Final Blueprint, has been completed and submitted. 
· The justification for the site change clearly demonstrates how the site change conforms to the Final Blueprint recommendations.
· If the Applicant received funding under GFO-23-603: 
· The proposed project pertains to a different site from the site funded under GFO-23-603.
· The new infrastructure supports a different fleet than the previous award.
· The proposal clearly demonstrates how the proposed project is distinct from the prior award under GFO-23-603 and contributes to advancing California’s decarbonization goals. 
· The proposed infrastructure is accessible to the public.
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	4. Project Budget
Applications will be evaluated on the degree to which:
· 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 budget demonstrates cost-effectiveness.
· The proposed project minimizes administrative and overhead expenses. 
· The application provides a clear and well-supported cost rationale for the requested CEC funds, including cost per charging port / refueling position and cost per kW / kg.
· The proposed match funding commitments are documented and verifiable.
· The application 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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	5. Environmental and Economic Benefits
Applications will be evaluated on the degree to which:
· 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: 50% of allocated funds shall directly benefit or serve residents of low-income communities and disadvantaged communities as defined by CalEnviroScreen.)
· The proposed project reduces carbon intensity relative to the relevant fossil fuel baseline as measured in gCO2e/MJ. 
· The proposed project cost effectively reduces GHG emissions.
· 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.
· For hydrogen projects, the proposed project substantiates the use of renewable hydrogen, aligning with environmental and sustainability goals.
· The proposed project reduces total GHG emissions in metric tons. 
· The infrastructure installed under the proposed project will be utilized by zero-emission MDHD vehicles (class 3-8), off-road equipment or specialty vehicles.  
· The proposed project incorporates resiliency measures, ensuring the goals of the project will continue to be carried out during an emergency.
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	Total Possible Points
	100

	Minimum Passing Score (70%)
	70



Questions and Answers

Q12:	How does this solicitation assess the charging port capacity? In the instance where a 360 kW Power Cabinet supports three charging ports, charging capacity varies based on how many port are active simultaneously, 360 kW if only one port is active, 180 kW two ports are simultaneously active and 90 kW when three ports are simultaneously active. Is the maximum, average, minimum, or other factor considered for the amount of eligible funding available? 

A12. 	Please see Addendum 6[5], which no longer sets a maximum award amount per charging port. 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.  

Please see Section I.E. How Award is Determined and Section I.G. Minimum Infrastructure Requirements and Maximum Award Amounts. 

Q13:	As written, this solicitation appears to encourage eliminating a charging port if the minimum simultaneous delivery is used as an applicant could receive $225,000 for a three port configuration ($75,000 * 3) and $500,000 ($250,000 * 2) for a two port configuration with the same power cabinet. Is the goal of the CEC to have higher power ratings for all applications as opposed to more charging ports? This seems like an odd incentive as it is cheaper to have a two port configuration than a three port configuration, but it is rewarded with more eligible dollars. 
 
A13. The CEC does not have a preference for higher power ratings over the number of charging ports. Applicants are encouraged to focus on the infrastructure needs for planned ZEVs and choose the infrastructure type(s) accordingly. Please see Addendum 6[5], which no longer sets a maximum award amount per charging port.   

Q14: 	In the vehicle deployment requirement (three MDHD EVs per DCFC), does the CEC define a “charger”? Is this per dispenser/port? For multi-port load-sharing systems does each port count as a separate charger or is the cabinet treated as one charger? 

A14: 	Section II.B.4 of Addendum 6[5], clarifies that vehicle deployment requirements are based on charging port instead of charger. For the purposes of this solicitation, “charging port” is defined as the system within a charger that charges one electric vehicle. A charging port may have multiple connectors, but it can provide power to charge only one electric vehicle through one connector at a time. In this solicitation CEC is defining charger as the ability to charge/dispense one vehicle at a time, regardless of how many connectors it has. For example, a multi-port-load sharing system that can simultaneously charge three (3) vehicles would count as three (3) charging ports.

