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REVISED 
FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 

FOR PROPOSED BUILDING STANDARDS 
OF THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT 
REGARDING THE 2022 CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE 

CALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS, TITLE 24, PART 11 

(HCD 03/21) 
The Administrative Procedure Act requires that every agency shall maintain a file of each 
rulemaking that shall be deemed to be the record for that rulemaking proceeding. The 
rulemaking file shall include a Final Statement of Reasons. The Final Statement of 
Reasons shall be available to the public upon request when rulemaking action is being 
undertaken. The following are the reasons for proposing this particular rulemaking action: 

UPDATES TO THE INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS: 
Government Code Section 11346.9(a)(1) requires an update of the information contained in 
the Initial Statement of Reasons. If the update identifies any data or any technical, 
theoretical or empirical study, report, or similar document on which the state agency is 
relying that was not identified in the Initial Statement of Reasons, the state agency shall 
comply with Government Code Section 11347.1. 
The Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) has made changes in a 
subsequent 15-day Express Terms document due to comments from the Division of the 
State Architect (DSA) to clarify accessibility provisions related to public housing and public 
accomodations; internal determination for use of an Automatic Load Management System 
(ALMS) for both electric vehicle (EV) charging receptacles and chargers installed in excess 
of the mandatory number; renumbering and reorganizing of proposed code sections. The 
rationale for these changes is detailed in the 15-day Express Terms and Rationale 
document. 

MANDATE ON LOCAL AGENCIES OR SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 11346.9(a)(2), if the determination as to whether 
the proposed action would impose a mandate, the agency shall state whether the mandate 
is reimbursable pursuant to Part 7 of Division 4. If the agency finds that the mandate is not 
reimbursable, it shall state the reasons for the finding(s). 
The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) has 
determined that the proposed regulatory action would not impose a mandate on local 
agencies or school districts.  
HCD has determined that the proposed regulatory action would not impose a mandate on 
local agencies or school districts. 

OBJECTIONS OR RECOMMENDATIONS MADE REGARDING THE PROPOSED 
REGULATION(S). 
Government Code Section 11346.9(a)(3) requires a summary of EACH objection or 
recommendation regarding the specific adoption, amendment, or repeal proposed, and an 
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explanation of how the proposed action was changed to accommodate each objection or 
recommendation, or the reasons for making no change. This requirement applies only to 
objections or recommendations specifically directed at the agency’s proposed action or to 
the procedures followed by the agency in proposing or adopting the action, or reasons for 
making no change. Irrelevant or repetitive comments may be aggregated and summarized 
as a group. 
This Final Statement of Reasons (FSOR) includes a reference to some duplicate 
comments. Due to the large volume of stakeholder comments, HCD consolidated similar 
comments and corresponding responses to comments. 

HCD will not consider responses on non-HCD proposals or proposals not addressed during 
the specified public comment periods.  

The text, with proposed changes, was made available to the public for a 45-day comment 
period from July 13, 2021, through September 27, 2021. A total of 170 comments were 
received during the comment period. HCD has responded to all the comments received 
during the 45-day public comment period. Please see below for responses. 

The text, with proposed changes, was made available to the public for an additional 15-day 
comment period from October 13, 2021 through October 28, 2021. A total of 11 comments 
were received during the comment period. HCD responded to all comments received 
during the 15-day public comment period. Please see below for responses. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE 45-DAY PUBLIC COMMENT 
PERIOD  

Item 2 
Chapter 2, DEFINITIONS, Section 202, AUTOMATIC LOAD MANAGEMENT SYSTEM  
HCD is proposing a new definition for an Automatic Load Management System (ALMS) as 
a system designed to manage load across one or more electric vehicle supply equipment 
(EVSE) to share electrical capacity and/or automatically manage power at each connection 
point. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Robert Whitehair, San Mateo, CA 
Commenter recommends that HCD return the ALMS language included in earlier 
versions of the proposed code. Commenter believes that the current proposal to include 
ALMS is insufficient, ambiguous, and unclear. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Guy Hall, Director, Electric Auto Association; Dwight MacCurdy, Sacramento Electric 
Vehicle Association, SMUD EV Project Coordinator (Retired); Marc Geller, Vice 
President, Plug In America 
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Commenters request that HCD consider providing more specific language to describe 
the ALMS and its subsequent use and that the code provide support for a “variety of 
topologies that are currently available to deploy ALMS. These include a distributed 
approach with EVSEs that have more than one connection point…”  

