Carbon Removal Innovation Support Program – CRISP 
GFO-24-303-Direct Air Capture Research, Demonstration, and Community Engagement 
November 22, 2024 
 
Carbon Removal Innovation Support Program – CRISP 
GFO-24-303-Direct Air Capture Research, Demonstration, and Community Engagement 
November 22, 2024 
 
Carbon Removal Innovation Support Program – CRISP
GFO-25-307-Direct Air Capture Pre-Commercial Demonstration & Community Engagement
July 02, 2026
 
Questions and Answers Document
Disclaimer: The following answers are based on the California Energy Commission (CEC) staff’s interpretation of the questions received during the pre-application workshops and those submitted in writing prior to the deadline of May 29, 2026. It is the Applicant’s responsibility to review the purpose of the solicitation and to determine whether their proposed project is eligible for funding by reviewing the Eligibility Requirements within the Solicitation Manual. The CEC cannot advise as to whether a particular project is eligible for funding because not all application details are known.  

Table of Contents
Project Research Goals, Performance Metrics, Requirements, and Baselines	2
Site Location and Community Benefits Requirements	11
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Requirements	13
Scope and Eligibility	15
Intellectual Properties	22
Potential Bonus Points	25
General/Administrative/Uncategorized	27






[bookmark: _Toc232159476]Project Research Goals, Performance Metrics, Requirements, and Baselines 
 
	Q1 
	(Page 9 / 49) In the Project Narrative bullet list, “g” – how complete do the lifecycle assessment (LCA) and techno-economic analysis (TEA) need to be for the ≥ 500 metric ton (MT)/year project?

	A1 
	Applicants are required to include a preliminary LCA and TEA as part of the application submission. 
Applicants must provide sufficient detail to demonstrate the technical and economic feasibility of the proposed Direct Air Capture (DAC) system at or above the ≥500 MT per year carbon dioxide (CO₂) removal capacity threshold. This includes, at a minimum:
· Clearly defined system boundaries, 
· Key assumptions and methodological approach, 
· Data sources used in the analysis, and 
· Preliminary results supporting project feasibility. 
The LCA and TEA are expected to be further refined and completed during the project term using operational data generated through project activities, in accordance with the Scope of Work and reporting requirements. Applications with more complete, project-specific analyses at the time of submission will be viewed favorably.
Please refer to Section I.C and Section II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q2 
	(Page 10/49) Technical Approach bulleted list, “h” similar question to above, it is requesting, “Provide a detailed description of TEA and LCA methodologies, including assumptions, boundaries, data sources, and plans for final analysis and business model development.” – How detailed does this need to be for the application, OR is this meant to be developed through the time of the grant? If the answer to #1 above is the TEA/LCA needs to be provided with the application, this would already be developed.

	A2 
	Please see the response to Q1 above.
At the time of application, a fully finalized LCA or TEA is not required. However, applicants are required to include a preliminary LCA and TEA in the application, including the proposed methodologies, assumptions, system boundaries, data sources, and preliminary results sufficient to demonstrate project feasibility. The application should also describe the planned approach for refining and completing the LCA and TEA during the project term using operational data generated through project activities.
Please refer to Section I.C and Section II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q3 
	(Page 10/49) Technical Approach bulleted list, “j” - requesting the Measurement, Reporting, and Verification (MRV) plan – does a full MRV plan need to be submitted with the application, or is this work completed/developed during the time of the grant period?

	A3 
	Applicants are required to include a preliminary MRV plan as part of the application submission that describes the overall approach, including:
· Methods for quantifying CO₂ removal from the DAC system, 
· Data collection and validation procedures, 
· Approach for ensuring data quality and traceability,
· Definition of system boundaries used for performance accounting, and
· Roles and activities of an independent third party responsible for verification.  
The MRV plan must also describe how the CO₂ management pathway (i.e., storage or utilization, as applicable) will be accounted for within the project’s carbon accounting and verification framework to ensure accurate quantification of net CO₂ removal.
A fully developed MRV plan, including detailed monitoring protocols, data quality assurance procedures, and final verification methodology, is expected to be completed during the project term.
Please refer to Section I.C and Section II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q4 
	The GFO mentions an energy consumption requirement of “combined electric and thermal energy less than or equal to 1,400 kWh per metric ton of CO2.” Could you please clarify whether this requirement applies only to the DAC process itself, or if downstream processes such as CO2 liquefaction and purification should also be included in the calculation? Additionally, if waste heat is utilized in the process, would that waste heat be counted toward the total energy consumption?

	A4 
	The energy consumption requirement of ≤1,400 kWh per MT of CO₂ applies to all energy inputs within the defined DAC system boundary, including energy used for air handling, CO₂ capture processes, and regeneration of capture media where applicable.
Energy associated with downstream processes such as compression, purification, and liquefaction is excluded unless those processes are explicitly included within the DAC system boundary defined in the application.
Any use of waste heat must be clearly defined within the system boundary and accounted for in the TEA and LCA. 
Defining and justifying the system boundary used to demonstrate compliance is the applicant's responsibility. All assumptions regarding energy inputs and system boundaries must be documented in the TEA, LCA, and MRV plan. 
Waste heat, where used within the DAC system, must be treated consistently with the system boundary definition and included in the energy accounting framework described above.
Please refer to Section I.C and Section II.B of the Solicitation Manual and Attachment 10. 

	Q5 
	We would also like to confirm the requirement stating, “Net CO2 removal capacity greater than or equal to 500 MT/year.” Does this refer to the amount of CO2 captured directly from the DAC system, regardless of any postprocessing losses from liquefaction or further purification?

	A5 
	The requirement for net CO₂ removal capacity of ≥500 MT per year refers to the quantity of CO₂ removed directly from ambient air by the DAC system.
Post‑capture processing losses (e.g., liquefaction, purification, or compression) do not affect the determination of DAC removal capacity, which is based solely on CO₂ captured from ambient air.
Please refer to Section I.C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q6 
	During the workshop, it was noted that DAC must be the primary performance driver for eligible projects… how should “primary performance driver” be interpreted?