Q15: 	As an applicant with secure, fenced yards where public access poses safety and liability risks, is there an exception to the requirement that at least 25% of charging ports must be available for public access during normal hours? If not, this may limit eligibility for transit agencies. Can you clarify?

A15: 	The requirement that at least 25% of charging ports be available for public access during normal operating hours applies to applicants providing charging or fueling for the fleets of public entities (other than California state government agencies, which are ineligible under this solicitation). Addendum 6 clarifies exceptions to these public access requirements:
· Infrastructure for off-road and non-road applications are not required to be Public Access.
· Infrastructure that is used for the sole purpose of supporting ZEVs that provide essential city services and are vehicles upfitted to meet such a need (i.e. street sweepers and sanitation trucks) are not required to be Public Access.
· If the Applicant is a school district and their blueprint implementation project is solely for charging and/or refueling school buses, there is no Public Access requirement for their project.
· If the Applicant is a transit agency and their blueprint implementation project is solely for charging and/or refueling their transit buses, then there is no Public Access requirement for their project.

Applicants proposing to support blueprint implementation on behalf of a public entity must adhere to all requirements established for public entities. Exceptions will apply only for the specific vehicle types as described above.
In cases where access to secure or fenced yards is not feasible for safety or operational reasons, applicants may consider installing public-accessible infrastructure outside the fenced area. For example, chargers could be installed in a publicly accessible area of the property, such as a parking lot or designated zone outside the secured perimeter. Publicly dedicated equipment can also be built at a different location.

Q17: 	Many public entities, like school districts and transit agencies, operate sites that are not open to the general public but still serve an essential public function. Would the CEC clarify whether these are considered Private Access or Public Access? 

A17: 	The CEC would consider this to be Private Access, or Shared Access if another fleet is using infrastructure at the depot. [For the purposes of this solicitation, a school district’s or transit agency’s depot must propose infrastructure with at least 25% of the charging ports/hydrogen fueling positions available as Public Access during normal operating hours. The remaining 75% of infrastructure may be Public, Shared, or Private Access.] Please see Section II.B.2 of Addendum 6 for more information about Public Access requirements.

Q18: 	The new solicitation addendum requires sites to be open 25% of the time to the general public. If a site is required to be open to the general public for part of the time, would those chargers then be subject to the same regulations and requirements as retail and public EVSE?
A18: 	The requirement is not that the sites be open to the public 25% of the time. Under Section II B., the requirement is “For infrastructure projects providing charging or fueling for the fleets of public entities (other than California state government agencies, which are ineligible under this GFO, and entities covered by the exceptions listed in Section II.B.2 in Addendum 6), applicants must propose infrastructure with at least 25% of the charging ports/hydrogen fueling positions available as Public Access during normal operating hours. The remaining 75% of infrastructure may be Public, Shared, or Private Access.”
Q19: 	Does the 25% public access requirement apply to public entities that are applying for non-road, private-access chargers? 

A19:	 [Yes.] Please see exceptions to Public Access requirements in Section II.B.2. in Addendum 6.

Q20: 	Would a school district be required to comply with payment system requirements for public charging? Public school districts are not well-positioned to handle financial transactions or store sensitive user/payment data. Installing and operating a secure point-of-sale system is both costly and outside the core mission of this type of project which is to deliver students safely to and from school. Will CEC provide funding to cover these point-of-sale systems, and will applicants be allowed (or expected) to partner with third-party operators who can handle payments and data security? 

A20: 	Please see exceptions to Public Access requirements in Section II.B.2 in Addendum 6. If the equipment will be 100% public access, it must meet the requirements for public access charging stations listed in Section II.C. Minimum Technical Requirements for Electric Vehicle Charging Stations. There is no requirement for chargers to have a point of sale system. Nonetheless, point of sale systems are eligible reimbursable and match costs. Third-party operators may be included as an Applicant’s match share. 

Q21: The new public access requirement will likely cause additional maintenance burdens for applicants. Public chargers are significantly more expensive to maintain than private fleet chargers, and they’re also more susceptible to vandalism or damage. If a public-facing unit is vandalized and needs to be fully replaced, that could represent a very large unplanned expense for a school district. Can CEC clarify who would be responsible for covering these maintenance and replacement costs — the grantee, the district, or would there be supplemental funding available? 

