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The following answers are based on California Energy Commission (CEC) staff’s interpretation of the questions received. Some questions have been edited for clarity. It is the Applicant’s responsibility to review the solicitation and to determine whether their proposed project is eligible for funding per the Eligibility Requirements within the solicitation. The CEC cannot give advice as to whether a particular project is eligible for funding, because not all proposal details are known.

Project Requirements
Q1. 	Is there a required timeframe for completing the project after the contract is executed?

A1. 	All EV charging stations, chargers, and supporting equipment should be operational and open for public use within three (3) years from the agreement execution date. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.4. Schedule of Products and Due Dates (Attachment 2).

Q2. 	Please confirm the required operations and maintenance period for NEVI funded charging stations under this solicitation.

A2. 	Each charging port, charger, and EV charging station funded through the solicitation must operate for public use for at least five (5) years after its commissioning date. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.11. Operation, Maintenance, and Uptime.

Q3. 	Is 24/7 public access strictly required for the full 5-year operational period, or are there any allowable exceptions (e.g., site constraints or safety considerations)?

A3. 	EV charging stations and their corresponding chargers funded under this solicitation must be publicly accessible 24 hours per day, 7 days per week, year-round for the required five-year operational period. This does not prohibit isolated or temporary interruptions in service or access because of maintenance or repairs. Sites where chargers are proposed to be located behind gates or barriers are generally not considered to have public access. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.7. EV Charging Station Accessibility and Availability.

Q4. 	Does CEC count a 16-post station as one station with 16 ports?

A4. 	The CEC defines a charging station as the area in the immediate vicinity of one or more chargers and includes the chargers, supporting equipment, parking areas adjacent to the chargers, and lanes for vehicle ingress and egress. Assuming the “post” in the question is one charger, yes, a collection of 16 posts in the immediate vicinity of one another in the same parking area and with supporting equipment is one station. 

Chargers typically have either one or two charging ports, depending on the charger model. A charging port may have multiple connectors, but it can provide power to charge only one EV through one connector at a time. Each port is expected to have one charging stall, i.e., parking space. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.4. Number of Charging Ports and Section V.A. Definition of Key Words.

Q5. 	The solicitation states chargers in hotel parking lots require at least two additional public-facing accessory uses and full public access to the parking lot. Does a hotel located within a larger multi-use commercial business park — where the overall development includes retail, dining, and shared public parking across multiple parcels — satisfy this requirement, even if the hotel's own parcel is the primary zoned use?

A5. 	Yes, a hotel parking lot with full public access located within a larger multi-use commercial business park would satisfy this requirement of having at least two other accessory and public facing uses. However, two other requirements must also be met for the site to be eligible. (1) The site must also be a standalone conference center not associated with a hotel, and (2) the charger stall and parking lot must meet all other conditions the CEC requires for publicly accessible installations. The primary zoned use of the property is not a factor in the solicitation’s requirements related to hotels and motels. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.7. EV Charging Station Accessibility and Availability.

Please include a description of the nearby accessory and public-facing uses and the conference center status in the applicable section of the Project Narrative (Attachment 1).

Q6. 	Are applicants expected to design for future expansion (e.g., additional ports or increased power capacity), and is that evaluated in scoring?

A6. 	Applicants are not expected or required to design projects for future expansion; however, under the EV Charging Station Siting and Equipment evaluation criterion (Solicitation Manual Section IV.E.), applications will be evaluated on the degree to which the proposed EV charging station(s) will provide more than the minimum four (4) CCS ports. Additionally, applications will be evaluated on the degree to which the number of charging ports for the proposed EV charging station(s) are justified with clear reasoning based on expected customer needs.

Q7. 	Must all utility work occur after E-76 authorization, or can utility upgrades begin after application submission?

A7. 	The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) already authorized the funds (i.e., approved E-76 authorization) for this solicitation, so additional FHWA authorization is not required. However, the CEC must grant Recipients written notice to proceed after the grant agreement is executed. That said, utility-provided electrical upgrades and funding provided through a utility program, tariff, or other ratepayer funding, are not allowable items of cost and cannot be included in the project budget. As such, utility-provided or funded electrical upgrades may be completed after application submission and prior to receiving written notice to proceed from the CEC. However, please be aware that moving forward with this work prior to agreement execution will be at your own risk, as the project may not be selected for funding. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.D.5. Utility Provided Upgrades and Funding. 

Q8. 	Can a third-party operator fulfill the 5-year operation and maintenance requirement on behalf of the Applicant?

A8. 	Recipients may delegate responsibility for certain aspects of charging station operation and maintenance to subrecipients or vendors. However, the Recipient retains responsibility for operation and maintenance of chargers and supporting equipment and facilities. If a Subrecipient or Vendor does not complete its duties under the Agreement, the Recipient is liable for the non-performance. For more information, see NEVI Standard Terms and Conditions, Section 17. Payment of Funds, at https://www.energy.ca.gov/media/11964.

Q9. 	Are there any restrictions or additional requirements when the Applicant is not the property owner?

A9. 	There are no restrictions or additional requirements that would prevent the Applicant from being awarded if the required documentation is provided in the Application. Applicants must provide documentation explaining lease arrangements, ownership, or access rights for each proposed site. Documentation may include but not be limited to: a lease, site host agreement, memorandum of understanding, letter of intent, or property deed. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.6. Letters of Commitment (Attachment 4). If awarded, Applicants may need to submit additional information about how the site was obtained to obtain Right of Way Certification (Task 3 in the Scope of Work). Right of Way Certification is required regardless of whether the Applicant is the property owner, but it may be a more involved process for projects where the Applicant is not the property owner.

Build America, Buy America (BABA) Requirements
Q10. 	Section II.B.9 references compliance with the final Federal NEVI standards. Does the CEC intend to hold applicants to the 55% domestic content threshold currently in effect, or will projects be required to meet a higher threshold if federal BABA requirements change during the agreement term?

A10. 	Since California's NEVI Formula funding for projects has been fully obligated, the FHWA’s proposed modification to the domestic content threshold for EV chargers is not expected to impact California’s NEVI Formula Program, including the projects awarded under this solicitation. The CEC expects the 55% domestic content waiver to apply to projects awarded under this solicitation.