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
HCD held multiple focus group meetings and worked in conjunction with California Air 
Resources Board (CARB), California Building Standards Commission (CBSC), Division 
of the State Architect (DSA), the building industry and other stakeholders to develop 
proposed definitions. HCD has proposed allowable use of an ALMS once minimum 
installation requirements for receptacles and chargers have been met. The California 
Electrical Code (CEC) more specifically defines and addresses the use and minimum 
code requirements for ALMS. 
No changes to the Final Express Terms (FET) were made as a result of these 
comments. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Dylan Jaff, Electric Vehicle Charging Association; Kristian Corby, California Electric 
Transportation Coalition; Meredith Alexander, CALSTART; Steven Douglas, Alliance for 
Automotive Innovation; Noelani Derrickson, Tesla 
Commenters state, “We generally support the definition of ALMS as well as the flexibility 
and limitations established…” Commenters further recommend that HCD and CBSC 
work with ALMS manufacturers, a safety standards organization such as Underwriters 
Laboratories (UL), and relevant stakeholders to develop a standard listing of certified 
ALMS systems in order to facilitate local jurisdictions in their review of ALMS design and 
installation. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
CEC Article 110.3 requires that product testing, evaluation, and listing (product 
certification) be performed by recognized qualified testing laboratories. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Jonathan Hart, PowerFlex 
Commenter states that it “Supports BSC and HCD’s proposed definition of ALMS as 
written and that it is broad enough not to favor any one type or approach or technology.” 
Commenter also states that under both HCD and the CBSC’s definition of use of an 
ALMS, “It is unclear if the proposals would require that there be enough transformer 
capacity to serve at least 3.3 kW to each EVSE or if power delivered could not go below 
3.3 kW.” 
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Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s points of view and the commenter’s suggestions. 
HCD’s language requires that there be sufficient capacity to deliver at least 3.3 kW 
simultaneously to each EV charging station (EVCS) served by the ALMS. HCD is not 
proposing requirements for specific transformer capacity for the ALMS or EV charging. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 2 
Chapter 2, DEFINITIONS, Section 202, LEVEL 2 ELECTRIC VEHICLE SUPPLY 
EQUIPMENT  
HCD is proposing a new definition for Level 2 (EVSE) as the 208/240 Volt 40-ampere 
branch circuit, and the electric vehicle charging connectors, attachment plugs, and all other 
fittings, devices, power outlets, or apparatus installed specifically for the purpose of 
transferring energy between the premises wiring and the electric vehicle. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Jonathan Hart, PowerFlex 
PowerFlex proposes expanding the definition of Level 2 EVSE to include branch circuits 
up to 60 amps. Commenter futher states that they have had several Level 2 EVSE 
installations with 60A branch circuits, so broadening the definition would cover these 
types of installations. 

Agency Response: 
HCD has proposed the definition of Level 2 EVSE to identify the minimum amperage 
required. The definition is a minimum and does not preclude installation of higher 
amperage circuits. Designers/developers may specify higher amperages for projects as 
deemed necessary. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 2 
Chapter 2, DEFINITIONS, Section 202, ELECTRIC VEHICLE (EV) READY SPACE 
HCD is proposing to define Electric Vehicle (EV) Ready Space as a vehicle space which is 
provided with a branch circuit; any necessary raceways, both underground and/or surface 
mounted; to accommodate EV charging, terminating in a receptacle or a charger. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Cesar Diaz, Senior Manager, Public Policy, Chargepoint 
Commenter proposes that HCD specify that each parking space defined as being EV 
ready, specifically be “defined as featuring an adjacent wired electrical junction box, 
receptacle or EV supply equipment (EVSE).” 
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Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s points of view and the commenter’s suggestions. 
HCD worked with stakeholders to develop a definition that is clear and prevents a code 
user from drawing a conclusion that a junction box meets the requirement or that a 
receptacle or charger is not necessary. It is HCD’s intent that EV charging be 
immediately available at the EV ready space via an installed receptacle or EV charger 
and be ready to provide charging without additional installation of electrical equipment. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  
Section 4.106.4 includes mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for new construction. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Gary Latshaw, Ph.D. 
Commenter states that, “…it is imperative that all new buildings in California are 
equipped to meet our EV targets… The best we can do is to eliminate greenhouse 
emissions wherever possible. Clearly, allowing residents of multi-family dwellings 
access to charging is critical in reducing emissions from vehicles.” 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s points of view and the commenter’s suggestions. 
HCD will work to continue the advancement of EV charging requirements for residential 
buildings in a manner that takes meaningful, incremental steps to address air quality 
issues, reduce greenhouse gases and meet the needs of building residents that desire 
to purchase, own, lease and drive EVs. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  
Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for residential occupancies. HCD is proposing to retain the requirements for 
EV capable spaces at ten (10) percent of total parking spaces, proposing new requirements 
for low power Level 2 receptacles (EV ready) at twenty-five (25) percent of parking spaces, 
and Level 2 chargers at five (5) percent of parking spaces in multifamily buildings with 20 or 
more dwelling units or hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units or guestrooms. 
HCD is also proposing signage for EV ready and EV charger spaces. 
HCD is also retaining EV charging requirements for one and two-family dwellings and 
townhouses with attached private garages. These requirements are for installation of EV 
charging infrastructure only (raceway and service panel capacity). HCD is not proposing 
any change for one and two-family dwellings and townhouses from the 2019 California 
Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen). 
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Commenters and Recommendation: 
Various commenters; see Attachment A for a complete list. 
Many commenters request the following for all new multifamily housing units with 
parking:  

1. An EV Space that is wired directly to the unit’s corresponding electric meter 
2. True EV Ready “plug-and-play” charging access via an electric outlet or EV 

charging cordset 
3. Prominent labeling of EV charging spaces with highly visible signage to increase 

EV awareness and encourage adoption 
Commenters note that CALGreen should “level the playing field and provide equitable, 
affordable, ubiquitous access to EV charging.” Commenters also note that current code 
does not require multifamily housing to have the same access as single-family housing. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
HCD held multiple focus group meetings and worked in conjunction with CARB, CBSC, 
DSA, the building industry and other stakeholders to incrementally increase EV 
charging access.  
Due to the varying needs of EV users and rapidly changing nature of EV technology, 
including battery capacity, types and rates of charging, and to ensure adoption of EV 
charging requirements in building standards are appropriate, cost-effective, flexible, and 
equitable for the many different stakeholders affected by EV-related building codes, 
HCD will consider further changes related to EV charging access in future code 
adoption cycles. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Wei-Tai Kwok, Council Member, City of Lafayette 
In addition to the comment above noted as A through C, commenter further suggests 
that HCD provide a Level 1 option for the charging. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Sinan Dunlap; Eugene Dunlap 
In addition to the comment above noted as A through C, commenter further suggests 
that HCD require that the EV spaces per unit have “L2 capability (40 Ah, 240V).”  

