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March 12, 2026
GFO-24-611
Implementation of Medium- and Heavy-Duty 
Zero-Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Blueprints 2.0 
Addendum 9

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; Attachment 2, Scope of Work; Attachment 3, Scope of Work Instructions; Attachment 14, Station Checklist; and Questions and Answers. Added language appears in bold underline, and deleted language appears in [strikethrough] and within square brackets. 
 
The updated question-and-answer set is posted on the CEC’s solicitation information website at www.energy.ca.gov/funding-opportunities/solicitations. 

Solicitation Manual
1. [bookmark: _Toc155803478]Section II.C. Minimum Technical Requirements for Electric Vehicle Charging Stations 
7. For Public Access charging stations, t[T]he charging port’s networking software must connect to a central management system using OCPP 2.0.1 for the purposes of charger management and data reporting, including for reliability data reporting requirements specified in the solicitation Scope of Work. Charging ports must comply with regulatory requirements under Assembly Bill 2061 once the regulation is adopted by the California Energy Commission. This includes connecting to a central management system using OCPP 2.0.1 or later for the purposes of reliability data reporting for applicable charging ports. 
2. Section III.D.3. Scope of Work (Attachment 2)

Applicants must include a completed Scope of Work utilizing the template contained in Attachment 2. Instructions for completing the Scope of Work as well as a sample are included in Attachment 3. The description of activities proposed in the Project Narrative must conform to the tasks described in the Scope of Work. Electronic files for the Scope of Work must be in MS Word.

Please note, the information, requirements, and deliverables set forth in this Scope of Work template are provided for preliminary reference only and are subject to revision. CEC reserves the right to modify the Scope of Work at any time during the negotiation and development of a grant agreement.

Applicants must present a comprehensive and credible Scope of Work which includes (presented in a logical manner) comprehensive and sequential tasks, products resulting from the individual tasks, and how the tasks are related to or are dependent on each other.
Attachment 2, Scope of Work
3. The information, requirements, and deliverables set forth in this Scope of Work template are provided for preliminary reference only and are subject to revision. CEC reserves the right to modify the Scope of Work at any time during the negotiation and development of a grant agreement.

Attachment 3, Scope of Work Instructions

4. The information, requirements, and deliverables set forth in the Scope of Work template (Attachment 2) are provided for preliminary reference only and are subject to revision. CEC reserves the right to modify the Scope of Work at any time during the negotiation and development of a grant agreement.

Attachment 14, Station Checklist

5. [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.] 

6. The charging ports must conform to OCPP 2.0.1 or later. Manufacturers must attest that the charger conforms to OCPP 2.0.1 or later by detailing it on a publicly available charger specification sheet.   

7. For Public Access, t[T]he charging port’s networking software must connect to a central management system using OCPP 2.0.1 for the purposes of charger management and data reporting, including for reliability data reporting requirements specified in the solicitation Scope of Work. Charging ports must comply with regulatory requirements under Assembly Bill 2061 once the regulation is adopted by the California Energy Commission. This includes connecting to a central management system using OCPP 2.0.1 or later for the purposes of reliability data reporting for applicable charging ports. 

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 [8] 9, 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 [8] 9, 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 [8] 9 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 [8] 9 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. Please see Section II.B.2 of Addendum [8] 9 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 [8] 9), 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.”
	
See Section II.B.2. Eligible Project Accessibility Requirements

Q19: 	Does the 25% public access requirement apply to public entities that are applying for non-road, private-access chargers? 

A19:	Please see exceptions to Public Access requirements in Section II.B.2. in Addendum [8] 9.

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 [8] 9. If 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? 
[bookmark: _Hlk216187114]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 [8] 9.
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 [8] 9. 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 [8] 9 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 [8] 9 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 [8] 9. 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 proposed for CEC funding.
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 [8] 9. 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.”

Q35: 	If a project phases in vehicles over multiple years, how will compliance with the vehicle-to-charger ratio be measured? At the start of operations or by project completion?

A35: 	Compliance with the vehicle-to-charger ratio will be measured by the time infrastructure becomes energized and operational. 

