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[May 29, 2026] June 26, 2026

Added/changed language appears in bold underline, and deleted language appears in [strikethrough] and within square brackets. 
 
This Questions and Answers (Q&A) document supersedes the version published on May 29, 2026. All information contained herein reflects the most current guidance and should be referenced in place of any prior versions. 

The following answers are based on California Energy Commission (CEC) staff’s interpretation of the questions received. 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.

Extensions

Q1.	Is it possible to delay the solicitation deadline by 2 weeks to a month?

A1.	Addendum 1 to this solicitation extended the deadline to submit applications to July 20, 2026. 
Uptime and Availability

Q2.	Can the CEC clarify how it expects applicants to demonstrate a credible path to achieving and sustaining 95% uptime at funded stations? Specifically, should applicants describe the processes, systems, organization, and resources they will use to meet that requirement?

A2.	Yes, Applicants should describe how they expect to achieve a 95 percent uptime at funded stations. This can include the processes, systems, organization, and resources they will use to meet the requirement.

Q3.	On page 23 of the solicitation manual, there is a reliability requirement specified. It says "applicants shall commit to achieving 95% uptime at each HRS." What we suggest is changing that language to say "reliability target," because when you look at station uptime data, stations do go down for various reasons, and it can be challenging to maintain 95% uptime. Perhaps it could be a target?

A3.	This solicitation requires that applicants commit to achieving a 95% uptime to ensure equipment remains online and available for drivers. This requirement is for each eligible hydrogen refueling station awarded under this solicitation.

Q4.	Please clarify how the 95% quarterly uptime requirement is calculated for stations with multiple refueling positions. If one dispenser or refueling position is unavailable while the rest of the station remains operational, is downtime calculated station-wide, per dispenser/refueling position, or weighted by lost capacity? The solicitation defines uptime using total hours the station is available over total possible hours of operation, while the Scope of Work requires operations and reliability reporting for each eligible station, but neither source clearly explains partial station outages.
A4.	Quarterly uptime is calculated as a quarterly average percentage and defined as (the total hours the station is available over the quarter divided by the total possible hours of operation over the quarter) X 100. This is calculated station-wide and does not account for partial station outages.

Delivery Trailers

Q5.	For stations that are using a drop and swap trailer supply mode. Are the trailer purchases eligible to receive grant funds?

A5.	No, trailer purchases are not eligible to receive grant funding.

Q6.	Is funding under the TNO category eligible to support necessary retrofits to hydrogen delivery trailers? We understand this was not the original intent of the solicitation as it was released before the supply disruption, yet this issue is now the reason why many stations are currently TNO across the network.

A6.	Hydrogen fuel delivery trailer safety upgrades are eligible under the TNO category. Please see Section II.B.1. of Addendum 2 for more information about eligible project requirements. 

Q7.	Some station operators were able to find quick and temporary work arounds to address trailer issues. This was never intended to be a long-term solution. If these stations are shown as operational on SOSS today, could they still be eligible for funding given that they too need the same trailer fixes?
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A7.	Stations that are not currently classified as temporarily non-operational (TNO) do not meet the eligibility criteria for projects to re-open TNO stations that would otherwise not return to open-retail status. See Section II.B.1. In the example provided in the question, the stations would not be eligible for funding.


Operation and Maintenance (O&M)

Q8.	Can the CEC clarify whether eligible Operations & Maintenance (O&M) costs are limited to conventional field maintenance, repairs, and service visits, or whether they may also include broader activities designed to improve safety, uptime, and efficiency? For example, O&M platform capabilities provided by a third party together with onsite technicians, such as HSE management, station performance monitoring, reliability analytics, failure root-cause analysis, spare-parts strategy, resilient hydrogen sourcing, vendor management, and equipment-vendor continuous improvement.

A8.	The eligible O&M costs are limited to conventional field maintenance, repairs, and service visits. They may not include any broader activities to improve safety, uptime, and efficiency. Please see Section II.D. Eligible Project Costs in the Solicitation Manual.

Q9.	How is O&M factored into the total budget? Is O&M its own piece with its own funding and match?

A9.	Applicants may request O&M funding only when it is requested in addition to funding for a station project that falls under an eligible category (new infrastructure, reopening TNO stations, or supplementing GFO-19-602 stations). The Applicant will provide one Budget (Attachment 5) that includes costs for the eligible project category, O&M costs (if requested), and the required 25% match share. O&M funding awarded under this solicitation will not be available to reimburse eligible expenditures until after the hydrogen refueling station becomes operational.