Agency Response: 
See previous Agency response related to percentage increase and direct wiring. HCD 
appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. HCD 
believes that low power Level 2 receptacles should provide a sufficient level of charging 
at a minimum of 20-amperes for most EV drivers. HCD’s proposal sets a minimum 
amperage and may be increased by the designer/developer as needed. 
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No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES Section 4.106.4 

Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for residential occupancies. HCD is proposing to retain the requirements for 
EV capable spaces at ten (10) percent of total parking spaces, proposing new requirements 
for low power Level 2 receptacles (EV ready) at twenty-five (25) percent of parking spaces, 
and Level 2 chargers at five (5) percent of parking spaces in multifamily buildings with 20 or 
more dwelling units or hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units or guestrooms. 
HCD is also proposing signage for EV ready and EV charger spaces. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
John Kalb, EV Charging Pros 
Commenter states the following: 1. In some cases Level 1 chargers may be sufficient at 
select multifamily dwellings, yet the proposal removes the possibility of 120V Level 1 
charging from the building codes; 2. The proposal requires "low power" to be 240V 20A. 
Commenter included a chart that shows a much larger number of EVs can be charged 
at 120V 15A and 20A. There is a need to have 120V as a solution for a property owner 
to justify and scale a project from a power perspective; and 3. It is the commenter’s 
experience that properties will be more than happy to embrace an electrical calculation 
at a 100% of spaces at 120V 20A definition and use automated load management and 
other technologies to provide a mix of charging levels for all parking spaces on the 
property in lieu of 60% less EV charging stations. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s point of view and the commenter’s suggestions. 
HCD held multiple focus group meetings and worked in conjunction with CARB, CBSC, 
DSA, the building industry and other stakeholders to develop the current proposal. 
The 120V was proposed by stakeholders at the initial focus group meeting, but at the 
second focus group meeting, stakeholders strongly encouraged HCD to require a 
minimum of low power Level 2 receptacles, as 120V would be inadequate for 
commuters with a longer commute distance and commuters that had no ability to 
charge at work. Therefore, HCD determined that low power Level 2 is more appropriate 
for most EV drivers. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  

Section 4.106.4 contains proposed amendments to existing requirements and new 
proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging infrastructure for new 
construction. However, exceptions are provided.  
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Commenter and Recommendation: 
Mark Roest, Sustainable Energy Inc. 
The commenter recommends removing the exception "Where there is no local power 
supply or the local utility is unable to supply adequate power.” The commenter suggests 
that regardless of the utility's ability or willingness to supply adequate power, rooftop 
solar would be able to supply the power for the EV chargers. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s point of view and the commenter’s suggestions. This 
is an existing exception that was modified to align with the CBSC’s CALGreen proposal. 
HCD believes that the EV charging exception may be applicable if the local utility cannot 
supply power to the chargers. This may apply especially in an area in which solar 
energy is inadequate due to topographical or climatic conditions. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4.2  

Section 4.106.4.2 contains proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV 
charging infrastructure to include EV ready parking for new multifamily, hotel and motel 
occupancies. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Cesar Diaz, Senior Manager, Public Policy, Chargepoint 
Commenter recommends that HCD require 100% EV ready parking for new multifamily, 
hotel and motel occupancies in sections 4.106.4.2.1 and 4.106.4.2.2. Commenter 
further suggests that HCD propose new language which would introduce “EV Charging 
Performance Requirements.” 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s point of view and the commenter’s suggestions. 
HCD has carefully considered the comments and has determined that the most prudent 
approach is to allow the currently proposed code requirements and percentages to be 
field tested; through real world application and installation throughout the state, prior to 
futher increasing the percentages.  
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Sven Thesen, Project Green Home Co-Founder 
Commenter suggests that HCD change the code to require a low power Level 2 
receptacle for every multifamily dwelling unit that has access to parking. Commenter 
lists additional statements supporting the proposed change. 
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A duplicate comment was also submitted. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s point of view and the commenter’s suggestions. Due 
to the varying needs of EV users and rapidly changing nature of EV technology, 
including battery capacity, types and rates of charging, and to ensure adoption of EV 
charging requirements in building standards are appropriate, cost-effective, flexible, and 
equitable for the many different stakeholders affected by EV-related building codes, 
HCD will consider further changes related to EV charging access in future code 
adoption cycles. HCD will work to continue advancement of EV charging requirements 
for residential buildings in a manner that takes meaningful, incremental steps to address 
air quality issues, reduce greenhouse gases and meet the needs of building residents 
that desire to purchase, own, lease and drive EVs. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Sections 4.106.4.2.1 and 
4.106.4.2.2  