	A6 
	The requirement that DAC must be the primary performance driver means that the proposed project must be fundamentally centered on the DAC system as the technology responsible for removing CO2 directly from ambient air.
The DAC system must constitute the core process evaluated under the solicitation’s performance metrics, including CO₂ removal capacity, energy consumption, and cost effectiveness, as defined in the Scope of Work and evaluation criteria.
This Grant Funding Opportunity (GFO) allows for integrated DAC systems that may include carbon utilization and/or mineralization processes as part of the overall project configuration. Integrated systems are eligible under the solicitation provided that the DAC system is the primary process responsible for atmospheric CO₂ removal and remains the central focus of the project scope, objectives, and performance evaluation.
Please refer to Section I.C and Section II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q7 
	This question relates to the definition of DAC. Our technology does not use a vacuum system; instead, it relies on natural airflow in combination with a material-based capture mechanism… Given this configuration, can you comment on whether a DAC system that uses natural airflow rather than a vacuum would be considered eligible under the solicitation?

	A7 
	Yes. DAC systems that rely on natural airflow are eligible under this GFO. 
There is a forthcoming addendum of the Solicitation Manual that revises the definition of DAC to be a technology that regenerates a capture medium in a closed loop and/or uses a mechanical or passive means of contacting ambient air with a capture medium to chemically or physically separate carbon dioxide directly from the outdoor or indoor ambient atmosphere without reliance on above-average carbon dioxide concentrations caused by nearby point sources of emissions. 
Applicants must clearly describe how ambient air is brought into contact with the capture medium and how CO₂ is separated and measured against the required performance metrics. 
Please refer to the definition of DAC in Sections I.B & C of the forthcoming addendum of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q8 
	The application specifies an energy consumption requirement… Could you clarify whether this requirement applies only to the DAC process…?

	A8 
	Please see the response to Q4. 

	Q9 
	Confirm the requirements stating net CO₂ removal capacity of ≥500 MT per year. Does this refer to the amount of CO₂ captured directly from the DAC system, regardless of any post processing losses…?

	A9 
	Please see the response to Q5. 

	Q10
	 I see a requirement to include storage as part of the MRV plan. How is storage a requirement of this grant? What if there are no viable storage options for the duration of the grant? Would utilization be another option?

	A10
	The MRV plan must include a defined CO₂ management pathway for captured CO2, which may include either storage or utilization. This requirement applies to all projects regardless of the selected pathway. Please see the responses to Q3 and Q4 as well. 
Storage (including geologic or engineered storage) and utilization pathways are both acceptable under this solicitation, provided that the selected approach includes clear measurement, reporting, and verification methods consistent with project performance requirements. If storage is not included in the proposed project, applicants must describe an alternative utilization pathway and explain how CO₂ accounting, tracking, and verification will be conducted within the MRV framework. The MRV plan must integrate the selected CO₂ management pathway into the project's carbon accounting framework. This integration should include clearly defined system boundaries and procedures for maintaining data quality, traceability, and verification of net CO₂ removal.
Applicants must note that storage and utilization activities, including related infrastructure, are not eligible for this CEC funding but can be supported through allowable match funding.
Please refer to Section I.C and Section II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q11
	 Is storage a requirement of this grant? Is utilization acceptable?

	A11
	Please see the response to Q 10. 

	Q12
	Regarding the 500 MT annual capture capacity: Can we propose to achieve this capacity after the completion of the project, by combining multiple modules?

	A12
	No. The requirement of at least 500 MT per year CO₂ removal capacity must be achieved by the end of the agreement term.
The capacity requirement applies to the operational system as defined in the project Scope of Work and must be demonstrated within the project period (ending by March 31, 2030).
Modularity and phased deployment approaches are permitted; however, all system components necessary to achieve the minimum required capacity must be installed, integrated, and operational within the agreement term. Capacity achieved after the end of the agreement period does not satisfy this requirement.
Please refer to Section I.C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q13
	Will CEC allow the interpretation that funds may go to a pilot project that pushes a technology toward meeting commercial scale metrics after 2030, instead of reaching those metrics within the grant term? Or must key performance metrics be met before the grant ends?

	A13
	No. All key performance metrics, including at least 500 MT per year CO₂ removal capacity, ≥ 1400 kWh per MT energy consumption, and ≤ $450 per MT CO₂ captured, must be achieved by the end of the agreement term (by March 31, 2030). In addition, the proposed project must meet the minimum TRL eligibility threshold (≥6) based on project-specific, verifiable evidence demonstrating system-level operation under relevant conditions, including subsystem performance contributions. The project must also demonstrate advancement by at least one TRL by the end of the agreement term.
Applicants may describe commercialization or scale-up pathways beyond the project term; however, eligibility and success under this solicitation are based on performance demonstrated within the award period.
Please refer to Section I.C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q14
	What are the consequences if an award project strives to meet, but ultimately fails to achieve, the extremely ambitious cost and energy requirements by the end of the project period?

	A14
	Project performance metrics under an executed agreement are governed by the terms and conditions of the grant agreement and the requirements of the Solicitation Manual. Grant recipients must aim to achieve the minimum required performance metrics, including CO2 removal capacity, energy intensity, and cost targets, within the agreement term (by March 31, 2030) as specified in the solicitation. 
Failure to meet required performance metrics within the agreement term may result in early termination of the project if the tasks in the Scope of Work cannot be completed as proposed, with lessons learned documented in a final report.
The CEC also reserves the right to consider agreement performance when evaluating, screening, or scoring future funding applications.
Please refer to Terms and Conditions (Sections 4, 8, 16, and 25) and Section IV.C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q15
	By the end of March 2030, the DAC system must reach the 500 MT annual capacity target, even without integration with storage/utilization—correct?

	A15
	Yes. The requirement of ≥500 MT per year CO₂ removal capacity must be achieved by the DAC project by the end of the agreement term (by March 31, 2030), regardless of whether CO₂ is subsequently stored or utilized.
The CO₂ management approach (storage or utilization) does not affect the determination of net CO₂ removal capacity, which is based solely on CO₂ captured directly from ambient air by the DAC system. However, captured CO₂ cannot be released back to the atmosphere, and applicants should describe a management pathway for captured CO₂, including storage, utilization, or other disposition, as applicable
Please refer to Section I. C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q16
	 Is the small pilot plant required to meet key performance metrics? Or can metrics be based on extrapolation to commercial scale?