Q10.	Please provide additional detail on allowable O&M uses – such as hydrogen supply costs during ramp-up or reliability stabilization – and whether longer-term O&M support can be tied to projects addressing systemic reliability issues.

A10.	Eligible project costs for O&M include equipment maintenance for the term of the agreement, hydrogen supply (deliveries), and the cost of electricity/power. 

Cost Evaluation

Q11.	Does every station get a separate score or is it the project/application on the whole? So applicants could get half of what they applied for, for example?

A11.	Applications will be given one technical evaluation score and one cost evaluation score. Each project will be evaluated based on the total Cost per Refueling Position and total Cost per kg of Capacity. 

For example, if an Applicant proposes to build two new stations for $6 million with one station having 2 fueling positions with 800 kg/day capacity and the other station having 4 fueling positions with 1,600 kg/day capacity, the project would be scored based on 6 fueling positions and 2,400 kg/day capacity.

Please see Section I.E. How Award is Determined, Section I.G. Minimum and Maximum Award Amounts, and Section IV. Evaluation Process and Criteria of the Solicitation Manual for more information.

Q12.	Please clarify the exact formula for “Cost per kg of Capacity”.
A12.	Cost per kg of Capacity is calculated by dividing the total CEC dollars requested by the total mass of hydrogen in kg that can be dispensed by the station in a 24-hour period.

Q13.	For cost scoring, please define “station capacity”. Should applicants calculate capacity from dispenser capacity, compressor capacity, storage capacity, daily deliverable fuel under SAE fueling protocols, on-site production capacity, or another guaranteed kg/day value?
A13.	Station capacity is defined as the mass of hydrogen in kg that can be dispensed by the station in a 24-hour period.

Q14.	If a single application includes multiple new station sites, will cost per refueling position and cost per kg of capacity be calculated separately by site or aggregated across the full application? The solicitation says new stations will be scored based on the proposed number of fueling positions “at the site,” but it also allows applications to include a single project type or a combination of project types, and the workshop example shows individual station-level scoring rather than a multi-site application method.
A14.	Cost per refueling position and cost per kg of capacity will be aggregated across all eligible sites in the application.
Q15.	Are multiple station projects scored individually or as a single applicant-wide scope?
A15.	Multiple station projects will be scored as a single applicant-wide scope.
Minimum Technical Requirements

Q16.	If a single dispenser has two nozzles capable of dispensing at both 350-bar and 700-bar, but can only serve one vehicle at a time, does that configuration count as one refueling position or two refueling positions for purposes of scoring and award calculations?

A16.	In this example, this would be considered a single refueling position. 

Q17.	For private public transit agency station, what defines open retail? Upon commissioning and acceptance? Specifically regarding O&M.

A17.	Private public transit agency stations must be declared operational in order to receive awarded O&M funding. A private public transit agency station is considered operational when it is fueling transit buses that are in service.

Q18.	What is the minimum flow rate per dispensing position?

A18.	The stations are required to fuel according to the fueling protocols listed in Section II. C. Minimum Technical Requirements of the solicitation manual.

Q19.	Public transit agency stations do not have point of sale (POS) systems, that's understood?

A19.	Yes, it is understood that public transit agency stations do not have POS systems. A POS system is only required if selling fuel to the public.

Q20.	When do supply and backup agreements need to be executed? In certain stations, station procurement and fuel supply procurement are sometimes bifurcated, as opposed to a combined supply agreement. If vehicles are on order and coming and the station is on a schedule to be built, it is critical those vehicles will be fueled.

A20.	Supply and backup agreements must be executed prior to the station becoming Open Retail/Operational. 

Q21.	Is a hydrogen supply agreement and backup supply agreement required if on-site production is planned?

A21.	A supply agreement is not required if the on-site production is expected to meet the expected demand for the station. If the demand is expected to exceed the supply of the on-site production, then supply agreements are required.

Q22.	Does the CEC consider modular hydrogen infrastructure where hydrogen infrastructure are in a container that can be relocated or expanded over time eligible under this solicitation?
A22.	Yes, modular hydrogen infrastructure is an eligible project cost if the proposed project meets all requirements under this solicitation.