Section 4.106.4.2.1 identifies proposed EV charging requirements for multifamily 
development projects with less than 20 dwelling units and hotels and motels with less than 
20 sleeping units or guest rooms. Section 4.106.4.2.2 identifies multifamily development 
projects with 20 or more dwelling units and hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping 
units or guest rooms. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Timothy Burroughs, StopWaste; Alma Freeman, StopWaste 
Commenters are supportive of HCD’s proposal, but encourage higher amounts of EV 
charging capability for multifamily and believe “at least 30% of all new parking spaces 
should be EV capable.” 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ point of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
HCD has carefully considered the comments and has determined that the most prudent 
approach is to allow the currently proposed code requirements and percentages to be 
field tested; through real world application and installation throughout the state, prior to 
futher increasing the percentages.  
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Sections 4.106.4.2.1 and 
4.106.4.2.2  

Section 4.106.4.2.2 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV 
charging infrastructure for residential occupancies. HCD is proposing to retain the 
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requirements for EV capable spaces at ten (10) percent of total parking spaces, proposing 
new requirements for low power Level 2 receptacles (EV ready) at twenty-five (25) percent 
of parking spaces, and Level 2 chargers at five (5) percent of parking spaces in multifamily 
buildings with 20 or more dwelling units or hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units 
or guestrooms. HCD is also proposing signage for EV ready and EV charger spaces. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Robert Whitehair, San Mateo, CA 
Commenter appreciates that incremental improvements have been made for HCD’s new 
residential EV infrastructure proposal. Commenter also recommends that HCD “increase 
the residential EV ready percentage from 25% to 85%...” 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Vanessa Warheit, EV Charging Access for All 
See Attachment B for list of additional signatories. 
Commenter requests that HCD increase the residential EV ready percentage from 25% 
to 85%. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Brent Formigli, Qualcomm Technologies, Inc. 
Commenter recommends that the standard should be EV ready spaces, with access to 
low power Level 2 charging receptacles, for the majority of tenants’ parking spaces. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Britta Gross, Managing Director, Carbon-Free Mobility 
Commenter supports an increase in the CALGreen code for residential EV ready 
parking spaces at newly constructed multi-unit dwellings, from the currently proposed 
25% up to 85%. This increase – along with the currently proposed 10% EV capable and 
5% installed charger requirements in this code update cycle – form a critical step in 
achieving universal home charging access. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions.  
Due to the varying needs of EV users and rapidly changing nature of EV technology, 
including battery capacity, types and rates of charging, and to ensure adoption of EV 
charging requirements in building standards are appropriate, cost-effective, flexible, and 
equitable for the many different stakeholders affected by EV-related building codes, 
HCD will consider further changes related to EV charging access in future code 
adoption cycles. HCD will work to continue the advancement of EV charging 
requirements for residential buildings in a manner that takes meaningful, incremental 
steps to address air quality issues, reduce greenhouse gases and meet the needs of 
building residents that desire to purchase, own, lease and drive EVs. 
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No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4.2  

Section 4.106.4.2 contains proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV 
charging infrastructure to include EV ready parking for new multifamily, hotel and motel 
occupancies. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Dylan Jaff, Electric Vehicle Charging Association; Kristian Corby, California Electric 
Transportation Coalition; Meredith Alexander, CALSTART; Steven Douglas, Alliance for 
Automotive Innovation; Noelani Derrickson, Tesla 
Commenters appreciate the extensive work of CBSC, HCD, CARB, and the various 
supporting agencies in developing these code proposals with stakeholders. 
Commenters continue to strongly support the proposed increases to EV capable, EV 
ready, and EVSE installed for both residential and nonresidential building codes, while 
acknowledging the need for more. Commenters also recommend a text change to 
HCD’s proposal to add the words “a minimum of;” and further suggest that EV Ready 
text read, “Twenty-five (25) percent of the total number of parking spaces shall be 
equipped with a minimum of low power Level 2 EV charging receptacles.” 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
HCD believes that “a minimum of” does not need to be restated as the California 
Building Standards Code already establishes minimum requirements. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4.2.2  

Section 4.106.4.2.2.1 (exception) contains proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging 
stations built in accordance with the California Building Code (CBC) Chapter 11B. Charging 
stations in compliance with Chapter 11B are not required to comply with location provisions 
in CALGreen. Section 4.106.4.2.2.1 requires EV spaces and EVSE for hotel and motel 
occupancies to comply with CBC Chapter 11B. EV ready spaces and electric vehicle 
charging stations (EVCS) in multifamily developments shall comply with CBC Chapter 11A. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Shane Diller, CALBO President 2021-2022; Anne Jungwirth, CALBO 
CALBO supports HCD’s proposal, but provided comments regarding "a conflict between 
the Exception in 4.106.4.2.2.1 and the language in 4.106.4.2.2.3. Reader is left to 
ponder if the exception can be used generally and how it applies to public housing, 
which often is a multifamily development." 
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Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
DSA submitted comments to clarify accessibility to public housing and public 
accomodations which will result in changes to these sections.  
Accept. HCD will make the recommended DSA amendments during the 15-day public 
comment period. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  

Section 4.106.4.2.2 identifies proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV 
charging infrastructure for multifamily development projects with 20 or more dwelling units, 
hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units or guest rooms. CALGreen includes 
references to accessibility requirements in CBC Chapters 11A and Chapter 11B. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Ida Claire, DSA 
To maintain consistency with requirements already in regulation, EVCS serving public 
accommodations, public housing, motels, and hotels must be excepted from the specific 
requirements for location, dimensions, and accessible EV spaces as proposed by HCD, 
and reference must be made to comply with the accessibility requirements for EVCS 
stipulated in CBC Chapter 11B for these facilities. 
DSA supports HCD in the regulatory process to advance EV charging in multifamily 
developments, hotels and motels. However DSA requests edits to the proposed building 
standards to maintain consistency with the regulations already adopted. 