Q11. 	Evaluation of Pending Federal Waivers: If an applicant selects a domestic Battery Energy Storage System (BESS) manufacturer that currently has a formal, pending Build America, Buy America (BABA) waiver petition submitted to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) (such as the 5-year Lithium Iron Phosphate (LFP) waiver petition under Docket No. FHWA-2023-0037), how will the evaluation committee score the project's "Readiness" and "Feasibility"? Will the application be penalized or disqualified if the federal waiver is still pending at the time of the application submission deadline?

A11. 	The application will not be disqualified solely based on the pending waiver; however, Applicants must obtain a minimum passing score of 21 points (70% percent) on the Project Readiness evaluation criterion to be eligible for funding, in addition to other requirements (see Solicitation Manual Section I.D. and Section IV.). Under the Project Readiness evaluation criterion (Solicitation Manual Section IV.E.), applications will be evaluated on the degree to which the timeline for obtaining EV chargers and other proposed equipment is minimized and supported by verifiable documentation from the manufacturer(s). Additionally, under the EV Charging Station Siting and Equipment evaluation criterion, applications will be evaluated on the degree to which renewable distributed energy resources, such as BESS, will lead to lower costs to consumers, greater EV charging station reliability, and do not substantially increase the project timeline. 

Q12. 	Will the inclusion of a project-specific BABA nonavailability waiver request for a BESS negatively impact an application’s score or overall competitiveness during the evaluation process?

A12. 	Please see the answer to the previous question.

Q13. 	If two applications score similarly, will the CEC prioritize an application that does not require a BABA waiver over one that requires a nonavailability waiver for a BESS component?

A13. 	All applications that meet the minimum required score thresholds will be ranked and recommended for funding in ascending order based on their Cost-per-CCS-Port. If the Cost-per-CCS-Port for two or more applications is tied, the application with a higher total score in the Technical Evaluation will be ranked higher. If still tied, the application with a higher score in the Project Readiness criterion will be ranked higher (Solicitation Manual Sections IV.F-G.). 

Under the Project Readiness evaluation criterion (Solicitation Manual Section IV.E.), applications will be evaluated on the degree to which the timeline for obtaining EV chargers and other proposed equipment is minimized and supported by verifiable documentation from the manufacturer(s). Additionally, under the EV Charging Station Siting and Equipment evaluation criterion, applications will be evaluated on the degree to which renewable distributed energy resources, such as BESS, will lead to lower costs to consumers, greater EV charging station reliability, and do not substantially increase the project timeline. 

Q14. 	Acceptability of Contingency Site Designs: Given the regulatory uncertainty, will the CEC accept and evaluate applications that include a primary site design (utilizing a BESS) along with a formalized contingency site design (excluding the BESS and relying solely on utility grid upgrades)? If so, how should applicants present the budgets for these dual paths within the ECAMS portal to avoid confusion during scoring? 

A14. 	Yes, Applicants may submit a primary site design and a contingency site design that excludes the equipment with a pending BABA waiver. The scoring team will take into account both the primary site design and the contingency site design when evaluating the proposal.

Project budgets cannot be increased after award. Applicants should therefore request the amount they would need to complete the proposed project with the design for which project costs are higher, if there is a difference between the two.  The costs associated with the BESS should be listed distinctly so that they can be removed, if necessary, after award. Applicants can also discuss differences in cost between the two designs in the project narrative.

Also, please follow these instructions for submitting the proposal budget: Applicants must include a completed Proposal Budget for each EV charging station in the application, as well as Major Subrecipient Proposal Budgets for every station where a subaward will be $100,000 or more. Applicants must upload into ECAMS all budgets (Prime and Major Subrecipients) as MS Excel attachments and leave the ECAMS budget sections blank in ECAMS (Solicitation Manual Section III.E.5.).

Q15. 	If an applicant is awarded funds based on a site design that relies on an LFP BESS, but the FHWA subsequently denies the nonavailability waiver post-award, will the applicant be permitted to modify the project scope and budget to accommodate alternatives, or will the grant award be subject to forfeiture?

A15. 	Applicants may modify the project scope to remove the BESS after award, provided they first discuss the change with and receive approval from the Commission Agreement Manager. 

Project budgets can be reallocated after award; however, they cannot be increased. Therefore, whatever changes are made to the project scope and types of equipment used, the total project cost may not exceed the amount originally approved, and the award may be reduced as a result of the changes.

Q16. 	For applicants requiring a BABA nonavailability waiver for a LFP BESS, does the CEC require the full waiver justification and market research documentation to be submitted as an attachment with the initial application, or will this process be handled exclusively with the Commission Agreement Manager (CAM) during the post-award phase? 

A16. 	Applicants are not required to submit a waiver justification and market research documentation as an attachment with the initial application. If necessary, the process of pursuing a waiver for BABA requirements can occur after the project is awarded. To support the request to waive BABA requirements, Recipients will be required to provide information as described in NEVI Special Terms and Conditions, Subpart C.5.c. Waivers, at https://www.energy.ca.gov/media/11963.

Q17. 	Shifting BESS Costs to Applicant Match: If a proposed BESS is incorporated into an awarded project, but the FHWA subsequently denies the manufacturer's BABA waiver, can the applicant shift 100% of the BESS equipment costs to their private cost-share (match funding) while retaining reimbursement for the BABA-compliant DCFC dispensers and power cabinets? Or would this constitute a material change resulting in grant cancellation? 

A17. 	No, the cost could not be shifted to match funding because the non-BABA-compliant BESS would still be part of the federally-funded NEVI project. If the BESS is within the scope and budget of the federally funded NEVI project, it must comply with federal Buy America requirements consistent with the final Federal NEVI standards (23 U.S.C. 313 at https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/USCODE-2021-title23/pdf/USCODE-2021-title23-chap3-sec313.pdf) and Build America, Buy America Act (Pub. L. No 117-58, div. G sections 70901-70927) by meeting all applicable requirements or by being covered under an approved waiver regardless of whether the costs for it are categorized as CEC-reimbursable or match share. Only if the BESS is procured and installed entirely with private funds outside the scope and budget of the NEVI project would it not be subject to the Buy America or BABA requirements. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.9. Build America, Buy America.