	A16
	The key performance metrics must be demonstrated by the funded system itself, at the proposed project scale, by the end of the agreement term (by March 31, 2030). 
Metrics cannot be based on extrapolation to commercial scale. Extrapolation may support the projected pathway, but it cannot substitute for operational data from the deployed system, and reliance solely on published literature, generalized modeling, or external reports is not sufficient. Baselines must also be realistic and consistent with operation at TRL 6 or greater, with a credible plan to achieve the required cost, energy, and CO₂ removal metrics within the term.
Please refer to Section I. C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q17
	How is success defined given scale related cost limitations?

	A17
	Success under this solicitation is defined as the achievement of the required performance metrics by the DAC system within the project term ending by March 31, 2030. Please see the response to Q 13.   
Success is assessed based on whether the proposed project demonstrates achievement of these requirements within the project scope and schedule, supported by baseline performance data and TRL as described in Section I.C of the Solicitation Manual, rather than general or literature‑based assumptions. Applicants must also provide a clear, data‑supported roadmap showing how the proposed system can achieve the solicitation requirements within the project scope and schedule.
Please refer to Section I.C and Section IV.A of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q18
	How can we actually meet the $450 per MT capture cost target given the allowable funding amount and the 500 MT/year minimum plant size?

	A18
	The $450 per MT CO₂ capture cost target is one of the minimum required performance metrics and is evaluated as part of the application scoring criteria. Applicants are expected to demonstrate a credible approach for achieving this cost target within the project scope and schedule.
The solicitation establishes a minimum CO₂ removal capacity requirement of ≥500 MT per year and does not specify a maximum capacity limit. In addition, priority will be given to projects that begin at higher TRLs and with larger initial scale and/or those that can reasonably achieve greater technical and performance gains over the course of the project agreement.
Applicants must also demonstrate compliance with the funding structure and cost share requirements and ensure that the proposed project scale and budget are reasonable in relation to the stated objectives and performance requirements.
Please refer to Sections I.C and D of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q19
	 Is it feasible to meet the cost target within the March 31, 2030, deadline under these constraints?

	A19
	The feasibility of achieving the $450 per MT CO₂ capture target by March 31, 2030, is evaluated under the scoring criteria based on the overall strength of the proposed approach and its ability to meet the minimum required performance metrics within the agreement term.
Applicants must demonstrate that the proposed system, at the stated TRL, has a credible and technically supported pathway to achieving the required cost, energy, and CO₂ removal performance targets within the project schedule. This includes evidence from current system performance, clear scale-up assumptions, and a coherent approach to meeting the solicitation requirements within the award period, with evaluation considering whether the proposed technical approach, project timeline, and risk mitigation strategy collectively support achievement of these outcomes
Please refer to Section IV. A of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q20
	Clarification on key performance metrics: There are three: cost under $450/MT, energy requirement, and ≥500 MT/year capture. You also mentioned a minimum capture amount of 2.5 (million?). Could you clarify this requirement?

	A20
	The reference to “2.5” refers to the minimum funding request threshold under this solicitation, which is $2.5 million per project. In addition, eligible projects must comply with the minimum of 20% match funding requirement.
This funding threshold is distinct from the technical performance requirements, which include CO₂ removal capacity (≥500 MT per year), energy consumption (≤1,400 kWh per MT), and cost targets (≤$450 per MT CO₂ captured). These performance metrics are independent of the funding threshold and must be met regardless of project size.
 Please refer to Sections I.C and D of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q21
	Could you clarify if a technology that combines DAC with mineralization, as two interdependent steps of one integrated process, is eligible for this grant?

	A21
	Yes. Integrated systems that combine DAC with carbon utilization or mineralization processes are eligible, provided the DAC system remains the primary mechanism for atmospheric CO₂ removal and the project meets all applicable performance and system requirements.
CO₂ utilization pathways (e.g., mineralization or other beneficial use applications) may be included as CO₂ management approaches under the proposed system design, consistent with the system boundary and MRV requirements.
Note that utilization activities may not be funded with the CEC funds. If included in the project, these activities must be supported through allowable match funding.
All CO₂ management pathways must be clearly defined within the project system boundary and incorporated into the MRV framework.
Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q22
	 In terms of investing in the project, it’s very hard to separate what is the “DAC infrastructure” since the process is fully integrated… can CEC funding be used for the whole plant?

	A22
	CEC funding can be used for project costs related to the DAC system and necessary integration components that support DAC function. CEC funding cannot be used for the entire integrated plant.
For integrated systems that include both DAC and downstream processes, applicants must clearly identify, explain, and justify all costs proposed for CEC funding in both the Scope of Work and the budget narrative.
If integration components are included, they must not diminish the central role of the DAC system, which must remain the primary driver of project performance outcomes.
Projects are not eligible if they focus primarily on point‑source carbon capture rather than DAC, rely mainly on non‑DAC carbon removal pathways without incorporating a DAC mechanism, involve or provide any benefit to enhanced oil or gas recovery, or rely primarily on terrestrial sequestration without integrating DAC technology.
Please refer to Sections I.C, I.D, and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q23
	DAC at 500 MT per year requires huge airflows and power. Should the power required for this airflow be included in the 1,400 kWh/MT metric?

	A23
	Yes. The energy consumption associated with moving ambient air through the DAC system, including fans, blowers, and any active airflow induction systems, must be included in the total energy intensity calculation.
The 1,400 kWh per MT CO₂ limit applies to all energy inputs directly used to operate the DAC capture process, including energy required for air contactor operation, sorbent or solvent regeneration, and internal system circulation necessary for CO₂ capture.
All energy accounting must be clearly defined and justified in the application, including system boundary assumptions used in the calculation.
Please refer to Section I.C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q24
	Is the regeneration energy part of CEC’s goal of total energy required of not more than 1400 kWh/MT CO2?

	A24
	Please see the response to Q4. 

	Q25
	Waste heat driven regeneration to meet CEC requirements: would it qualify for CEC funding?

	A25
	Please see the response to Q4. 
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	Q26
	(Page 11/49) Is the Community Engagement, Outreach, and Education Plan required to be submitted with the application or developed over the term of the grant?

	A26 
	A Community Engagement, Outreach, and Education Plan must be included with the application. The plan must demonstrate meaningful community engagement throughout the project. 

Applicants are required to partner with an entity representing the host community, and the application must include a support letter from such entity.

Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B of the solicitation.