Agency Response: 
Accept. HCD appreciates the commenter’s points of view and the commenter’s 
suggestions. HCD will make the recommended amendments during the 15-day public 
comment period. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4.2.2  

Section 4.106.4.2.2 identifies proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV 
charging infrastructure for multifamily development projects with 20 or more dwelling units, 
hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units or guest rooms. When Level 2 electric 
vehicle supply equipment (EVSE) is installed beyond the minimum required, an ALMS may 
be used to reduce the maximum required electrical capacity to each space served by the 
ALMS. 
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Commenters and Recommendation: 
Guy Hall, Director, Electric Auto Association; Dwight MacCurdy, Sacramento Electric 
Vehicle Association, SMUD EV Project Coordinator (Retired); Marc Geller, Vice 
President Plug In America  
Commenters suggests that HCD include within the proposed language the words 
“connection point.” Commenters recommend that the language related to EV chargers 
read, “When Level 2 EVSE is installed beyond the minimum required, an automatic load 
management system… shall have sufficient capacity to deliver at least 3.3 kW 
simultaneously to each EV charging station (EVCS) connection point served by the 
ALMS. The branch circuit shall have a minimum capacity of 40 amperes and installed 
EVSE connection point(s) shall have an output capacity of not less than 30 amperes.” 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. An 
ALMS may only be utilized when chargers or receptacles are installed in excess of what 
is required by CALGreen. The requirements for ALMS are addressed in the CEC.  
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4.2.3  

Section 4.106.4.2.3 identifies proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV 
charging infrastructure to include additions and alterations of parking facilities serving 
existing multifamily buildings. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Guy Hall, Director, Electric Auto Association; Dwight MacCurdy, Sacramento Electric 
Vehicle Association, SMUD EV Project Coordinator (Retired); Marc Geller, Vice 
President Plug In America  
Commenters request that HCD consider the following recommendations be added to 
the proposed language under the Exceptions to further improve the CALGreen code for 
retrofits: 1. add exception for additions/alterations for enabling access to power for 
charging EVs and/or changing to more energy efficient lighting systems; and 2. change 
to EV ready instead of EV capable.  

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Dylan Jaff, Electric Vehicle Charging Association; Kristian Corby, California Electric 
Transportation Coalition; Meredith Alexander, CALSTART; Steven Douglas, Alliance for 
Automotive Innovation; Noelani Derrickson, Tesla 
Commenters state that they strongly support HCD’s 10% EV Capable for existing 
multifamily, but also propose that HCD expand EV readiness to incorporate a broader 
range of housing stock which will need electrification by expanding the trigger for a 
building permit to also include work requiring an electrical permit. 
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Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
HCD has carefully considered the comments and has determined that the most prudent 
approach is to allow the currently proposed code requirements and percentages to be 
field tested; through real world application and installation throughout the state, prior to 
futher increasing the percentages. HCD is willing to consider the comments in future 
code adoption cycles. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, ELECTRIC VEHICLE READY SPACE SIGNAGE, Section 4.106.4.2.6  

Section 4.106.4.2.6 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV ready spaces and the 
required identification for each space. Identification shall be in compliance with Caltrans 
Traffic Operations Policy Directive 13-01 (Zero Emission Vehicle Signs and Pavement 
Markings) or its successor(s). 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Robert Whitehair, San Mateo, CA 
Commenter suggests that HCD include requirements for prominent signage at all EV 
capable/EV ready parking spaces. 
Timothy Burroughs, StopWaste 
Commenter supports comments at CBSC’s Code Advisory Committee to include 
signage for EV capable to indicate that EV charging is possible.  
Vanessa Warheit, EV Charging Access for All, see Attachment B for additional 
signatories. 
Commenter recommends that HCD include prominent signage at all EV capable/EV 
ready parking spaces. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
HCD is requiring signage on EV ready spaces which includes spaces with a receptacle 
or charger for EV charging. The requirement for signage on EV capable space would be 
misleading to the public since there is no facility for charging. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  

Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for new construction. The 2022 CALGreen Code l is effective during 2023 - 
2025. 
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Commenter and Recommendation: 
Mark Roest, Sustainable Energy, Inc. 
Commenter recommends that HCD be aggressive in escalating the schedule of 
percentages for EV ready and EV capable in each year and propose a schedule. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s points of view and the commenter’s suggestions. 
Health and Safety Code (HSC) Section 18942 provides for state agencies to propose 
changes to the California Building Standards Code as necessary. HCD reevalutes the 
California Building Standards Code every 18 months but there is no escalated schedule 
built into the HCD proposal. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  

Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for new construction. HCD has prepared an Economic and Fiscal Impact 
Statement as related to the CALGreen proposal. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Sven Thesen & Associates 
Commenter presented to HCD on September 27, 2021, “A Comparison of Two Multi-
Family Dwelling EV Charging Codes, An Economic and Environmental Analysis of the 
CALGreen 2022 Mandatory Residential Electric Vehicle (EV) Infrastructure Code” which 
compares HCD’s August 12, 2021 proposal to the EV Charging Access for All 
Coalition’s February 2021 proposal. Commenter’s analysis suggests that the low power 
Level 2 proposal presents a greater economic benefit for multifamily housing and for 
California. 
Commenter submitted another email on September 27, 2021, which recommended a 
position of “Approve as Amended”, but commenter did not specify a specific 
amendment. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ detailed analysis.  
CARB evaluated the analysis provided by the commenter and has determined that, 
while the commenter’s proposal reflects a lower cost on a per parking space basis (with 
infrastructure), the proposal requires a higher upfront cost and more parking spaces 
with EV charging infrastructure. The proposed regulations aim to meet the charging 
needs of EV users by providing better EV infrastructure with required Level 2 EVSE and 
Level 2 EV capable spaces. Lower cost based only on a per space analysis is not an 
equitable comparison. 
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Due to the varying needs of EV users and rapidly changing nature of EV technology, 
including battery capacity, types and rates of charging, and to ensure adoption of EV 
charging requirements in building standards are appropriate, cost-effective, flexible, and 
equitable for the many different stakeholders affected by EV-related building codes, 
HCD will consider further changes related to EV charging access in future code 
adoption cycles. HCD will work to continue the advancement of EV charging 
requirements for residential buildings in a manner that takes meaningful, incremental 
steps to address air quality issues, reduce greenhouse gases and meet the needs of 
building residents that desire to purchase, own, lease and drive EVs.  
No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments. 

Item 4 

Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  

Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for residential occupancies.  

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Jim Frey & Peter Mustacich, Statewide Utility Codes and Standards Team 
Commenters provided HCD with a report published on behalf of the California Statewide 
Utility Codes and Standards Team titled "Light-Duty Electric Vehicle Charging 
Infrastructure Analysis for California’s CALGreen Building Code." Commenters provided 
several recommendations: promote load shaping, futureprooof buildings to reduce cost 
and impact of charging infrastructure expansion, avoid potential restrictions on 
technology advancement, revise technical power requirements for clarity and 
consistancy, apply minimum ALMS proformance requirements, accommodate typical 
parking variations (dwell times), and fill data gaps in support of future code 
enhancement. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ 
recommendations.  HSC Section 18942 provides for state agencies to propose changes 
to the California Building Standards Code as necessary. HCD reevalutes the California 
Building Standards Code every 18-months. Due to the varying needs of EV users and 
rapidly changing nature of EV technology, including battery capacity, types and rates of 
charging, and to ensure adoption of EV charging requirements in building standards are 
appropriate, cost-effective, flexible, and equitable for the many different stakeholders 
affected by EV-related building codes, HCD will consider further changes related to EV 
charging access in future code adoption cycles. HCD will work to continue the 
advancement of EV charging requirements for residential buildings in a manner that 
takes meaningful, incremental steps to address air quality issues, reduce greenhouse 
gases and meet the needs of building residents that desire to purchase, own, lease and 
drive EVs. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 
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Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  

Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for residential occupancies. HCD is proposing to retain the requirements for 
EV capable spaces at ten (10) percent of total parking spaces, proposing new requirements 
for low power Level 2 receptacles (EV ready) at twenty-five (25) percent of parking spaces, 
and Level 2 chargers at five (5) percent of parking spaces in multifamily buildings with 20 or 
more dwelling units or hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units or guestrooms. 
HCD is also proposing signage for EV ready and EV charger spaces. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Lawrence Emerson, National City, CA 
Commenter states that it is important that a program be developed to assist existing 
multifamily unit dwellings to install charging stations for residents and for all new 
multifamily dwelling units to be designed to accommodate charging stations for future 
EV purchasers.  

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s points of view and the commenter’s 
recommendations. Due to the varying needs of EV users and rapidly changing nature of 
EV technology, including battery capacity, types and rates of charging, and to ensure 
adoption of EV charging requirements in building standards are appropriate, cost-
effective, flexible, and equitable for the many different stakeholders affected by EV- 
related building codes, HCD will consider further changes related to EV charging access 
in future code adoption cycles. HCD will work to continue the advancement of EV 
charging requirements for residential buildings in a manner that takes meaningful, 
incremental steps to address air quality issues, reduce greenhouse gases and meet the 
needs of building residents that desire to purchase, own, lease and drive EVs. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Sections 4.106.4 

Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for residential occupancies. HCD is proposing to retain the requirements for 
EV capable spaces at ten (10) percent of total parking spaces, proposing new requirements 
for low power Level 2 receptacles (EV ready) at twenty-five (25) percent of parking spaces, 
and Level 2 chargers at five (5) percent of parking spaces in multifamily buildings with 20 or 
more dwelling units or hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units or guestrooms. 
HCD is also proposing signage for EV ready and EV charger spaces. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Phillip Kobernick, representing Peninsula Clean Energy, MCE, Clean Power Alliance, 
Redwood Coast Energy Authority, and East Bay Community Energy 
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Further Study. Commenters suggest that HCD consider EV charging access to all 
residents with a parking space and elimination of mandatory measures (5% EVSE 
installed, 10% EV capable, and 25% low power Level 2 EV ready). Commenters also 
provide options for an EV ready space for every residential unit, and EV charging access 
to 50% of total parking spaces while utilizing flexible power management.  