Removing the BESS from the project scope after award would not necessarily constitute a material change requiring grant cancellation; however, the change would need approval by the Commission Agreement Manager and the award may be reduced as a result of the change.

 Q18. 	Given the widely documented lack of domestic LFP battery cell manufacturing to meet the 55% component cost threshold for manufactured products, is the CEC prepared to support and forward project-specific nonavailability waivers for BESS components to Caltrans and the FHWA for awarded NEVI Solicitation 6 projects?

A18. 	If the types of iron, steel, manufactured products, or construction materials for the project are not produced in the United States in sufficient and reasonably available quantities or of a satisfactory quality, when necessary, awardees can request that a waiver for BABA be submitted to FHWA due to nonavailability. These requests will be considered by CEC and Caltrans on a case-by-case basis. Per federal requirements, waiver requests are subject to public comment periods of no less than 15 days, as well as review by the Office of Management and Budget. For more information, see NEVI Special Terms and Conditions, Subpart C.5.c. Waivers, at https://www.energy.ca.gov/media/11963.

Q19. 	Project-Specific Waiver Timelines: If an applicant is forced to submit a project-specific BABA waiver through Caltrans/FHWA due to the lack of commercially available domestic LFP BESS units, how does the CEC handle the grant’s expenditure deadlines? Will the CEC grant timeline extensions to accommodate the standard 18-to-24-month federal review period for project-specific waivers?

A19. 	CEC will consider pursuing timeline extensions for expenditure deadlines on a case-by-case basis. Please note that all EV charging stations, chargers, and supporting equipment should be operational and open for public use within three (3) years from the agreement execution date. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.4. Schedule of Products and Due Dates (Attachment 2).

Q20. 	Does Tesla V4 Supercharger for Business hardware (V4 cabinet and posts manufactured by Tesla Inc. in the United States) meet the BABA domestic content requirements for GFO-25-603? 

A20. 	The CEC cannot confirm whether Tesla V4 Supercharger for Business hardware meets the applicable BABA domestic content requirements. EV charger manufacturers should be able to provide documentation regarding the domestic content of their products. 

Q21. Is the 2023 FHWA waiver for EV chargers (Federal Register, February 21, 2023) still applicable to projects awarded under this solicitation, and what is the process to apply?

A21. 	FHWA’s Waiver of Buy America Requirements for EV Chargers found at https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2023/02/21/2023-03498/waiver-of-buy-america-requirements-for-electric-vehicle-chargers is applicable to projects under this solicitation. EV chargers that conform to the requirements of the waiver may be used without applying for or obtaining a project-specific waiver.

Applicant Requirements
Q22. 	Are public agencies (local governments) eligible to apply?
A22. 	No, public agencies are not eligible to apply as the prime applicant. However, a private entity may apply with a public agency or local government as a project partner. See Solicitation Manual Section II.A. - Applicant Requirements.
Q23. 	As a minority woman‑owned small business and first‑time NEVI applicant, I would like to ask whether NEVI Solicitation 6 includes any evaluation criteria, priorities, or considerations related to participation by minority‑owned, women‑owned, or small businesses, or whether such factors are reflected indirectly through other scoring categories.

A23. 	Yes, there are considerations for small businesses. Under the Expected Project Benefits evaluation criterion (Solicitation Manual Section IV.E.), applications will be evaluated on the degree to which there is a credible plan to meet or exceed the solicitation’s goal of 25 percent small business participation. Please refer to the definition of a “small business” in Section V.A. of the Solicitation Manual. Applicants should describe how the project will meet or exceed the 25 percent small business participation goal in Section 4 of the Project Narrative (Attachment 1).

Q24. 	Can an entity apply as the Applicant while the site is owned or controlled by a separate “Site Host” (e.g., through a lease or site host agreement)?

A24. 	Yes, the site host may be a separate entity. Applicants must provide documentation explaining lease arrangements, ownership, or access rights for each proposed site. Documentation may include but not be limited to: a lease, site host agreement, memorandum of understanding, letter of intent, or property deed. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.6. Letters of Commitment (Attachment 4).

Application Content

Q25. 	I attended the pre-application workshop and I forgot to ask this question there. The workshop mentioned about a 4-6 weeks for environmental review. But, how is the documentation actually submitted for that review?

A25. 	The environmental review timeline of 4-6 weeks mentioned in the workshop refers to the typical timeline for Caltrans to review the documents submitted for the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review once they are fully completed. This review process occurs after an application has been awarded under this solicitation and will be facilitated by the CEC’s Commission Agreement Manager. To prepare for this review, Applicants must complete and submit in ECAMS one NEPA Preliminary Environmental Study Form (Attachment 7) for each EV charging station in the application along with all other required application documents. If awarded under the solicitation, Awardees will have the opportunity to review and update this form before official submission to Caltrans for NEPA review. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.9. National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form (Attachment 7).
 
Additionally, Applicants must complete and submit in ECAMS one CEQA Worksheet (Attachment 6) for each EV charging station within their application. The worksheet(s) will help Applicants and CEC to determine CEQA compliance obligations by identifying which projects may require more extensive CEQA review and it will be used to help evaluate the Project Readiness evaluation criterion in this solicitation. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.8. CEQA Worksheet (Attachment 6).

Q26. 	The solicitation explicitly lists a letter of intent (LOI) as acceptable site control documentation. For scoring purposes under Technical Evaluation Criterion 2, Project Readiness, does a signed LOI receive the same Project Readiness score as a fully executed long-term lease or easement, or does a more binding site control document score higher?

A26. 	The Project Readiness score is based on multiple factors including but not limited to the status of site control. See Solicitation Manual, Section IV.E.2. Project Readiness.

Q27. 	What level of site control documentation is required at the time of application (e.g., executed lease vs. letter of intent)?

A27. 	Applicants must provide documentation explaining lease arrangements, ownership, or access rights for each proposed site. Documentation may include but not be limited to: a lease, site host agreement, memorandum of understanding, letter of intent, or property deed. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.6. Letters of Commitment (Attachment 4).