	Q27
	What is needed for the community engagement plan? Does it require identifying and engaging with storage-site communities, or only the DAC site community?

	A27
	The required plan must focus on the community where the DAC project site will be located. It may also include communities associated with downstream storage or utilization activities; however, that is not required. The plan should identify and characterize the DAC demonstration site community, nearby populations, and other potentially affected populations by describing demographics, socioeconomic context, and existing environmental burdens. Applicants should use the California Climate Investments Priority Populations Map, supplemented with CalEnviroScreen 4.0 where additional detail is needed.
The plan must provide a clear description of the DAC site community, anticipated project benefits and impacts, proposed outreach activities, engagement methods, and relevant environmental and public health considerations. Applicants should also describe any prior engagement, communication, or existing relationships with the local community and explain how those interactions inform the proposed engagement approach. These components should be integrated into a cohesive narrative demonstrating meaningful and proactive engagement with the community where the DAC system will be deployed.
Engagement with communities associated with CO2 storage or utilization is not required under this solicitation, as those activities are considered post‑capture components and fall outside the primary community engagement requirements.
Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q28
	Does an applicant need at least one finalized site, or is a plan to identify a site sufficient?

	A28
	Applicants must have an identified site for the DAC system by the time of application. Because projects must operate at TRL 6+ and meet performance metrics by March 31, 2030, the solicitation requires:
· Specific site details
· Relevant permitting assessment
· Infrastructure readiness
· CEQA pathway description

A “site identification plan” alone is not sufficient. Applicants must demonstrate secured site access through a signed commitment letter to pass the application screening.
Please refer to Sections I.C, II.B, and IV.E of the Solicitation Manual.
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	Q29
	 (Page 10/49) Technical Approach bulleted list, “i” — does the site proposed for the project have to already have CEQA approval/clearance at the time the grant application is submitted?

	A29 
	While all public agency approvals requiring a CEQA determination are not required at the time of application, the schedule after a project is selected for funding is demanding. Per the Key Activities Schedule, the Notice of Proposed Award is anticipated the week of August 31, 2026, and the Business Meeting is November 2026, for which agreement documents must be near final about a month before. 
The CEC must make CEQA findings for this agreement before the Business Meeting. Because CEC funds carry an encumbrance deadline of June 30, 2027, and environmental review can take many months, particularly where an Environmental Impact Report is required, applicants are strongly encouraged to be well advanced in compiling CEQA-related information to related to the proposed project. (see Section I.I). Failure to show credible compliance progress or permitting delays of several months may result in the Commission invoking its authority to cancel the award or proposal, per Solicitation Manual Section IV.C (Grounds to Reject or Cancel).
All applicants must complete the CEQA Compliance Form (Attachment 7), whether or not the activity is a "project" under CEQA. Note that the CEC is often a Responsible Agency, making its own findings based on a Lead Agency's documents. Because the CEC relies on the Lead Agency's review, applicants should engage that agency early.
The applicant must organize the application to expedite the CEC compliance with CEQA requirements. All CEQA-related information must be provided promptly to ensure the CEC can make CEQA recommendation at the Business Meeting. 
Applicants must submit a credible CEQA Pathway Plan showing environmental review by the CEC and other public agencies can be completed on schedule. This plan must outline the anticipated CEQA document type (e.g., exemption, Negative Declaration, Environmental Impact Report), lead agency, review milestones, schedule, and environmental compliance strategy. 
Please refer to Sections II.B. and IV.C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q30 
	(Page 17/49) CEQA Pathway Plan — is full CEQA clearance/approval required? Will preference be given to projects with full CEQA clearance / approval?

	A30 
	Please see response to Q29.
The Technical Approach criterion does include an evaluation of applications with demonstrated progress toward compliance with CEQA 
Please refer to Sections I.I, III.C.7, IV.A, and IV.C of the Solicitation Manual and Attachment 7. 

	Q31 
	Could you give an idea of how soon the total permitting process will take to deploy if once we make our application? How soon might we realistically be able to deploy?

	A31
	The solicitation manual does not establish a fixed timeline for permitting or deployment, as permitting duration is highly dependent on site-specific conditions, local jurisdictional requirements, CEQA review type, and the complexity of the proposed DAC system. The CEC is not responsible for issuing any permits as part of this solicitation.
Applicants must include a CEQA Pathway Plan demonstrating a credible plan and schedule for environmental review and required approvals that support the CEC's CEQA findings before the Business Meeting and completion of all solicitation requirements by the agreement end date (March 31, 2030).
This CEC fund has an encumbrance deadline of June 30, 2027. Funds cannot be encumbered until the award is approved at a CEC Business Meeting and the agreement is fully executed. Because agreement documents should be substantially finalized approximately one month before that meeting, permitting and environmental review activities should be sufficiently advanced to support that timeline, agreement execution, and encumbrance before the June 30, 2027 deadline.
Permitting timelines that are not well-defined, or that indicate significant delays incompatible with the project schedule, may be considered a project risk factor during evaluation under Section IV.A. In cases where permitting feasibility is not credible, the Commission may determine that the project is not suitable for award or may later cancel the agreement under Section IV.C (Grounds to Reject or Cancel).
Please refer to Sections I.I, IV.A, and IV.C of the Solicitation Manual.
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	Q32
	Can the project be built in phases?

	A32
	Yes. Phased project development is permitted; however, the proposed project must constitute a distinct, independent, and fully defined Scope of Work that satisfies all applicable eligibility requirements, performance metrics, and deliverables within the agreement term.
If a phased approach is proposed, applicants must clearly define the portion of work to be funded and demonstrate that it can be executed independently of any prior or future project phases. The application must also clearly describe how the proposed work builds upon or extends prior efforts without duplicating previously funded activities and ensures there is no overlap in tasks, budgets, or deliverables.
Future phases may be referenced for context; however, only activities included within the approved Scope of Work and agreement term are eligible for funding.
Please refer to Sections I.C and IV.E of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q33
	(Page 26/49) Does this mean that for applicants with current/past CEC grant DAC projects, the proposed new grant project can be related as long as progress is distinguishable?

	A33
	Yes. Applicants with current or prior CEC-funded DAC projects may submit applications under this solicitation, provided the proposed project constitutes a distinct, independent, and fully defined Scope of Work. The proposed project may build upon or extend prior CEC‑funded efforts; however, applicants must clearly demonstrate that there is no overlap in tasks, budgets, or deliverables, and that the new project can be executed independently while meeting all solicitation requirements and performance metrics within the agreement term.