Q23.	Please clarify the interpretation of simultaneous refueling. Does this mean physically concurrent dispensing from multiple fueling positions or does it require simultaneous fueling performance at maximum flow rates for all dispensers concurrently?
A23.	Each hydrogen fueling position must have a physical location in which a fuel cell electric vehicle (FCEV) can fuel from a hose simultaneously with other vehicles fueling from other hoses or dispensers. Each fueling position shall not be shared with another dispenser of any fuel type, such that an FCEV would have to wait to fuel if the other dispenser’s fueling position were occupied. Each fueling position must also conform to the fueling protocol(s) required for the type of vehicles that will use the station.

Q24.	The minimum technical requirements reference a hydrogen supply and delivery agreement and a second backup supply agreement. What minimum volume, duration, response capability, source type, and execution milestone must the backup agreement satisfy? The source language requires a production plant with available capacity and a second supply agreement as backup, but it does not define whether the backup must cover full station demand, partial demand, emergency operations, a minimum number of days, or a specific time-to-deliver requirement.
A24.	The supply agreements, if necessary, must satisfy the expected demand of the station.

Q25.	Please clarify which retail/public-access technical requirements apply to Private or Shared Access medium-duty and heavy-duty (MDHD) stations that do not sell fuel to the general public, including California Department of Food and Agriculture, Division of Measurement Standards / California Type Evaluation Program / National Type Evaluation Program approval, county weights-and-measures testing, POS/card payment requirements, Station Operational Status System (SOSS) reporting, public signage, and user-training/access restrictions. The solicitation defines Public, Private, and Shared Access separately, but the minimum technical requirements include several retail or public-access items, and the Station Checklist uses “if applicable,” creating uncertainty about which requirements are mandatory for Private or Shared Access stations.
A25.	Private or Shared Access MDHD stations that do not sell fuel to the general public will be required to dispense hydrogen that meets SAE International J2719, conforms to fueling protocol requirements for the vehicles that will be utilized at the station, conform to ANSI/CSA HGV 4.9, conform to SAE International J2600, have a hydrogen fuel supply and delivery agreement as well as a backup agreement, have a guard or cover installed over the emergency shutdown system switch, conform to NFPA 2, conform with the California Building Code, an energized utility connection, and all state and local permits. These are minimum technical requirements that these stations must meet.

Temporarily Non-Operational (TNO) stations

Q26.	We noticed that TNO is not defined in the solicitation manual and could be interpreted in many different ways. Could you please define TNO in the solicitation manual?

A26.	TNO stations are hydrogen refueling stations that have been offline for a period of 30 days or more due to mechanical or supply issues. Please see Section II.B.1.ii. in Addendum 2 for the definition of TNO.

Q27.	If TNO stations are brought online within the next few weeks, would they no longer be eligible for funding?

A27.	In this example, if a TNO station re-opened within the next few weeks, it would not meet the eligible project requirement for re-opening TNO stations that would otherwise not return to open-retail status. See Section II.B.1.ii. of the Solicitation Manual. 

Infrastructure Accessibility Requirements

Q28.	We noticed that for this grant opportunity, Public Access requirements apply to all public entity Applicants, except if the Applicant is a transit agency and the proposed project is solely for refueling transit buses. If our proposed project would install infrastructure to be used solely for refueling hydrogen fuel cell trains, would the same public access exception apply?
A28.	Funding cannot be used to solely fuel trains, but train refueling can be combined with MDHD on-road vehicle refueling applications. If the Applicant is a transit agency, the public access exception would apply. 