Q28. 	Does receiving a passing score on the electrical capacity element of Technical Evaluation Criterion 2, Project Readiness, require a full interconnection study or utility-approved engineering design, or is a preliminary written confirmation of available capacity from the utility sufficient at the time of application?

A28. 	A full interconnection study or utility-approved engineering design is not required at the time of application to receive a passing score for Project Readiness. The Project Readiness score is based on multiple factors including but not limited to the availability of electrical capacity at the charging stations within the application. At minimum, Applicants should complete Utility Verification Form (Attachment 8) for each proposed charging station within the application. See Solicitation Manual, Section IV.E.2. Project Readiness.

Q29. 	For a proposed station in PG&E territory, is a printout from PG&E's Integration Capacity Analysis (ICA) map showing available kW capacity at the site address sufficient to satisfy Attachment 8? Or does PG&E need to provide a formal written confirmation such as a Will Serve letter, a Preliminary Engineering Study, or a signed service request? Specifically, what level of utility confirmation is considered sufficient for a competitive Project Readiness score — hosting-capacity screening only, utility pre-application results, or utility correspondence confirming likely service configuration and upgrade scope?

A29. 	Applicants proposing charging station(s) in PG&E’s territory can complete the utility assessment independently using self-verification or with utility-provided assistance. If using the self-verification method, Applicants should use PG&E’s Grid Resource Integration Portal, found at https://grip.pge.com/, to verify the available capacity and submit screenshots of the results. For more detailed instructions, please see the instructions in Utility Verification Form (Attachment 8). Among other factors, the Project Readiness score will be based on the extent to which there is available electrical capacity enabling timely station electrification, supported by a completed Utility Verification Form (Attachment 8) for each proposed EV charging station. Applicants only need to complete the Utility Verification Form; a separate letter from the utility is not required unless the applicant wants to optionally include it as a Letter of Commitment.

Q30. 	For a proposed station in Silicon Valley Power (SVP) territory (a publicly owned municipal utility), will SVP's equivalent written capacity confirmation — such as a Will Serve letter or service feasibility letter — satisfy Attachment 8 in place of IOU-specific documentation?

A30. 	Applicants proposing charging station(s) in Silicon Valley Power’s territory should contact the contacts listed in Table 5 of Utility Verification Form (Attachment 8). These contacts will be able to provide Applicants with the information required to complete Table 3 of Utility Verification Form (Attachment 8). Applicants only need to complete the Utility Verification Form; a separate letter from the utility is not required unless the applicant wants to optionally include it as a Letter of Commitment.

Q31. 	Can the site plans be compiled into one pdf as well, like the Utility Verification Form?

A31. 	Yes, Applicants may combine the Preliminary Site Plans (Attachment 5) into one PDF or upload multiple files. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.7. Preliminary Site Plan (Attachment 5).

Q32. 	Will the CEC accept a conditional letter of commitment from a lender that is contingent upon the applicant receiving a GFO-25-603 award as sufficient documentation of match funding availability for scoring under Technical Evaluation Criterion 4, Project Budget and Finances? The applicant is a newly formed LLC with no prior operating history.

A32. 	Yes, such a letter of commitment is sufficient. Please note that CEC-funded equipment or assets may not be used as collateral for the loan. 

Q33. 	I am getting an error message when I open the link for the Pilot National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form. How do I access the Pilot NEPA PES Form? 

A33. 	Applicants should download the form. If you see a “please wait” message when trying to first access the document, you do not need to wait to initiate the download. Once downloaded, locate the file in the “Downloads” folder (or wherever it was saved) and open it using Adobe Acrobat or another locally installed PDF program. Do not try to open the file via a web browser as you will likely continue to see the “please wait” message.

Eligible Project Costs, Match Share, and Reimbursement

Q34. 	Can NEVI be stacked with other incentive/rebate programs?

A34. 	Generally, electric utility programs or tariff rules that cover utility upgrade costs needed at a project site can be used to reduce utility upgrade costs. Since recipients do not need to seek reimbursement for or provide match share to cover these costs, they should be excluded from the project budget. Utility-provided electrical upgrades and funding provided through a utility program, tariff, or other ratepayer funding, are not allowable items of cost. In other words, utility-provided electrical upgrades and funding are not reimbursable costs and may not be counted as match, but this does not prohibit the recipient from using such funding to cover project costs – these costs will just be excluded from the CEC project budget. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.D.5. Utility Provided Upgrades and Funding.

Other sources of CEC funding may not be claimed as match share or used to cover project costs. This includes block grants funded by the CEC such as CALeVIP. Other sources of Federal funding may not be claimed as match share, unless specifically allowed by law to be used as non-Federal match. Funding from other state (non-CEC), regional, or local public agencies generally can be used as match as long as it does not violate any of the stated restrictions in Solicitation Manual, Section II.B. Project Requirements and Section II.C.4. Match Funding Restrictions.

Q35. 	Can funding from PG&E programs (e.g., EV Fleet Program, EV Fast Charge Program, or other make-ready infrastructure programs) be used as part of the required 20% match for this solicitation?

A35. 	No, utility-provided electrical upgrades and funding are not reimbursable costs and may not be counted as match. However, this does not prohibit the recipient from using such funding to cover project costs as long as these costs are excluded from the CEC project budget. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.D.5. Utility Provided Upgrades and Funding. 

Q36. 	May applicants use PG&E Rule 29 or similar electric utility service upgrade programs as part of the nonfederal match or in combination with NEVI funding, provided all program requirements are met and costs are not double counted?

A36. 	Generally, electric utility programs or tariff rules that cover utility upgrade costs needed at a project site can be used to reduce utility upgrade costs. Utility-provided electrical upgrades and funding are not reimbursable costs and may not be counted as match, but this does not prohibit the recipient from using such funding to cover project costs. Since recipients do not need to seek reimbursement for or provide match share to cover these costs, these costs should be excluded from the project budget. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.D.5. Utility Provided Upgrades and Funding.

Q37. 	If PG&E provides funding for utility-side or make-ready infrastructure, will that contribution:
· Count toward the applicant’s required match, or
· Be treated as a reduction in total eligible project cost?