Please refer to Sections I.C and IV.E of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q34
	Does receiving CEC funding for a prior demonstration phase affect eligibility with this solicitation?

	A34
	No. Prior receipt of CEC funding for DAC-related work does not affect eligibility under this solicitation. Applicants with previously funded CEC projects remain eligible to apply, provided the proposed project meets all solicitation requirements, including a distinct and fully defined Scope of Work that can be executed independently within the agreement term (see response to Question 33).

Please refer to Sections I.C and IV.E of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q35
	What is the distinction between "pre-commercial" and "commercial"? Are there any specific attributes used for determining which category a project falls under?

	A35
	The distinction between pre-commercial and commercial DAC projects is determined by technology maturity, demonstrated operational performance, and the degree of system integration and scale‑up validation. See US. Department of Energy’s Technology Readiness Assessment Guide for more information on determining technical maturity. [footnoteRef:1]  [1:  US. Department of Energy, Technology Readiness Assessment Guide (https://www2.lbl.gov/dir/assets/docs/TRL%20guide.pdf) ] 


Pre-commercial DAC projects must be at TRL ≥6 and demonstrate DAC system performance under relevant or real-world operating conditions to validate key metrics (e.g., energy use, capture efficiency, and net CO₂ removal), reduce technical and operational uncertainties, and support scale-up toward commercial viability.

In general, pre-commercial projects correspond to TRL 6–8, where systems are demonstrated in relevant or operationally representative environments and are progressing toward full system qualification.

In general, commercial DAC projects correspond to TRL ≥ 9, where the system has been demonstrated in actual operational use, and are further characterized by commercial attributes beyond the TRL scale, such as cost competitiveness, replicability, and deployment at scale.

Please refer to Sections I.B, I.C, and IV.E of the Solicitation Manual.


	Q36
	We currently operate a 100 to 200 ton scale system… can we propose multiple project sites or scale levels under one application? Or must we submit multiple applications?

	A36
	Applicants can propose multiple project sites, stages, or scales within a single cohesive application, as long as they are part of an integrated project. The application must detail how each component contributes to overall objectives and meets performance metrics within the agreement term. All activities should be included in the Scope of Work, schedule, budget, and deliverables, clearly identifying each component's role. Separate applications are needed only for distinct projects with separate scopes, budgets, or deliverables.
Please refer to Sections I.C and IV.E of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q37
	Not just the DAC system, but we have co benefits… Can we get co benefits accredited — the reduction of CO₂ from a co benefit of the DAC system — credited in our application?

	A37
	Only CO₂ removed directly from ambient air by the DAC system may be counted toward the DAC performance metrics and CO₂ removal requirements. 
Emissions reductions or CO₂ captured from other sources may be described in the application but may not be credited as DAC CO₂ removal.
Other co-benefits, such as co-products, process integration, or energy savings may also be described in the application and are evaluated primarily under the Impacts and Benefits criterion.
Please refer to Sections I. A, I.C, and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q38
	The question is regarding disposition of the CO₂ that we capture. Does it have to be geologic? Can we use other forms of use rather than disposal? Is use permitted by the grant?

	A38
	This GFO allows CO₂ storage or CO₂ utilization as acceptable CO₂ management pathways and does not require geologic storage as the only disposition option.
CO₂ storage and utilization activities, which are not considered eligible costs under the solicitation, may not be funded with CEC funds and must instead be supported through allowable non-CEC cost share (match funding), consistent with the solicitation’s cost share requirements.
Any proposed CO₂ management pathway must be fully described within the project’s system boundary and MRV framework and must comply with all applicable regulatory requirements.
Captured CO₂ may not be vented to the atmosphere under any circumstances.
The selected CO₂ management pathway must be feasible and implementable within the project term and must meet all CO₂ handling, tracking, and verification requirements under the MRV approach.
Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.


	Q39
	One of the co products when separating CO₂ from air is purified nitrogen… Is the ammonia (green fuel) creditable? Is hydrogen from oxygen creditable? Can these offset costs?

	A39
	No. Co-products such as ammonia, hydrogen, nitrogen, or other materials generated as part of system operations are not creditable toward the project's DAC performance metrics. Only CO₂ removed directly from ambient air by the DAC system counts toward the net CO₂ removal capacity (≥500 MT/year) and the other required metrics.

Co-product revenues cannot be offset against the capture-cost metric. The ≤$450/MT capture cost reflects the cost of the DAC system to remove CO₂ from ambient air, so co-product revenues do not factor into it and there is no revenue offset within the metric. 

Co-products may, however, be described in the application as part of the overall project concept, and their revenues may be reflected in the project's TEA, which evaluates overall project economics and the path to commercial viability. 

Please refer to Sections I.C and IV.A of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q40
	If an organization previously received CEC funding for an earlier phase of a DAC project, is a subsequent phase eligible under this GFO?

	A40
	Please see the responses to Q33 & 34. 

	Q41
	How strictly is “pre commercial” interpreted?

	A41
	Please see the response to Q35.

	Q42
	 If a project is approaching bankability but hasn’t achieved it, does it still qualify?

	A42
	Yes. A project may still qualify even if it has not yet achieved full bankability. The solicitation does not use bankability as an eligibility criterion. While bankability or financing readiness may be discussed as part of the project’s commercialization pathway or TEA, it is not required for eligibility.
Note that eligible projects must be California-based pre-commercial DAC systems at ≥TRL 6 with DAC as the primary CO₂ removal pathway; capable of meeting minimum cost, energy, and net removal requirements; and including MRV, community engagement, and full regulatory compliance.
Please refer to Sections I.C and IV.E of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q43
	Are first-of-a-kind projects at early commercial scale eligible, or is the GFO mainly for smaller pilot-scale demonstrations?

	A43
	Both pilot-scale and first-of-a-kind early commercial-scale DAC projects are eligible, provided they meet all applicable solicitation requirements. Priority will be given to projects that begin at higher TRLs and with larger initial scales. 
Eligibility is based on the ability of the proposed project to demonstrate and validate DAC performance under operational conditions at the proposed scale. Applicants must clearly define the TRL, system scope, and approach for achieving the required CO₂ removal, energy, and cost, and TRL requirements by the end of the agreement term.
Please refer to Section I.C of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q44
	If we have a small DAC module with no integration with storage yet, is that eligible?