Q29.	For Shared Access MDHD projects, what documentation is sufficient to demonstrate support from at least two fleets and maximize FCEV deployment—signed Letters of Intent (LOIs), Memorandums of Understanding (MOUs), fuel purchase agreements, route plans, vehicle purchase orders, or fleet certifications? Is there any minimum vehicle count or kg/day commitment for Shared Access scoring? The solicitation requires at least two supported fleets and says Shared and Public Access projects are scored on maximizing vehicle deployment and market growth, but does not specify the evidence threshold or minimum commitment level for Shared Access.
A29.	The Applicant must demonstrate that at least two fleets are supported by the Shared Access infrastructure. This may be demonstrated through signed LOIs, MOUs, fuel purchase agreements, route plans, vehicle purchase orders, or fleet certifications. Shared infrastructure projects are not required to meet the vehicle deployment requirements; however, applications will be scored on the degree to which proposed projects maximize vehicle deployment and market growth.
Q30.	For a privately owned project located on city-owned land, if the hydrogen station is primarily designed to serve committed heavy-duty fleet customers, but also allows other qualified commercial fleet customers to access the station through account registration, fleet card, or contract-based access, should the project be classified as Shared Access or Public Access?
A30.	This is an example of Shared Access infrastructure because it is available to more than one fleet, but not open to the public.
Q31.	For a heavy-duty hydrogen station, does “Public Access” require that any member of the public, including light-duty passenger vehicle users, be able to refuel without a prior agreement? Or can a station be considered Public Access if it is available during normal operating hours to all qualified medium- and heavy-duty fleet users, subject to safety requirements, account setup, vehicle compatibility, and operational protocols?
A31.	A medium- and heavy-duty (MDHD) Public Access hydrogen station must be open and accessible to the general public without restriction. Examples for MDHD Public Access hydrogen stations include truck stops, and locations along major freight corridors or a mix of overnight and opportunity (en-route, fast filling). Public Access for MDHD may allow reservation systems so that operators are confident that a hydrogen refueling position will be available when they arrive. MDHD stations are not required to be open to LD passenger vehicles.
Q32.	If the Applicant is a private entity, but the project site is owned by a city and the city provides land access support, letters of support, utility coordination, or permitting assistance, will the project be treated as a private applicant project, or as infrastructure supporting a public entity for purposes of Public Access requirements?
A32.	If the infrastructure is supporting the fleets of California public entities, then the Applicant must propose infrastructure with at least 25% of the hydrogen refueling positions available as Public Access during normal operating hours.
Q33.	If a privately developed station may serve public agency fleets, such as transit, municipal, port, or public works vehicles, in addition to private commercial fleets, would the 25% Public Access requirement apply? If yes, how should the 25% be calculated when the station has only two fueling positions?
A33.	If the project will support the fleets of California public entities, at least 25% of the hydrogen refueling positions must be available as Public Access during normal operating hours. Since there are only two fueling positions in this example, one must be available as Public Access during normal operating hours.
Q34.	For Private Access projects, what specific form of documentation will satisfy the vehicle commitment requirement at the time of application? Would signed letters of intent, memoranda of understanding, fleet commitment letters, or conditional purchase commitments be acceptable, or does CEC require executed vehicle purchase orders at the time of application?
A34.	Executed vehicle purchase orders are not required at the time of application. For Private Access infrastructure projects, Applicants must provide a Letter of Intent to Place a Purchase Order (Attachment 13) with their application. The letter(s) should reflect plans to place a purchase order within three months of grant agreement execution. The letter must specify the type(s) and number(s) of fuel cell electric vehicles (FCEVs) to be procured and justify the need for the proposed infrastructure. 
Applicants who already own FCEVs or have recently placed a purchase order for FCEVs that will use the proposed infrastructure must submit a letter stating the type(s) and number(s) of FCEVs and explain the need for the new infrastructure instead of a Letter of Intent to Place a Purchase Order. 
Q35.	If a private Applicant develops infrastructure that supports a public-sector fleet partner but retains ownership and operational control of the station, would the project still be subject to the solicitation’s minimum public-access requirements applicable to public entities?
A35.	If the infrastructure is only supporting the fleet of a California public entity, then it would be subject to the Public Access requirements applicable to public entities. If the infrastructure supports the fleet of a California public entity and a private fleet, then it would be subject to the solicitation’s Shared Access requirements.

Vehicle Deployment Requirements

Q36.	Can you please confirm whether transit agency private access projects may have a single dispenser and less than five MDHD FCEVs per dispenser?

A36.	Transit agencies proposing a Private Access infrastructure project are excluded from the vehicle deployment requirements. All Applicants proposing new infrastructure shall apply for a minimum of two new fueling positions per station. 