A37. 	Utility-provided electrical upgrades and funding would result in a reduction in the total eligible project cost. Since recipients do not need to, and may not, seek reimbursement for or provide match share to cover these costs, the costs should be excluded from the project budget. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.D.5. Utility Provided Upgrades and Funding.

Q38. 	If utility investments (e.g., transformer, service upgrades) are funded and owned by PG&E, how should those costs be reflected in the project budget and match calculation?

A38. 	Costs covered by the utility should not be included in the project budget since recipients do not need to seek reimbursement for or provide match share to cover them. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.D.5. Utility Provided Upgrades and Funding.

Q39. 	The solicitation lists transformers, conduit, wiring, meters, and installation as eligible costs, but separately excludes distribution grid or equipment costs covered by utility programs or tariff rules. If an applicant pays a transformer upgrade or service extension fee directly to the utility as a required out-of-pocket connection cost — with no utility subsidy, no tariff program coverage, and no ratepayer funding — is that cost eligible for CEC reimbursement or as match share?

A39. 	Utility electrical upgrade costs such as transformers, electric panels, conduit, wiring, meters that are billed to the applicant or subrecipient(s), and which fall under eligible project cost categories as specified in Solicitation Manual Section II.B.15., and which have not nor will be paid for through a utility program, tariff, or other ratepayer funding, may be eligible costs for reimbursement or match funds. Distribution grid or other equipment costs that are otherwise covered by programs or tariff rules of the electric utilities are not eligible for reimbursement or match funds (Solicitation Manual Sections II.B.15. and II.D.5.).

Q40. 	To what extent are “behind-the-meter” electrical upgrades eligible versus utility-side upgrades?

A40. 	Please see the answer to the previous question.

Q41. 	If a municipal utility requires a Contribution in Aid of Construction (CIAC) fee for a transformer upgrade or service extension necessary for the charging station, is the full CIAC amount an allowable and reimbursable project cost under GFO-25-603? May the applicant's portion of that CIAC fee count toward the mandatory 20% match share?

A41. 	Please see the answer to question Q39.

Q42. 	Is the $8 million cap meaning that the total project amount can be $10 million with the matching funds being $2 million? Or is the project total $8 million and we would do the matching funds of 20% of that amount? Can part of that matching funds be used for purchasing additional land that is attached to the project location?

A42. 	There is not an $8 million award or project cap for this solicitation. The applicant award cap for this solicitation is 35 percent of the total funds available ($79,000,000) under the solicitation. See Solicitation Manual, Section I.G. Applicant Award Cap.
The total match share required for this solicitation is exactly 20% of the total allowable project cost. Applicants should not include match share that is less than or greater than 20% of the total allowable project cost. For example, a project with a total allowable project cost of $5 million must have a budget with exactly $4 million in reimbursable share and $1 million in match share. 
Land acquisition or lease costs are not eligible to be claimed as costs for CEC reimbursement or match share. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.15. Eligible Project Costs.

Q43. 	If awarded, may the awardee request reimbursement as costs are incurred, or must requests be tied to specific milestones or fixed time windows (for example, within 30 days)?

A43. 	Awardees may submit invoices monthly or quarterly as eligible costs are incurred. Payments are not tied to specific milestones, but the Commission Agreement Manager (CAM) will confirm that all deliverables that should have been provided according to the Schedule of Products and Due Dates (Attachment 2) have been received before paying the invoice. CEC reimbursable expenditures should be spent concurrently with match share expenditures. 

It is the CEC’s policy to retain 10 percent of any payment request until the end of the project. After the project is complete, the Recipient must submit a completed payment request form requesting release of the retention. The CAM will review the project file and, when satisfied that the terms of the Agreement have been fulfilled, will authorize release of the retention. For more information, see NEVI Standard Terms and Conditions, Section 17. Payment of Funds, at https://www.energy.ca.gov/media/11964.

Q44. 	Does GFO-25-603 provide milestone-based reimbursements during the construction phase — for example, upon hardware delivery, completion of civil work, or energization — or is CEC reimbursement made only upon full project completion and commissioning? This is material to cash flow planning for small applicants managing construction bridge financing.

A44. 	Progress payments are allowed. Please see the answer to the previous question.

Q45. 	Are there any limits on the frequency of reimbursement requests during the project term?

A45. 	Awardees may submit invoices no more frequently than once a month or quarter as eligible costs are incurred. 

Q46. 	Once a reimbursement request is submitted, what is the typical timeline for receiving payment?

A46. 	For properly submitted, undisputed invoices, payment will be issued by the State Controller’s Office within 45 calendar days from the date the CEC received the invoice. 

Q47. 	Can lease payments count toward the 20% match?

A47. 	No, lease costs may not count toward the 20% match because they are not eligible project costs. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.15. Eligible Project Costs.

Q48. 	Are any operational costs (e.g., maintenance, networking, customer support) eligible for reimbursement, or is funding limited strictly to capital expenditures?

A48. 	Costs for maintenance performed during the agreement term, or any maintenance or service level agreement purchased during the agreement term for up to five (5) years of operations, are eligible. Costs for networking licenses for up to five (5) years of operations that are purchased during the agreement term are also eligible. For more information regarding eligible project costs, see Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.15. Eligible Project Costs.

Q49. 	Are any financing costs — including bridge loan interest, construction-period interest, loan origination fees, or lender legal fees — allowable as either reimbursable project costs or match share under GFO-25-603, or are they entirely outside the total allowable project cost?

A49. 	No, costs to obtain match funding commitments, including financing costs such as bridge loan interest, construction-period interest, loan origination fees, or lender legal fees, are not eligible project costs. As such, they are not eligible for reimbursement or to count as match share. For more information regarding eligible projects, see Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.15. Eligible Project Costs.

Q50. 	Can costs associated with site upgrades (e.g., trenching, panel upgrades, curb/gutter modifications, ADA improvements) be fully reimbursable if they are necessary to support EV charging infrastructure?