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ 
recommendations. HCD has carefully considered the comments and has determined that 
the most prudent approach is to allow the currently proposed code requirements and 
percentages to be field tested; through real world application and installation throughout 
the state, prior to futher increasing the percentages. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 11 
Appendix A4, RESIDENTIAL VOLUNTARY MEASURES, Section A4.106.8.2.1 

Section A4.106.8.2.1 includes proposed voluntary regulations (Tier 1 and Tier 2) for EV 
ready and EV chargers for residential occupancies. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Dylan Jaff, Electric Vehicle Charging Association; Kristian Corby, California Electric 
Transportation Coalition; Meredith Alexander, CALSTART; Steven Douglas, Alliance for 
Automotive Innovation; Noelani Derrickson, Tesla 
Commenters recommend adding the words “a minimum of” to the specified 
percentages. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Phillip Kobernick, representing Peninsula Clean Energy, MCE, Clean Power Alliance, 
Redwood Coast Energy Authority, and East Bay Community Energy 
Commenters suggest that HCD consider increasing voluntary measures Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 up to 100%. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and commenters’ recommendations. 
HCD believes that “a minimum of” does not need to be restated, as the California 
Building Standards Code already establishes the minimum requirements. Due to the 
varying needs of EV users and rapidly changing nature of EV technology, including 
battery capacity, types and rates of charging, and to ensure adoption of EV charging 
requirements in building standards are appropriate, cost-effective, flexible, and 
equitable for the many different stakeholders affected by EV-related building codes, 
HCD will consider further changes related to EV charging access in future code 
adoption cycles. HCD will work to continue the advancement of EV charging 
requirements for residential buildings in a manner that takes meaningful, incremental 
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steps to address air quality issues, reduce greenhouse gases and meet the needs of 
building residents that desire to purchase, own, lease and drive EVs. Also, since these 
are voluntary measures, local agencies have discretion to increase percentages as 
needed. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 11 
Chapter A4, RESIDENTIAL VOLUNTARY MEASURES, Section A4.106.8.2.1 

Section A4.106.8.2.1 includes proposed voluntary regulations for EV ready and EV 
chargers for residential occupancies. The section includes requirements for EV ready and 
EV chargers to meet specified Tier 1 and Tier 2 requirements (percentages) and also 
include references to sections related to accessibility. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Ida Claire, Division of the State Architect 
Commenter requests amendments to Section A4.106.8.2.1 deleting references to the 
application of California Building Code Chapter 11B.  

Agency Response: 
Accept. HCD appreciates the commenter’s point of view and the commenter’s 
suggestions. HCD will make the recommended amendments during the 15-day public 
comment period. 

COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE 15-DAY COMMENT PERIOD 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  

Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for residential occupancies. The 15-day Express Terms proposed changes 
related only to accessibility and use of ALMS. 

HCD is retaining EV charging requirements for one and two-family dwellings and 
townhouses with attached private garages. These requirements are for the installation of 
EV charging infrastructure only (raceway and service panel capacity). HCD is not proposing 
any change for one and two-family dwellings and townhouses from the 2019 CALGreen 
regulations. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Senator Dave Cortese, 12 legislators and an additional 7 local elected officials 
See Attachment E for list of additional signatories. 
Sven Thesen, Project Green Home, Co-Founder 
Commenters request the following for all new multifamily housing units with parking:  
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1. An EV Space that is wired directly to the unit’s corresponding electric meter. 
2. True EV Ready “plug-and-play” charging access via an electric outlet or EV 

charging cordset. 
3. Prominent labeling of EV charging spaces with highly visible signage to increase 

EV awareness and encourage EV adoption. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Senator Dave Cortese, plus 11 California Legislators 
See Attachment D for list of additional signatories. 
In addition to the comments above, A through C, commenter attached a delegation 
letter supporting the same level of EV charging access for residents of multifamily 
buildings as the level of EV charging access for residents of single-family homes. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
HCD’s proposal for new multifamily dwellings, will mandate EV charging, not just EV 
infrastructure as in single-family dwellings. The basis of these comments is outside the 
scope of this 15-day Express Terms. Government Code Section 11346.9 states that a 
comment is “irrelevant” if it is not specifically directed at the agency’s proposed action or 
to the procedures followed by the agency in proposing or adopting the action. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments.  

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Stacey Reineccius, Powertree Services Inc. 
Commenter suggests that HCD make the following policy adjustments to meet the goals 
of Title 24 and to satisfy the needs of tenants/drivers and to address the equity concerns 
with EV infrastructure: 
Clarify definition of Title 24 EV requirements to be a percentage of vehicles served vs. 
percentage of parking spaces. 
Clarify Title 24 EV requirements to require actual activated EVSE at properties and not 
just “make readies.” 
Apply current mandates and requirements more aggressively to retrofits. 
Commenter’s letter also supports the same level of EV charging access for residents of 
multifamily buildings as residents of single-family homes with recommendations on 
ensuring cost effectiveness and equity in such deployments. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s points of view and the commenter’s suggestions. 
The proposed changes to the 15-day Express Terms do not address percentages of 
parking spaces or the number of vehicles for EV charging. HCD’s proposal for new 
multifamily dwellings will mandate EV charging, not just EV infrastructure as in single-
family dwellings. The basis of these comments is outside the scope of this 15-day 
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Express Terms. Government Code Section 11346.9 states that a comment is 
“irrelevant” if it is not specifically directed at the agency’s proposed action or to the 
procedures followed by the agency in proposing or adopting the action. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4.2  

Section 4.106.4.2 contains proposed mandatory requirements for EV charging and EV 
charging infrastructure to include EV ready parking for new multifamily, hotel, motel, and 
new residential parking facilities. 