Q37.	For Private Access medium- and heavy-duty projects, if the proposed infrastructure is intentionally oversized to support fleet growth beyond the initially committed vehicles, what will be the commitment requirement? Do we still need 5 FCEVs per fueling position even though these positions are for future expansion?
A37.	Yes. If proposing a Private Access infrastructure project, the medium- and heavy-duty (MDHD) fleet(s) being supported must commit to at least 5 fuel cell electric vehicles (FCEVs) per hydrogen refueling position proposed for CEC funding. For projects proposing new hydrogen refueling infrastructure, a minimum of two (2) refueling positions per station is required. This would equate to a minimum of ten (10) MDHD FCEVs.
Q38.	Please confirm whether a Private Access applicant may submit Attachment 13, “Letter of Intent to Place a Purchase Order,” with the application, and then provide actual purchase orders within three months after CEC agreement execution, rather than at the time of application submission.
A38.	Applicants of Private Access infrastructure projects that are proposing to purchase new fuel cell electric vehicles (FCEVs) must submit a Letter of Intent to Place a Purchase Order (Attachment 13) with their application. The letter(s) should reflect plans to place a purchase order within three months of grant agreement execution. The letter must specify the type(s) and number(s) of FCEVs to be procured and justify the need for the proposed infrastructure. The actual purchase order is not required at the time of application submission.
Q39.	For a Shared Access project serving multiple medium- and heavy-duty fleets, what types of customer or fleet documentation does CEC recommend to demonstrate strong vehicle deployment and market growth potential? Would letters of support, fleet utilization forecasts, hydrogen demand estimates, preliminary customer agreements, or non-binding fleet commitments be sufficient for scoring purposes?
A39.	To demonstrate "shared access", Applicants may include Letters of Support (Attachment 9) and/or Letters of Commitment (Attachment 8) from the fleet(s) that will utilize the refueling infrastructure. Applicants must determine how to best demonstrate that the proposed project will maximize fuel cell electric vehicle deployment and maximize market growth.
Q40.	If a station isn't located in a DAC area, but it serves vehicles that operate in a DAC, does that count as a benefit to the DAC? Does the station have to be in the DAC or just serving the DAC/have vehicles that go through that area?

A40.	The Applicant can state that a station is located in a DAC or explain how the station will directly benefit or serve residents of a DAC in their application. Applicants must also complete and submit Attachment 16, Evaluation Criteria for Priority Populations.

Q41.	Please provide clearer guidance or additional flexibility on how projects can demonstrate benefits to priority populations.

A41.	Applicants can demonstrate a benefit to priority populations by showing how the project addresses the list of common needs for priority populations listed in Attachment 16, Evaluation Criteria for Priority Populations which include public health needs, economic needs, or environmental needs. More detail is listed in Attachment 16. 

Minimum/Maximum Award Amounts

Q42.	Please clarify the maximum award amount per station. If a station is built with four fueling positions at a cost of $10 million, is the applicant eligible to receive $7.5 million from CEC, matched with $2.5 million in cost share?

A42.	Projects proposing new infrastructure must apply for a minimum of two (2) fueling positions per station and are eligible for an additional $1 million per additional fueling position. In the example provided in the question, the new station is eligible for $1 million per fueling position. Since the station proposes four fueling positions, the applicant would be eligible to receive up to $4 million. This means that the applicant would need $6 million in Match to complete the project if the total project cost is $10 million.

Application Format, Required Documents, and Delivery

Q43.	The solicitation requires letters of commitment to identify the source, amount, and availability of match funds. What level of financial documentation does CEC require to substantiate availability? Is a signed letter of commitment from an authorized representative sufficient, or does CEC require supporting financial documentation such as bank statements, a credit facility commitment, or investor verification at the time of application?

A43.	Any match share contributors (including the Applicant and/or a third-party) must provide a letter of commitment (Attachment 8) that identifies the intended amount of match that will be committed to the project, the funding source(s), and state that the match share contributor will provide the identified match funding. 

Q44.	Can we submit previous letters of support and letters of commitment from previous grant applications for this one? 

A44.	No.						

Q45.	With respect to budget, are you expecting specific equipment to be identified in the budget? Or just the type of equipment?