A50. 	Yes, costs for panel upgrades and installation-related costs, such as trenching or conducting curb/gutter modifications and ADA improvements may be reimbursable if they are necessary to support the EV charging infrastructure deployed through the project. Applicants are encouraged to split all eligible projects costs between 80% reimbursable and 20% match share. For more information regarding eligible projects, see Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.15. Eligible Project Costs

Q51. 	Does Tesla's per-kWh service fee qualify as an eligible networking/maintenance cost, or must it be a fixed-dollar agreement?

A51. 	The CEC is not familiar with what the referenced service fee covers. Therefore, the CEC cannot confirm whether it is an eligible project cost without additional information regarding what it covers. 

The Budget must reflect estimates for actual costs to be incurred during the approved term of the agreement. The CEC can only approve and reimburse for actual eligible costs that are properly documented in accordance with the grant agreement terms and conditions. Therefore, to include this cost in the budget, an Applicant would need to develop a reasonable estimate of the actual costs the Applicant expects to incur during the agreement. 

Q52. 	Are costs associated with battery storage or solar considered eligible if they support reliability and cost reduction for EV charging?

A52. 	Yes, costs for on-site, renewable distributed energy resource equipment such as solar arrays or stationary battery energy storage systems that are directly related to the charging of EVs are an eligible project cost. Please note that onsite renewable distributed energy resources should only be considered for inclusion in projects if they will lead to lower costs to consumers, greater EV charging station reliability, and if they do not substantially increase the timeline for completing an EV charging station project. Any such systems must be interconnected to the charging system and must be separately metered from the site host's regular business meter. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.15. Eligible Project Costs.

Q53. 	Can match funding combine cash (IBank loan) and in-kind contributions (labor, equipment value)?

A53. 	Yes, match share funding may be in the form of cash and in-kind contributions such as donated labor hours and equipment. Applications must include a minimum 50 percent cash match share. For more information regarding match share requirements, see Solicitation Manual, Section II.C. Match Funding Requirements.

Q54. 	What is the difference between cash match and in-kind funding? How do you demonstrate that you have cash match funding available?

A54. 	Cash match means the net of any funds actually expended by the Applicant for the project. Net means after any sort of discount or rebate is applied. Expenditures for Applicant’s compensated labor hours, including allowable fringe benefit and overhead rates, travel, materials, supplies, equipment, subrecipient costs, and other miscellaneous expenditures may be claimed as cash match if the expenditures are included in the approved agreement budget, paid in full with funding sources other than CEC funds, including block grants funded by the CEC, and supported with appropriate documentation, including proof of payment.

In-kind match share contributions are: 1) non-cash contributions provided by the Applicant; 2) cash or non-cash contributions provided by subrecipients; and 3) cash or non-cash contributions provided by other third parties. Applicant in-kind match share can be in the form of volunteer labor, existing equipment, existing supplies, and services provided by a third-party or subcontract. The value of in-kind match is based on the fair market value of the goods and services provided at the time it is claimed as match. In-kind match share must be included in the agreement budget and supported with appropriate documentation.

	In the application, any match share contributors (including the Applicant and/or a third-party) must identify the intended amount of match that will be committed to the project, the funding source(s), including whether the match is cash or in-kind, and state that the match share contributor will provide the identified match funding. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.6. Letters of Commitment (Attachment 4).

For more information regarding match share requirements, see Solicitation Manual, Section II.C. Match Funding Requirements.

Q55.	For the Cost Evaluation phase: is Cost-per-CCS-Port calculated strictly based on the number of funded CCS Type 1 ports, regardless of whether the site also includes optional SAE J3400 connectors or higher shared cabinet capacity that exceeds the minimum specification?

A55. 	Yes, during the Cost Evaluation, proposed projects will be ranked in ascending order based on the Cost-per-CCS-Port. This phase of the evaluation is solely based on the number of CCS Type 1 ports. See Solicitation Manual, Section IV.A.7 Cost Evaluation. 

However, under the Project Budget and Finances evaluation criterion (Solicitation Manual Section IV.E.), applications will also be evaluated on the degree to which the total grant funding requested per total kW of EV charging capacity proposed is minimized.

Project Eligibility
Q56. 	Can a privately owned commercial site be considered eligible under Solicitation 6 provided that all NEVI public access, operational, and technical requirements are met?

A56. 	Privately owned commercial sites are eligible under this solicitation provided they meet all the requirements of this solicitation. This includes, but is not limited to, meeting the requirement that the site must be within one mile, as a car drives by the shortest route, of an Alternative Fuel Corridor’s (AFC) nearest offramp or intersection where a vehicle can exit the corridor. For more information about eligible project locations, see Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.2. Project Location.

Q57. 	If a project site is under escrow, would that be considered acceptable site control at the time of application?

A57. 	Yes, as long as the Applicant provides documentation explaining the lease arrangements, ownership, or access rights for each proposed site. Documentation may include but not be limited to: a lease, site host agreement, memorandum of understanding, letter of intent, or property deed. See Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.6. Letters of Commitment (Attachment 4).

Q58. If we have a possible project location that is located approximately 1.2 miles from an AFC, could this location still be considered for this solicitation? 

A58. 	Each proposed EV charging station must be within one mile, as a car drives by the shortest route, of an AFC’s nearest offramp or intersection where a vehicle can exit the corridor. A location that is greater than 1.0 mile from the nearest AFC offramp or intersection where a vehicle can exit the corridor is ineligible. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.2. Project Location. 

Q59. 	Can the CEC confirm that the one‑mile Alternative Fuel Corridor requirement is based on the shortest legal driving route, and whether a specific mapping methodology is preferred for documentation?

A59. 	The distance is measured as a car would drive from the end of the exit ramp. In other words, where the ramp intersects or merges with the adjoining road to the proposed EV charging station location. Whichever exit or ramp is nearest the station may be used. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.2. Project Location.

The CEC’s NEVI funding program map at https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/135c0da4b70f4717b4664ad2e427d2bc is a tool for identifying the Alternative Fuel Corridors eligible under this solicitation (NEVI 6, GFO-25-603). To verify if an EV charging station site meets the distance requirement of being within one mile, use a distance measuring tool. No specific tool or methodology is preferred for the documentation. Applicants should include a screenshot from the tool used that shows the distance calculated for each charging station in the applicable section of the Project Narrative Form (Attachment 1).