	A44
	Modular DAC systems may be eligible, including a small DAC module, provided the proposed project is designed to meet all applicable solicitation requirements and performance metrics, including ≥500 MT per year CO₂ removal, within the agreement term ending by March 31, 2030.
Although the integration of post-capture CO₂ management is not required at the time of application, a CO₂ management plan must be defined and included within the project framework.
Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q45
	The solicitation excludes enhanced oil recovery as an end use. Does this signal a broader preference against applications involving energy industry partners?

	A45
	Assembly Bill (AB) 209 (Chapter 251, Statutes of 2022) established the CRISP program, which states that projects that benefit any petroleum or gas production, processing, or refining facilities are not eligible. 
The exclusion of enhanced oil and gas recovery and oil and gas operations applies to activities associated with fossil fuel extraction and use cases, including integration with oil and gas operations and point-source capture applications. These activities are not eligible under this solicitation.
This GFO allows integration of DAC systems with other CO2 removal pathways, industrial operations, and grid-responsive energy systems, if DAC remains the primary system responsible for project performance outcomes. Renewable energy, waste heat, and other low-carbon or zero-carbon energy sources are eligible for powering DAC systems and supporting grid flexibility, consistent with the requirements listed in the Solicitation Manual.
Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B. of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q46
	If we capture CO₂ but are forced to vent it due to economic barriers to storage or utilization, will this disqualify the project?

	A46
	Projects are required to include a defined CO₂ management pathway (storage or utilization) as part of the application and project Scope of Work, consistent with the ≥500 MT per year CO₂ removal requirement.
Captured CO₂ may not be vented to the atmosphere under any circumstances. CO₂ must be managed through an approved storage or utilization pathway within the project system boundary and MRV framework.
Projects that do not demonstrate a viable CO₂ management approach consistent with these requirements may be considered non-compliant with the solicitation requirements.
Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q47
	How does the evaluation team assess key performance metrics at TRL 6, when cost and energy consumption may currently be higher than the targets?

	A47
	Applicants are not required to meet the key performance metrics at the time of application. Application evaluation focuses on the credibility and strength of the proposed pathway to achieving the required CO₂ removal capacity, energy intensity, and cost targets by the end of the agreement term (by March 31, 2030). Reviewers consider supporting technical data, TEA, LCA, MRV approach, project schedule, and risk identification and mitigation strategies, with baselines that must be realistic and consistent with TRL 6 or higher operation.
Evaluation is based on Criteria 1–7, covering Technical Merit, Technical Approach, Impacts and Benefits, Team Qualifications, Budget and Cost-Effectiveness, CEC Funds Spent in California, and Ratio of Direct Labor to Indirect Costs. Each criterion is assigned a defined point value and evaluated using the Scoring Scale from Not Responsive to Exceptional, as described in the solicitation. Minimum passing scores are 52.50 points for Criteria 1–4 and 80.50 points for Criteria 1–7.
Please refer to Section IV.A of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q48
	How will reviewers judge whether these metrics can be met by the end of the project?

	A48
	Please see the response to Q47.

	Q49
	How does the proposal evaluation team look at the Key Performance Metrics?

	A49
	Please see the response to Q47.

	Q50
	The requirement asks for DAC to be the primary performance driver… can you validate that mineralization revenue does not make the project ineligible?

	A50
	No. Mineralization or other CO₂ utilization pathways do not, by themselves, affect eligibility under this solicitation.
Eligibility is determined by whether the proposed project advances DAC technology, with DAC as the primary process for atmospheric CO₂ removal and the central focus of the project scope.
Evaluation under Section IV.A of the Solicitation Manual focuses on the technical merit, feasibility, and performance pathway of the DAC system while recognizing that integrated utilization pathways may support cost reduction and commercialization potential.
Note, any CO₂ storage or utilization activities that are not eligible for CEC funding under the GFO must be supported through allowable match funding.
Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q51
	We are proposing a pre-commercial direct air capture demonstration facility in Bakersfield, California. The project deploys 5,100 engineered photobioreactors that remove CO₂ directly from ambient air. Captured carbon is subsequently converted into biochar for durable long-term sequestration. The carbon removal methodology has been independently validated and verified against ISO 14064-2 and ISO 14064-3 standards. 
Given that the system is an engineered platform designed to capture CO₂ directly from the atmosphere and permanently sequester the captured carbon, would the  CEC consider this technology eligible under the CRISP solicitation's DAC requirements?

	A51
	Eligibility is determined based on the requirements and criteria in the Solicitation Manual, including the DAC definition, eligibility requirements, and evaluation criteria.
As noted in the responses to Questions 6, 7 and 21, DAC systems must meet the definition of DAC as a technology that regenerates a capture medium in a closed loop and/or uses a mechanical or passive means of contacting ambient air with a capture medium to chemically or physically separate carbon dioxide directly from the outdoor or indoor ambient atmosphere without reliance on above-average carbon dioxide concentrations caused by nearby point sources of emissions.
Each applicant must demonstrate in its application that the proposed system meets all applicable requirements, including TRL ≥6, MRV requirements, and performance metrics by the end of the project term, as described in the Solicitation Manual.
The CEC does not make project-specific eligibility determinations through the Question and Answer process. 
Please refer to Sections I.B, I.C, II.B, and IV.A of the Solicitation Manual.


[bookmark: _Toc232159480] Intellectual Properties 
 
	Q52
	Our project utilizes several existing patents… do we need to propose an amendment and have it approved before the application is submitted?

	A52
	No. The use of existing patents or other pre-existing intellectual property does not, by itself, require an amendment to the Terms and Conditions prior to application submission.

Pre-existing intellectual property is identified in Attachment 1 to Terms and Conditions Exhibit C ('Confidential Products and Project-Relevant Pre-Existing and Independently Funded Intellectual Property') prior to the agreement's effective date.

Applicants should not include confidential or proprietary information in their application materials. Applicants must sign Attachment 11, Applicant Declaration, which includes, “Certifies to the best of my knowledge and belief that I have read, understand, and do hereby accept the terms and conditions contained in this solicitation on behalf of the Applicant, including the provisions of the Agreement terms and conditions that apply to the Applicant. The Applicant is willing to enter into an agreement with the Commission to conduct the proposed project according to the terms and conditions without negotiation.” 