A21: 	Equipment maintenance (i.e. maintenance for chargers used to recharge school buses) for the term of the agreement may be included as an Applicant’s match share. The entity responsible for covering maintenance and replacement costs would be the grantee. Moreover, if the Applicant is a school district and their blueprint implementation project is solely for charging and/or refueling their vehicles (i.e. school buses), there is no Public Access requirement for their project. See exceptions to Public Access requirements in Section II.B.2 in Addendum 6.

Q26: 	The Application Manual suggests Level 2 chargers may be eligible if they support MDHD battery electric vehicles (BEVs), but only DCFC outputs are listed in the funding table, and Section C states each port must provide at least 60 kW. Are Level 2 chargers eligible for CEC funding under this GFO if all other criteria are met (e.g., supporting at least two MDHD BEVs per charger)? 

A26: 	Please see Addendum 6[5]. Level 2 chargers are eligible for CEC funding.

Q28:	Why are minimums on simultaneous power levels included in the solicitation? Many MDHD applications do not need more than Level 2, and this will inflate costs. Typical bidirectional equipment is 60kW as well, which makes this difficult for school districts. 

A28:	Please see Addendum 6[5] for new power level requirements (Section II.B.3). Level 2 chargers are eligible for CEC funding.
	
Additionally, minimums on simultaneous power levels are required if the electric vehicle charging station will be open for public access, and each charging station port must be capable of providing at least 200 kW (Section II.B.3.). 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. This requirement aims to provide sufficient charging speed for larger vehicles, facilitating efficient operations and reducing downtime. If the charging equipment is not for public use, the simultaneous power level minimums do not apply.

Q29:	Could an application be eligible if it makes the case that a per-port power capacity below 80kW is in the economic and operational interest of the project?

A29:	Please see Addendum 6[5] for power level requirements. If the electric vehicle charging station will be Private Access or Shared Access, each charging port must be capable of at least Level 2 charging. (Section II.B.3). If the electric vehicle charging station will be Public Access, each charging station port must be capable of providing at least 200 kW. This requirement is designed to ensure that the infrastructure supports the deployment of and performance needs of medium- and heavy-duty zero-emission vehicles.

Q32:	The GFO Vehicle Deployment Requirements state: “... the fleet that is being provided with charging...must commit to...[a]t least three MDHD EVs per DC fast charger proposed for CEC funding.” Thus, if the project seeks to install 27 DC fast chargers, then the fleet must commit at least 81 MDHD EVs to the project. Do these Vehicle Deployment Requirements apply to off-road equipment or specialty vehicles? 

A32: 	Please see Addendum 6[5]. A commitment of at least one (1) specialty vehicle, off-road equipment/vehicle, or non-road vehicle is required per charging port or refueling position.

Q33: 	Does each port count as a “DC fast charger” in the context of this text from the GFO: “... the fleet that is being provided with charging...must commit to...[a]t least three MDHD EVs per DC fast charger proposed for CEC funding.”  

A33: 	Please see Addendum 6[5]. The fleet that is being provided with charging or fueling must commit to “[a]t least three MDHD EVs per charging port proposed for CEC funding”, where the charging port is defined as “The system within a charger that charges one electric vehicle. A charging port may have multiple connectors, but it can provide power to charge only one electric vehicle through one connector at a time.” 

Q40:	In the GFO, one of the success criteria is average daily vehicle miles traveled (VMT). While this works well for projects deploying infrastructure that will serve MDHD trucks, VMT does not seem to be a good way of measuring the success of off-road or specialty equipment, such as forklifts, cargo handling equipment, or industrial equipment. Can you explain if VMT applies equally to such equipment and, if not, provide an alternative metric?’ 

A40: 	Please see Addendum 6[5]. In place of vehicle miles traveled, applicants must provide operations and average daily engine hours, as well as number of engine hours and fuel volume to be replaced by zero-emission alternatives for specialty, off-road, or non-road applications. 



Enrico Palo
Commission Agreement Officer
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