Q60. 	For sites located near designated Alternative Fuel Corridors, how is the “within 1 mile” requirement evaluated (e.g., driving distance vs. straight-line distance)?

A60. 	Driving distance is the way to measure the distance. Straight line or linear distance is not part of the distance evaluation. 

Q61. 	Do proposed sites within one application have to be a certain distance apart within a corridor?

A61. 	No, proposed charging stations within one application do not have to be a certain distance apart from each other within a corridor. For more information about eligible project locations, see Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.2. Project Location.

Q62. 	If a site is partially in a flood zone but chargers are placed in the Zone X portion, is the site eligible?

A62. 	If a charging station is located or partially located within a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA), additional review, studies, and work may be needed to clear NEPA. If the chargers are placed outside of the SFHA, the project may require less additional review, but this is not guaranteed without review of the fully completed NEPA Preliminary Environmental Study Form (Attachment 7) for the charging station.

Q63. 	Is there an approved manufacturer list for the Level 3 chargers. If not, can we assume that any manufacturer can be used?

A63. 	No, the CEC does not have such a list. Applicants may select any manufacturer or equipment so long as the selection meets the requirements of the solicitation. To inform the selection, Applicants should review Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.5. Charging Equipment and Networking Requirements and Section II.B.9. Build America, Buy America.

Q64. 	If a non-NEVI-funded charger already exists at a property, can a new NEVI-funded station be proposed at the same site?

A64. 	The presence of existing chargers at a site proposed for new charger deployment under this solicitation is allowable. However, proposed EV charging stations must not be sited at an existing or planned NEVI station from NEVI funding rounds 1-3. For more information about eligible project locations, see Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.2. Project Location.

The location of any existing charging ports at a proposed EV charging station site should be shown in the preliminary site plan as indicated in Solicitation Manual, Section III.E.7. Preliminary Site Plan (Attachment 5).

Q65. 	For stations deployed through Tesla's Supercharger for Business program, does Tesla's network management platform satisfy the open network requirements of GFO-25-603, including OCPI 2.2.1 interoperability and quarterly EV-ChART data submissions to FHWA? Has Tesla Supercharger for Business hardware been accepted in any prior CEC NEVI solicitation award?

A65. 	The CEC cannot confirm whether Tesla’s network meets the requirements of the solicitation on behalf of Tesla. Please consult Tesla to confirm their network meets the applicable requirements. 

Q66. 	Is the Tesla Supercharger network compliant with the OCPP 2.0.1 requirement, or must Tesla implement a separate OCPP layer?

A66. 	The CEC cannot confirm whether Tesla’s network is compliant with the OCPP 2.0.1. requirements of this solicitation on behalf of Tesla. Please consult Tesla to confirm their network meets the applicable requirements. 

Q67. 	Has the Tesla V4 Supercharger received California Type Evaluation Program (CTEP) or National Type Evaluation Program (NTEP) certification? If not yet, will CEC accept a manufacturer commitment letter?

A67. 	The CEC cannot confirm whether particular electric vehicle supply equipment (EVSE) such as Tesla’s V4 Supercharger has received CTEP or NTEP certification. Please consult the EVSE manufacturer to confirm CTEP or NTEP certification, or use the CTEP Certificates of Approval Database Search at https://www.cdfa.ca.gov/dms/ctep.html, or the NTEP Certificates of Conformance Database Search at https://www.ncwm.com/ntep-certificates. Type approval through either CTEP or NTEP is needed for EVSE installed for commercial use before costs for the EVSE are incurred. Applicants may submit any relevant documentation, including a manufacturer commitment letter, to explain certification status. 

Q68. 	Are DCFCs with SAE J3400/NACS connectors eligible?

A68. 	Yes, so long as each port also has a permanently attached CCS Type 1 connector. Any DCFC with only a SAE J3400/NACS connector is ineligible for funding under this solicitation. See Solicitation Manual, Section II.B.4. Number of Charging Ports.

Q69. 	For a proposed station in a retail center parking lot where on-site circulation is shared with an adjacent restaurant drive-through or similar retail traffic, does that shared circulation affect site eligibility or scoring under GFO-25-603, provided EV stalls are directly accessible, clearly marked, well-lit, and unobstructed during normal operations?

A69. 	In the example provided in the question, the site’s eligibility will not be impacted. Under the EV Charging Station Siting and Equipment evaluation criterion, applications will be evaluated on the degree to which each proposed EV charging station location will be easily accessible and visible from the AFC. Applicants should clearly show the travel path (ingress/egress) from the charging station in the Preliminary Site Plan (Attachment 5).

Q70. 	Under the Expected Project Benefits criterion, how is community proximity scored for a retail plaza site that is directly adjacent to a high-density multifamily residential complex on a separate parcel? Does adjacency to a multifamily building qualify for scoring recognition, or must the proposed station be on the same parcel? Does the station serving nearby multifamily residents who lack access to home charging receive additional consideration?

A70. 	Under the Expected Project Benefits criterion, among other factors, applications will be evaluated on the degree to which the EV charger deployment will benefit EV drivers and accelerate EV adoption. As such, the multifamily building does not need to be on the same parcel to be factored into the Expected Project Benefits criterion score. Applicants should describe the proximity to the multifamily building in the applicable section of the Project Narrative Form (Attachment 1).

Q73. 	Is the applicant or Tesla considered the station "operator" under the Supercharger for Business model?

A73. 	The CEC cannot confirm which party is considered the charging station operator in the specific case mentioned. Please refer to the definition to make that determination based on the structure of your partnership. 

As defined in the Solicitation Manual, “charging station operator” refers to the entity that owns the chargers and supporting equipment and facilities at one or more charging stations. Although this entity may delegate responsibility for certain aspects of charging station operation and maintenance to subrecipients or vendors, this entity retains responsibility for operation and maintenance of chargers and supporting equipment and facilities. In some cases, the charging station operator and the charging network provider are the same entity. See Solicitation Manual, Section V.A. Definition of Key Words.

Q74. 	Can medium to heavy duty chargers also be included if DCFC chargers are also being installed at the same location?

A74. 	No, this solicitation is solely focused on light-duty charging infrastructure supporting light-duty EV travel along major corridors in California. 