	Please see Addendum [8] 9. Other relevant requirements are as follows: To ensure that the infrastructure funded under this solicitation will be utilized, Applicants of all Private Access infrastructure projects must submit a Letter(s) of Intent to Place a Purchase Order (Attachment 20) 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. 

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 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 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. 

Q39: 	When will we be able to begin obtaining the electric vehicles required for shared access projects? May we obtain them prior to funding, only after funding has been awarded or only after the infrastructure is in place? 

A39:	Please see Addendum [8] 9. Applicants of all Private Access infrastructure projects must submit a Letter(s) of Intent to Place a Purchase Order (Attachment 20) 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.

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 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.

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.

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 [8] 9. 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. 

Q45:	Under what circumstances would the application need to show proof of an MDHD purchase?

A45: 	Please see Addendum [8] 9. If proposing a Private Access infrastructure project (excluding the public entities covered by the exceptions listed in Section II.B.2.), the fleet that is being provided with charging or fueling must commit to:  
· At least one MDHD EV per charging port proposed for CEC funding. Applicants that can demonstrate vehicles above a 1-to-1 ratio will score higher.
· At least 15 MDHD FCEVs per every one hydrogen fueling position proposed for CEC funding; or 
· At least one specialty vehicle, off-road equipment/vehicle, or non-road vehicle per EV charging port or hydrogen refueling position proposed for CEC funding. 

Applicants must place a purchase order within three (3) months of agreement execution. 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. The proposed number of charging ports or refueling positions must be reasonably aligned with the applicant’s existing or incoming ZEV fleet size. Please see Section 2.B.4. Vehicle Deployment Requirements. 
Q59:	Are Private or Shared Access projects required to operate on OCPP 2.0.1 in order to be eligible for this solicitation?
A59:	All charging ports must conform to OCPP 2.0.1 or later, and manufacturers must attest that the charger hardware conforms to OCPP 2.0.1 or later by detailing it on a publicly available charger specification sheet. For Public Access charging stations, charging ports must comply with regulatory requirements under Assembly Bill 2061 once the regulation is adopted by the California Energy Commission. This includes connecting to a central management system using OCPP 2.0.1 or later for the purposes of reliability data reporting for applicable charging ports.
Q60.    Are forklifts on-road vehicles?
A60.   No, forklifts are not considered on-road vehicles. On-road vehicles are vehicles that are intended by their manufacturer for use on public highways. On-road vehicles must be certified by their manufacturer with the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT), National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), as compliant with on-highway safety standards as well as certified to all applicable ARB and U.S. EPA on-road emission standards. Compliance with these standards is indicated by separate safety and emissions labels on the vehicle.
Q61.  We are in the process of acquiring a site that could be used to qualify for this project. If land ownership were imminent in the near future, could this be used to make the site eligible under this grant's definition of "Site control"? (We'd likely take ownership by the time the awards are made.)
A61.  Site ownership is not required for this solicitation. However, site control will be evaluated under the Project Readiness evaluation criterion. Projects will be scored on the degree to which site control is secured, viable back-up sites have been identified, and a sufficient plan for managing site or site host changes is provided. 
Q62. Could you please clarify the data collection requirements and associated timelines in the GFO? Is the 12 month data collection requirement intended to be part of this three-year utilization requirement? Can you confirm whether either the 12 month or the three-year data collection milestones must be included in the Schedule of Products and Due Dates and therefore completed before March 31, 2029?
A62.   Applicants must collect a minimum of 12 months of operations and utilization data within the agreement term, which must end no later than March 31, 2029. The full 12 month data collection period must be included in the Schedule of Products and Due Dates.
The required 12 months of data collection is part of the broader three-year utilization reporting requirement described under the Utilization task in the Scope of Work. Although the full three years of reporting extends beyond the agreement term, applicants must ensure that at least the first 12 months of data collection and reporting occur before the agreement end date and are reflected in the Schedule of Products and Due Dates.


Enrico Palo
Commission Agreement Officer
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