Please refer to Section II.A of the solicitation and Terms and Conditions Exhibit C, Section 19 and Attachment 1 to the Terms and Conditions.

	Q53
	"Exhibit C"… Section 18… How is the confidential attachment obtained? What is the process to initiate protection of confidential information?

	A53
	The CEC does not accept confidential, proprietary, or trade secret information as part of an application submitted under this solicitation. Applicants should not include confidential attachments or other non-public information in their application materials.

The confidentiality provisions referenced in Exhibit C apply to funded agreements and are not part of the application process. Accordingly, applicants are not required to obtain or submit a confidential attachment when applying for funding under this solicitation.
During agreement development and before agreement execution, an awardee identifies Confidential Recipient Information in Attachment 1 of Terms and Conditions Exhibit C before the agreement’s effective date. 

	Q54
	"Exhibit C", Section 19… “[RESERVED]”. When will this be available? Can we request revision? This grant application will involve the use of multiple awarded patents as well as patents pending. Use of these patents requires a licensing agreement, licensing fee, and royalty payments. What is the process to amend this section to include the license agreement terms and conditions, and are the license fee and royalty payment allowed to be budgeted into the grant application?


	A54
	Section 19 of Exhibit C is currently designated as "[RESERVED]." The solicitation does not require applicants to take any action with respect to this section during the application process. 

Applicants must sign Attachment 11, Applicant Declaration, which includes, “Certifies to the best of my knowledge and belief that I have read, understand, and do hereby accept the terms and conditions contained in this solicitation on behalf of the Applicant, including the provisions of the Agreement terms and conditions that apply to the Applicant. The Applicant is willing to enter into an agreement with the Commission to conduct the proposed project according to the terms and conditions without negotiation.”

License fees and royalty payments that are necessary for the performance of the proposed project may be proposed as part of the project budget using either CEC funding or match funds, subject to the solicitation requirements and the CRISP Terms and Conditions. Applicants should consider the impact of including these costs on the overall project budget and the project's cost effectiveness score and provide reasonable justification for the costs in the budget narrative.


	Q55
	Section 20 “Intellectual Property”… request that you clarify MarchIn Rights, applicability to preexisting intellectual property, effective steps, patent filing, reasonable time, etc.

	A55
	As described in Section 20.c.1 of the standard grant terms, March-In Rights apply to subject inventions and intellectual property developed in the performance of the funded project. These rights do not apply to pre-existing intellectual property, except to the extent incorporated into project-developed subject inventions, as defined in the agreement terms.

The requirements related to “effective steps to achieve practical application” are defined in Section 20.c.1 and associated terms and conditions of the grant agreement. Any interpretation of what constitutes reasonable progress or timing for practical application is made in accordance with those standard terms. The executed grant agreement scope of work and schedule may inform the technical context for assessing whether such steps are being undertaken, but they do not establish or modify March-In Rights or their applicability or timelines.
Please refer to Section 20 of the Standard Grant Terms and Conditions (Exhibit C).

	Q56
	Section 20, starting on page 31 of 45, titled "Intellectual Property," it states in subsection a. "Ownership paragraph 1) "The Recipient owns all intellectual property, subject to the licenses in subsection b." In subsection c "Energy Commission's Right to Inventions" Paragraph 1) "March-In Rights" it states "At the CEC's request, the Recipient will forfeit and assign to the CEC all rights to any invention...if the Recipient or assignee has not taken, or is not expected to take within a reasonable time, effective steps to achieve practical application of the invention." As there is not a Section 19  as yet, does this statement apply to Pre-Existing and Independently Funded Intellectual Property? 
What is meant in the statement by "effective steps to achieve practical application of the invention"? Does this statement apply only to inventions discovered during and after the grant agreement period? Is the filing of a patent by the recipient within the agreement period considered a "reasonable time" and an "effective step to achieve practical application of the invention"? How long after the agreement is completed is considered not "within a reasonable time".


	A56
	Please see the response to Q55.

	Q57
	The links to Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (GGRF) Exhibit X referencing 10592 and 10594 are identical. Is there a fourth document? Where is the link?

	A57
	To appropriately address this question, more specific information/context is needed. The numbers referenced do not appear in Exhibit X GGRF Terms.

	Q58
	Are these all of the Terms and Conditions applicable to GFO-25-307?

	A58
	Yes, the requirements applicable to GFO-25-307 are set forth in the solicitation materials and include the Solicitation Manual, Exhibit C: Carbon Removal Innovation Support Program (CRISP) Terms, Exhibit X, all applicable solicitation attachments, and any amendments or addenda issued by the CEC during the solicitation process.

In addition, applicable provisions of AB 209 and other relevant statutory and regulatory requirements govern the program.

Applicants are responsible for reviewing all solicitation materials in their entirety, including any updates issued by the CEC.
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Potential Bonus Points 
 
	Q59
	Will projects be weighted more favorably if partnering with a storage/utilization partner versus a standalone DAC system?

	A59
	No. The solicitation does not provide a standalone scoring preference or eligibility advantage for projects based on whether they include a CO₂ storage or utilization partner. Both standalone DAC systems and integrated systems with storage or utilization pathways are eligible, provided they meet all the solicitation requirements, including a defined CO₂ management pathway for captured CO2 in the application’s MRV plan. 

Strong partnerships may contribute to overall application strength where they improve feasibility, execution capability, or implementation of the CO₂ management pathway. In addition, the strength and clarity of the proposed MRV approach, including CO₂ tracking, verification, and accounting across storage or utilization pathways, will be considered as part of the Technical Approach and Impacts and Benefits evaluation.

All projects must demonstrate that captured CO₂ is managed in a manner consistent with the program’s CO₂ removal objectives and MRV requirements.

Please refer to Sections I.C, II.B, and IV of the Solicitation Manual.

	Q60
	Are there any types of industrial off take partners or end use applications that would be viewed unfavorably during evaluation? For example, partnerships with energy sector companies?

