e,

Northeast States for Coordinated Air Use Management

N E S CA U I v I 89 South Street, Suite 602 Boston,MA 02111
S Phone 617-259-2000  Fax 617-742-9162
Arthur N. Marin, Executive Director

www.nescaum.org

July 31, 2013

Mr. Sarim Baig, Contract Specialist
U.S. General Services Administration
Federal Acquisition Services — QMAAA
1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC 20405

Re: Request for Information QM AA-JC-130021-D
Mr. Baig:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the tdedl vehicle acquisition concept. On
behalf of our seven member states that are impléngethe California zero emission vehicle
(ZEV) Program pursuant to Section 177 of the ClamrAct, we commend GSA and DOD on
this innovative plan. We believe the envisionedusgitjon strategy will provide benefits to DOD
fleet operators and employees in the form of redwoest of ownership and reduction of harmful
air pollution at and near DOD facilities. The stgy will also benefit vehicle manufacturers and
charging equipment providers, while contributinddwer prices and broader deployment of
these critical energy-saving technologies. Findhg, strategy will assist manufacturers in
complying with their obligations under our staté&V programs; this in turn will contribute to
the success of these programs.

We are committed to supporting manufacturers’ &fto comply with the ZEV regulations, as
evidenced by the myriad actions our states hawentsk promote the deployment of charging
infrastructure, and to reduce the cost of ZEV owhigrthrough monetary and non-monetary
incentives. In the same spirit, we strongly supplogtefforts of GSA to negotiate large-scale
purchase contracts that will benefit manufactuagis consumers alike. Successful
implementation of Vector Il will likely encourageher large fleet operators to consider similar
measures. Plug-in vehicle sales in our states imaveased dramatically in just the past two
years. We believe that GSA’s proposal could complenand accelerate these already promising
sales trends.

We would like to note two technical points. Fitste “travel” provision of the ZEV rule does not
preclude early ZEV placement in the 8177 stategs piovision reduces the overall number of
ZEVs that manufacturers are required to sell, betviehicles that are sold will earn the same
amount of credit whether placed in California oy ather ZEV program state. While the
combination of “travel” and the Optional Compliarfeath (OCP) adds complexity to the
calculation of individual manufacturers’ obligatgrhere is nevertheless a specific ZEV credit
obligation that can be clearly determined for eaemufacturer in each year. Thus, Vector I
should still provide an attractive opportunity eflenmanufacturers that choose the OCP or
choose to “travel” credits.
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We also note that in order for manufacturers teirecfull credit under the ZEV programs,
eligible vehicles must be registered with the imdiinal state’s department of motor vehicles. It is
our understanding that many fleet vehicles in u€2Q@D facilities are registered with the federal
government and not the state in which the facisitppcated. We don’t believe that this will
present an insurmountable hurdle to successfulemehtation of Vector Il. However,
assignment of ZEV program credit for vehicles pasgd under Vector Il will require either that
the vehicles be registered by the state DMV, or sbane other measure be taken to recognize
and appropriately credit these vehicles. We welcambance to review these registration
requirements with GSA and DOD, and to discuss waysisure that due credit is granted and
that all state and federal requirements are met.

Sincerely,
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Arthur N. Marin
Executive Director
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