A45.	Applications can identify the type of equipment in the Budget.
Q46.	For a project located on city-owned land, what type of site control documentation is required at the time of application? If the long-term lease agreement is still under review by the City Attorney’s Office, would a city-issued land use letter of intent, License Agreement, Exclusive Negotiation Agreement, City Council-approved MOU, or written confirmation from the city be sufficient for project readiness scoring at the application stage?
A46.	Yes. 
Q47.	For a city-owned project site, must the site control document submitted with the application already cover the full six-year operating period? Or may the applicant submit evidence showing that the city and the applicant are negotiating a lease or license agreement that will cover at least the required six-year operating period before CEC agreement execution?
A47.	If the current site control agreement for the proposed project location is valid for less than the required six years, the Applicant must commit to operating that station until the current site control agreement ends and make a good faith effort to extend the site control agreement to continue operation for the full six years. If an Applicant does not meet its full commitment under the grant terms, then the CEC may seek repayment of grant funds. Applicants must submit a commitment letter as described in Section III.D. Application Content, to confirm their commitment to operate the proposed refueling infrastructure included in the application per the applicable Minimum Technical Requirements and explain any site control agreement limitations.
Q48.	If the city is the landowner and/or CEQA lead agency, and CEQA review is expected to move forward after site control documentation is finalized, what level of CEQA documentation or schedule is required at the time of application? Would a written CEQA pathway, estimated timeline, and correspondence with the city planning department be sufficient? Please also confirm whether CEQA compliance must be completed within six months after the Notice of Proposed Award, and whether delays caused by the city’s internal land lease, planning, or environmental review process could affect the proposed award.
A48.	If CEQA compliance has not been obtained, applications must include a schedule to complete CEQA activities for the proposed project, as well as discuss the results of communications or in-person meetings with the Lead Agency. Projects recommended for funding must complete the CEQA process within 6 months of the release date of the NOPA. The CEC reserves the right to cancel proposed awards that do not meet this CEQA compliance deadline and recommend funding for the next, highest-scoring passing proposal submitted under this solicitation.
Renewable Hydrogen

Q49.	You mentioned the Renewable Hydrogen Production Equipment is not eligible for Reimbursement. Our Proposal will include onsite Electrolysis for storage and pump dispensing.  Will that integral part of our Stations not be eligible?

A49.	Renewable hydrogen production equipment is not eligible for reimbursement but may be included as an Applicant’s match share.

Q50.	Are hydrogen electrolyzers, fuel cells, and solar equipment reimbursable under this grant? This equipment is integrated into our system. Will it qualify for reimbursement instead of matching funds. If not, how would we separate that part? It is like saying that when buying a car, the engine is not included in the price.

A50.	If the renewable hydrogen production equipment is integrated into the system, and the cost cannot be separated out, then it can be claimed as a reimbursable expense.

Q51.	How does CEC provide incentives in the funding or scoring to the applicants to use 100% green hydrogen.   
A51.	See Section IV.E.4. of the Solicitation Manual. Among other evaluation criterion, applications will be evaluated on the degree to which the proposed project reduces carbon intensity relative to the relevant fossil fuel baseline as measured in gCO2e/MJ, cost effectively reduces total greenhouse gas emissions, provides air quality benefits, and substantiates the use of renewable hydrogen.

Q52.	Is hydrogen produced via ethanol reforming (i.e., an ethanol-to-hydrogen pathway) considered an eligible source of hydrogen for dispensing at refueling stations funded under HIPO? If yes, are there specific requirements regarding the ethanol feedstock (e.g., renewable/bio-based origin, carbon intensity thresholds, lifecycle GHG accounting methodology, or certification under LCFS or another standard) that the project would need to meet?

A52.	The hydrogen refueling station(s) funded under this solicitation must dispense renewable hydrogen to comply with the requirements specified in the California Air Resources Board’s Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS) regulation. Please review the following to determine if the renewable fuel described is qualifying: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2020-07/2020_lcfs_fro_oal-approved_unofficial_06302020.pdf, of CCR Title 17, Division 3, Chapter 1, Subchapter 10, Article 4, Subarticle 7, Sections:
o	§95481(a) “Definitions - Renewable Hydrogen” and 
o	§95486.2(a)(4)(F) “Hydrogen Refueling Infrastructure (HRI) Pathways – Requirements to Generate HRI Credits.”

Once the station becomes operational, Recipients shall report on hydrogen dispensed using the Renewable Hydrogen Report (Attachment 15). This form must be completed on a semiannual basis, including but not limited to information about feedstock used and if the renewable content is directly used in the fuel or indirectly used via the book-and-claim process of the LCFS.

Fund Stacking

Q52.	Would receiving EnergIIZE incentive funding disqualify us from this grant?

A52.	A project that receives incentive funding from another CEC grant funding opportunity (GFO) or block grant incentive project (for example, EnergIIZE) is not eligible for this GFO, with the exceptions of reopening TNO stations funded through CEC GFOs or applicants seeking additional funding for GFO-19-602 awarded stations.