	A60
	Yes. Public Resources Code §§ 25625 et seq. and related provisions prohibit CRISP funding for projects that provide a benefit to petroleum or gas production, processing, or refining facilities, including enhanced oil or gas recovery. Projects that directly or indirectly support such activities are not eligible under this solicitation.
The solicitation is focused on DAC technologies that remove CO₂ directly from ambient air. Projects primarily designed to capture CO₂ from industrial point sources or other concentrated emission streams are not consistent with program objectives and are not eligible.
Partnerships with industrial, energy-sector, or off-take entities are not inherently disqualifying. Eligibility and evaluation depend on whether the proposed project complies with all solicitation requirements, including that CO₂ is sourced from ambient air and that no prohibited benefits to petroleum or gas production, processing, or refining activities occur.
End-use applications of captured CO₂ (e.g., storage or utilization) may be included where consistent with program requirements and applicable restrictions. Note that CO₂ storage and utilization activities may not be funded with the CEC funds. If included in the project, these activities must be supported through allowable match funding.
Please refer to Sections I.C and II.B of the Solicitation Manual.


	Q61
	Would prior CEC support be viewed favorably or neutrally during evaluation?

	A61
	Prior receipt of CEC funding does not, by itself, confer preference or advantage and is neutral for eligibility determination.

Applications are evaluated based on the criteria defined in Section IV. A of the Solicitation Manual, and prior CEC-funded experience may be considered only as part of the evaluation of Team Qualifications and project execution capability. Applications will be screened for Applicant Past Performance with the CEC as outlined in Section IV.E of the Solicitation Manual. 

Applicants must clearly demonstrate that the proposed Scope of Work is distinct and independent from prior CEC-funded projects. 

Please refer to Section IV.A of the Solicitation Manual.
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	Q62
	Is it possible to get a list of the attendees with their email addresses from today’s webinar?

	A62
	No, the workshop attendee list will not be posted. However, interested parties can find partners by becoming members to Empower Innovation (https://www.empowerinnovation.net/) and clicking “Find a Partner” at the top of the page 

	Q63
	Will DAC companies or vendors be made available…? Is a list of DAC vendors going to be provided?

	A63
	No, the CEC does not have a list of DAC vendors. Applicants may network through Empower Innovation: https://www.empowerinnovation.net/ as outlined in the response to Question 61.

	Q64
	In our experience, it takes several months from invoice submission to receive payment from CEC. What actions is CEC taking to reduce this payment period to less than a month?

	A64
	The CEC has transitioned to ECAMS, a new invoicing platform designed to improve invoice submission and processing efficiency. Invoice processing includes required review steps and State Controller’s Office payment procedures, and reimbursement is made in accordance with applicable State of California grant and fiscal requirements.
Payment timing is dependent on completion of required reviews, approval of incurred and allowable costs, and State Controller’s Office processing.

	Q65
	When do projects have to be completed after the award is issued?

	A65
	Projects must complete all activities on or before March 31, 2030, to align with fund liquidation deadlines. 

	Q66
	Does CEC have any comment on absorbent based DAC technologies, given the reported failure of the Climeworks ORCA facility in Iceland?

	A66
	The CEC does not comment on the performance of specific companies or facilities. Absorbent-based DAC technologies are eligible, provided the system meets the DAC definition and all other listed requirements. 

	Q67
	How soon will the transcript and slide presentation be posted?

	A67
	Recordings and slides are typically posted within one week of the workshop. You may access these documents here: https://www.energy.ca.gov/solicitations/2026-05/gfo-25-307-direct-air-capture-pre-commercial-demonstration-and-community. 

	Q68
	When will the official Q&A be released?

	A68
	The official Q&A document will be posted by the week of June 29.

	Q69
	I just read the matching funds explanation starting on page 18 of the manual. It appears that matching means that we have to prove in writing to you that, if we are awarded a $2.5 Million grant, we have 20%, (or $500,000) in a bank account that is solely earmarked for the Direct Air Capture project rather than paying CRISP/CEC $500,000. If that is correct, would we receive the full $2.5 Million in award funds or just $2 Million in award funds? And would we receive full payment of the grant or does CRISP/CEC keep a fund in our name and we to submit invoices to you to draw out portions of grant for each purchase that we would like to make with the grant funds?

	A69
	Match funding is not paid to the CEC. The required match represents the applicant's and/or project partners' contribution to the proposed project and may consist of cash and/or eligible in-kind contributions, as defined in Section I.K of the Solicitation Manual.
For example, an applicant requesting a $2.5 million CEC award would be required to provide at least $500,000 in eligible match funding (20 percent of the CEC funds requested). If awarded, the applicant would remain eligible to receive the full $2.5 million CEC award amount, subject to the terms and conditions of the agreement. The required match would be in addition to the CEC award and would be used to support project activities.
Applicants must demonstrate match availability through a signed commitment letter from each entity committing match funding to the project confirming the amount, source, and use of funds.
If selected for funding, the recipient would be reimbursed for eligible project costs up to the approved CEC award amount in accordance with the terms of the executed agreement. The CEC does not hold project funds in a separate account for individual recipients. Reimbursement requests must be supported by invoices and any required supporting documentation.
For additional information regarding funding, match requirements, and payment provisions, please refer to Sections I.D and I.K of the Solicitation Manual and the CRISP Terms and Conditions.

	Q70
	We use no new net energy but rather we use the waste energy already being generated daily by the building heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) units. We need no permits as each building owner already has the permits for the entire HVAC system. We do not need to communicate with each community as the building owners do that to the extent they need to. However, as our DAC will be cleaning the air of CO2 and super pollutants in each city, we are greatly benefitting all citizens, including those who are disadvantaged, as collectively we will contribute to cleaning the air to such a large degree as to significantly help to improve respiratory health in every community that uses our DAC. 
So may we please meet with you to discuss whether or not we can be exempted from some of the grant requirements which do not apply to us at all?

	A70
	As a state agency, the CEC has a responsibility to share information equitably with all potential applicants, ensuring equal treatment. Therefore, the CEC uses this Q&A process to make equal information accessible to all applicants. 
Please note that all applications must comply with the requirements of the solicitation, including but not limited to: demonstration of an eligible project site located in California supported by a site control or site commitment letter; development and implementation of a Community Engagement, Outreach, and Education Plan supported by a letter from an entity representing the host community; and completion of all applicable environmental review requirements, including CEQA compliance documentation. These requirements apply to all applicants and cannot be waived or modified.
Please refer to Sections I.C, I.I, II.B, and IV.E of the Solicitation Manual.
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