Q75. 	Are Investor-Owned Utilities (IOU)s able to partner on NEVI projects?

A75. 	IOUs are not typically considered part of the formal project team. However, IOUs are still expected to provide the services they normally would for these types of installations, including reviewing station plans, supporting utility planning, and completing any required utility upgrades. As long as they are not the prime applicant, IOUs can be named project partners if they will be providing support in addition to their regular services. 

Miscellaneous
Q76. 	How frequently are NEVI funding opportunities or grant rounds announced?

A76. 	There is no set cadence for how frequently California’s solicitations for the NEVI Formula Program are announced or released.

Interested parties are encouraged to join the CEC subscription list located on the CEC Federal EV Infrastructure Programs webpage at https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/federal-ev-infrastructure-programs to receive notification of future public announcements related to NEVI solicitations.

Q77. 	Can you explain the main differences between NEVI 3 and NEVI 6, other than due dates? 

A77. 	California’s NEVI Program – Solicitation 3 (GFO-25-602) required Applicants to propose charging stations along specific portions of AFCs. For California’s NEVI Program – Solicitation 6 (GFO-25-603), Applicants can propose charging stations along any portion of an AFC, except for sites that have existing or planned NEVI stations from NEVI funding rounds 1-3. Additionally, Solicitation 6 (GFO-25-603) places greater emphasis on requiring Applicants to demonstrate support from the communities surrounding the proposed charging stations. Under the Expected Project Benefits evaluation criterion (Solicitation Manual Section IV.E.), applications will be evaluated on the degree to which there is support from the surrounding communities for the proposed charging stations. 

Q78. 	Can the CEC confirm whether awards under the NEVI grant program for private businesses are determined through a lottery-based process, or whether applications are evaluated using a scored or competitive review methodology? Additionally, does the CEC anticipate multiple recurring funding opportunities for private applicants under NEVI, or is this expected to be a one-time solicitation? if yes, how often will they be available?

A78. 	All awards under California’s NEVI Program are determined through a competitive, scored evaluation process (see Solicitation Manual Section IV.E. for the technical evaluation criteria). The CEC has offered multiple NEVI solicitations. Interested parties are encouraged to join the CEC subscription list located on the CEC Federal EV Infrastructure Programs webpage at https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/federal-ev-infrastructure-programs to receive notification of future public announcements related to NEVI solicitations.

Q79. 	If my application is not funded, will feedback be provided explaining why the project did not meet requirements? Additionally, would I be eligible to resubmit in a future funding round, or would unfunded applications be automatically considered in the next NEVI grant cycle?

A79. 	Applicants that are not proposed for funding may request a debriefing after the release of the Notice of Proposed Awards (NOPA) by e-mailing the Commission Agreement Officer listed in Part I of the Solicitation Manual. A request for debriefing should be received no later than 15 calendar days after the NOPA is released. See Solicitation Manual, Section IV.C. – Debriefings.

Applicants that are not proposed for funding under this solicitation may apply for future funding solicitations offered by the CEC, permitted they meet the requirements of the solicitation.

Applications submitted through this solicitation are only considered for funding under this solicitation. To be considered for any other solicitations, Applicants must submit separate applications to each individual solicitation. 

Q80. 	If my application is not selected for California’s Medium- and Heavy-Duty NEVI solicitation (GFO-25-604 or GFO-25-606) due to limited or unavailable funds, would my project be considered for the Light-Duty solicitation (GFO-25-603)? If so, would a new application be required?

A80. 	Applications submitted under any of the CEC’s solicitations are only considered for funding under the respective solicitation. Requirements may vary by solicitation. To be considered for any other active CEC solicitations, Applicants must submit separate applications to each individual solicitation. If an Applicant is not proposed for funding under either California’s NEVI Program – Solicitation 4 or California’s NEVI Program – Solicitation 5, Applicants will need to submit a new application to the CEC to be considered for this solicitation (GFO-25-603). 

Q81. 	For first‑time applicants, are there any common errors, omissions, or issues that frequently result in applications being deemed non‑responsive or receiving lower scores, which the CEC would recommend applicants pay particular attention to avoiding?

A81. 	Applicants are encouraged to ensure they are fully responding to all of the Project Narrative questions in Attachment 1 (Project Narrative Form) and that responses address the evaluation criteria. 

It is also recommended that Applicants paying careful attention to the minimum scores required. A minimum score of 70 percent is required for the application to be eligible for funding. Each application must additionally receive a minimum score of 70 percent on both Technical Evaluation Criterion 2, Project Readiness, and Technical Evaluation Criterion 4, Project Budget and Finances, to be eligible for funding. See Solicitation Manual, Section IV.E. Technical Evaluation.

Additionally, Applicants must ensure that all of the required attachments are submitted. Carefully review the table in Solicitation Manual, Section III.E. Application Content for a list of the required attachments and the number of attachments required per application. Applicants are only required to submit certain application attachments, such as the Project Narrative (Attachment 1), once per application. Other attachments, such as the Schedule of Products and Due Dates (Attachment 2) and Proposal Budget (Attachment 3), must be provided separately for each charging station within the application.

Q82. 	If available, are there any data, summaries, or high-level insights from prior NEVI or similar EV infrastructure grant programs that can be shared, particularly with respect to:
· The distribution of awards among small versus large for‑profit businesses
· Participation and success rates of women‑owned and/or minority‑owned businesses
· Key learnings or best practices from previous funding rounds that could help applicants strengthen their submissions

A82. 	The Notice of Proposed Awards from previous NEVI funding rounds may be reviewed for more information about the projects proposed for award:
· GFO-23-601 - California’s NEVI Solicitation 1 Notice of Proposed Awards
· GFO-24-606 - California’s NEVI Solicitation 2 Notice of Proposed Awards

For information about best practices and recommendations to ensure that your application is complete, please see the answer to the previous question.

Q83. 	Are funds allowed to be reallocated between Heavy-Duty and Medium-Duty categories, or must funding remain strictly within each NEVI-designated category?
		
A83. 	This solicitation is solely focused on supporting light-duty EV travel along major corridors in California. 
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