Q53.	From a funds stacking perspective, it was clear you can't stack existing funds except for TNO. What about previous CEC funding, like for O&M for Riverside, San Ramon, others that are long past, would those stations be ineligible?
A53.	If a station previously received CEC funding from a solicitation other than GFO-19-602 and requests funding under GFO-25-607, the station must be improved with at least two new fueling positions in addition to what was completed during the previous solicitation. However, stations that received O&M funding through previous solicitations (for example, GFO-23-604) are not eligible for additional O&M funding.

Q54.	Will stations that previously received CEC funding, including through GFO-23-604 (IMPROVE for H2), remain eligible under this solicitation?
A54.	Stations that previously received CEC funding under GFO-23-604 are not eligible under this solicitation unless the station is adding at least two new fueling positions.

Q55.	We submitted an application for a hydrogen station under GFO-24-612, which closed in March. Is it possible to also apply for GFO-25-607 in parallel? Alternatively, if our application for GFO-24-612 is unsuccessful, can we then apply for GFO-25-607?

A55.	Yes, applicants may apply for both solicitations. However, a project that receives incentive funding from another CEC grant funding opportunity (GFO) or block grant incentive project is not eligible for this GFO, with the exceptions of reopening TNO stations funded through CEC GFOs or applicants seeking additional funding for GFO-19-602 awarded stations. If proposed for award under both solicitations for the same project, only one award would be eligible to proceed.

Match Funding

Q56.	Please consider reducing match funding requirements or acceptance of in-kind contributions.
A56.	The total match share required for this solicitation is 25%. The match share requirement may be met with cash or in-kind contributions provided by the Applicant/Recipient, subrecipients, or other parties that will be used in performance of the proposed project. 

Q57.	Does the O&M portion of funding require match funding, or is it handled separately from capital expenditure?
A57.	The O&M portion of the funding will require Match. The total Match funding requirement for this solicitation is 25%. O&M activities are only eligible if they are in addition to an eligible project as described in Section II.B.1. of the Solicitation Manual. 

Eligible Costs

Q58.	Would a project that requests funding to retrofit a station with advanced telemetry to better quantify boil off losses be eligible for funding under this solicitation? If this is a new add-on would it be eligible?

A58.	If an Applicant proposes to add a minimum of two new fueling positions to an existing hydrogen refueling station, retrofits to existing equipment may be eligible as Match funding.

Q59.	It is explicit what is an eligible cost, but I noticed gaseous storage, electrical equipment, etc. are not listed. So while it is somewhat all-encompassing, some major pieces are not there. Was this purposeful or could we extend to include more at the stations?

A59.	Please see Addendum 2 for updates to the Solicitation Manual, including Section II.D. Eligible Project Costs.

Q60.	Are components such as hydrogen storage, thermal management, electrical systems, etc. eligible costs?
A60.	Yes. Please see Addendum 2 for updates to the Solicitation Manual, including Section II.D. Eligible Project Costs.
Q61.	Please confirm whether onsite electrolytic hydrogen production equipment, electrolyzers, water treatment systems, compression interface equipment, land lease costs, permitting fees, engineering design, project management, legal costs related to site control, insurance, security fencing, signage, and community outreach costs may be included as applicant match share, provided that these costs are necessary for the project and incurred during the eligible cost period.
A61.	Yes. Please refer to Section II.D. in the solicitation manual for eligible match costs.
Eligible Projects

Q62.	Which lane does expanding an existing station fall into?
A62.	Projects proposing to expand existing Open Retail stations must include a minimum of two (2) new fueling positions per station and will be considered under the “new hydrogen refueling infrastructure” category. 
Q63.	Can you please explain if there is a way to avoid being penalized for the future expansion reserve? The scoring rewards lowest cost per dispenser but at the same time says future expansion is important. May Applicants include future expansion capability (such as reserved electrical capacity, pad space, additional storage tie-ins, or scalable modular equipment architecture) within the proposed project but subtract the parts for future expansion for scoring purpose?  
A63.	No. Future expansion is outside the scope of this solicitation.
Q64.	Please consider requiring real-time operational data with the Station Operational Status System (SOSS).
A64.	The Hydrogen Fuel Cell Partnership is the appropriate entity to discuss transmitting real-time operational data to the Station Operational Status System.

Q65.	Please consider providing technical assistance, coordination support, or expedited review pathways for projects facing local permitting delays – particularly in Sacramento, San Francisco, San Diego, and Los Angeles, where AHJ timelines can significantly slow deployment.
A65.	Please contact Elsa Alves-Wright at the Governor’s Office of Business and Economic Development (GO-Biz) for support in local permitting via email at elsa.wright@gobiz.ca.gov. 
Q66.	Is expanded capacity considered a new station, including replacement of existing equipment?
A66.	Projects proposing to expand existing Open Retail stations must include a minimum of two (2) new fueling positions per station and will be considered under the “new hydrogen refueling infrastructure” category. Replacement of existing equipment is not eligible for reimbursement under this solicitation; however, it may be included as an Applicant’s match share.
Miscellaneous

Q67.	Will CEC announce awards under GFO 24-612 the week of May 18, as stipulated in the solicitation manual, in order to allow applicants who are unsuccessful to submit applications to GFO 25-607, which has a due date of June 12?

A67.	The application deadline for this solicitation (GFO-25-607) was extended to July 20, 2026 in Addendum 1. Applicants may apply for both solicitations. However, a project that receives incentive funding from another CEC grant funding opportunity (GFO) or block grant incentive project is not eligible for this GFO, with the exceptions of reopening TNO stations funded through CEC GFOs or applicants seeking additional funding for GFO-19-602 awarded stations. If proposed for award under both solicitations for the same project, only one award would be eligible to proceed.

Q68.	How does the CEC acknowledge any changes to a solicitation?

A68.	If the solicitation is amended, CEC will post an addendum on CEC’s solicitation information website at www.energy.ca.gov/funding-opportunities/solicitations. 

Q69. 	Do medium- and heavy-duty stations also have an emphasis on being located Santa Monica/West Los Angeles, San Francisco, Sacramento, and San Diego?

A69.	The emphasis on new hydrogen refueling infrastructure located in Santa Monica/West Los Angeles, San Francisco, Sacramento, and San Diego applies to light-duty stations.

Q70.	Can costs incurred after application submission but before full agreement execution count as match or reimbursable costs if they are necessary to secure long-lead equipment, utility queue position, site control, or permits? If not, can conditional purchase orders or refundable deposits be used without making later costs ineligible?
A70.	Costs incurred after application submission but before full agreement execution cannot count as reimbursable costs. Eligible match share expenditures are allowable under an agreement only if they are incurred after CEC notifies the Applicant that its project has been proposed for an award through the release of a Notice of Proposed Awards (NOPA). Match expenditures incurred after the release of a NOPA but prior to the execution of an agreement are made at the Applicant’s own risk. Reimbursable expenses can be incurred only after the agreement is executed. 
A cost is incurred once a legal obligation to pay has been created. The definition of costs incurred may be specific to the entity that is incurring the costs. If the entity operates on a cash basis, the cost incurred date is the date they pay for the product/service. However, if the entity operates on an accrual basis, the cost incurred date is the date the product or service was ordered and becomes a liability for the entity. 
Q71.	How should applicants document that supported vehicles will operate in California at least 51% of the time, especially for drayage or freight fleets that cross state lines or serve port/intermodal routes? Would route maps, dispatch records, telematics summaries, customer contracts, or fleet certifications be sufficient? The solicitation requires California operation at least 51% of the time and asks the Project Narrative to describe operations, average daily vehicle miles traveled (VMT), assumptions, calculations, and converted FCEV-VMT, but it does not specify what evidence proves the 51% California-operation requirement.
A71.	The Applicant must self-declare that the vehicles will operate in California at least 51% of the time. 
Q72.	If the Applicant establishes a special purpose vehicle (SPV) or project company for the proposed project, may the SPV serve as the applicant while relying on the parent company’s technical experience, financial capacity, project partners, and letters of commitment? Can capital contributions, equipment contributions, intercompany loans, or guarantees from a parent company or affiliate be counted as match funding for the SPV applicant? If yes, what documentation would CEC require to support this structure?
A72.	Yes. The parent company would need to provide a Letter of Commitment (Attachment 8) that identifies the intended amount of match that will be committed to the project, the funding source(s), and a statement of their commitment to providing the identified match funding. Letters of commitment from match share contributors must contain a telephone number and email address to allow CEC to contact the match share partner or representative to confirm their authority to commit matching funds to the proposed project.
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