The 15-day Express Terms proposed changes related only to accessibility and use of 
ALMS. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Sven Thesen, Project Green Home, Co-Founder 
Commenter suggests that HCD change the code to require a low power Level 2 
receptacle for every multifamily dwelling unit that has access to parking. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenter’s point of view and the commenter’s suggestion. The 
basis of this comment is outside the scope of this 15-day Express Terms. Government 
Code Section 11346.9 states that a comment is “irrelevant” if it is not specifically 
directed at the agency’s proposed action or to the procedures followed by the agency in 
proposing or adopting the action. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4.2.2  

Section 4.106.4.2.2 includes proposed mandatory requirements for EV charging and EV 
charging infrastructure for residential occupancies. HCD is proposing to retain the 
requirements for EV capable spaces at ten (10) percent of total parking spaces, proposing 
new requirements for low power Level 2 receptacles (EV ready) at twenty-five (25) percent 
of parking spaces, and Level 2 chargers at five (5) percent of parking spaces in multifamily 
buildings with 20 or more dwelling units or hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units 
or guestrooms. HCD is also proposing signage for EV ready and EV charger spaces. The 
15-day Express Terms proposed changes related only to accessibility and use of ALMS 
and amended this section for ALMS to apply to low power Level 2 receptacles. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
EV Charging Access, Light Duty - Group Letter 
See Attachment C for list of additional signatories. 
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Commenters suggest that HCD increase the residential EV Ready percentage from 
twenty-five (25) percent to eighty-five (85) percent and include prominent signage at all 
EV capable and EV ready spaces. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Vanessa Warheit, EV Charging Access for All 
See Attachment B for list of additional signatories. 
Commenter requests that HCD increase the residential EV Ready percentage from 
twenty-five (25) percent to eighty-five (85) percent. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
The basis of these comments is outside the scope of this 15-day Express Terms. The 
Government Code Section 11346.9 states that a comment is “irrelevant” if it is not 
specifically directed at the agency’s proposed action or to the procedures followed by the 
agency in proposing or adopting the action. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
EV Charging Access, Light Duty - Group Letter 
See Attachment C for list of additional signatories. 
Vanessa Warheit, EV Charging Access 
The commenters recommend that HCD remove the clarifying ALMS language from this 
version. The commenters state that “This change would, in effect provide a disincentive 
to developers for providing charging above the minimum required, by further limiting the 
potential of ALMS.” 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Phillip Kobernick, Peninsula Clean Energy 
Commenter recommends amending this section to apply when “…ten (10) percent or 
more of the total number of parking spaces are equipped with Level 2 EVSE, then all 
can use the ALMS.” 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ suggestions. 
The proposed changes to the 15-day Express Terms address the application to low 
power Level 2 receptacles but does not address ALMS capacity or use. Government 
Code Section 11346.9 states that a comment is “irrelevant” if it is not specifically 
directed at the agency’s proposed action or to the procedures followed by the agency in 
proposing or adopting the action. The basis of these comments is outside the scope of 
this 15-day Express Terms.  
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No changes to the FET were made as a result of these comments. 

The comments below were submitted during the 45-Day public comment 
period but were delayed due to technological issues. HCD received 
these comments on December 8, 2021 and are addressed below. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4  
Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for residential occupancies. HCD is proposing to retain the requirements for 
EV capable spaces at ten (10) percent of total parking spaces, proposing new requirements 
for low power Level 2 receptacles (EV ready) at twenty-five (25) percent of parking spaces, 
and Level 2 chargers at five (5) percent of parking spaces in multifamily buildings with 20 or 
more dwelling units or hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units or guestrooms. 
HCD is also proposing signage for EV ready and EV charger spaces. 
HCD is retaining EV charging requirements for one and two-family dwellings and 
townhouses with attached private garages. These requirements are for installation of EV 
charging infrastructure only (raceway and service panel capacity). HCD is not proposing 
any change for one and two-family dwellings and townhouses from the 2019 CALGreen 
regulations. 

Commenters and Recommendation: 
Various commenters; see Attachment F for complete list of signatories. 
Many commenters requested the following for all new multifamily housing units with 
parking, these comments are similar to the comments addressed on page five of this 
document for Section 4.106. 

1. An EV Space that is wired directly to the unit’s corresponding electric meter. 
2. True EV Ready “plug-and-play” charging access via an electric outlet or EV 

charging cordset. 
3. Prominent labeling of EV charging spaces with highly visible signage to increase 

EV awareness and encourage adoption. 
Commenters also noted that CALGreen should “level the playing field and provide 
equitable, affordable, ubiquitous access to EV charging.” Commenters also noted that 
current code does not require multi-family housing to have the same access as single-
family housing. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ 
recommendations. HCD held multiple focus group meetings and worked in conjunction 
with CARB, CBSC, DSA, the building industry and other stakeholders to incrementally 
increase EV charging access.  
Due to the varying needs of EV users and rapidly changing nature of EV technology, 
including battery capacity, types and rates of charging, and to ensure adoption of EV 
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charging requirements in building standards are appropriate, cost-effective, flexible, and 
equitable for the many different stakeholders affected by EV-related building codes, 
HCD will consider further changes related to EV charging access in future code 
adoption cycles. 
No changes to the Final Express Terms were made as a result of these comments. 

Item 4 
Chapter 4, RESIDENTIAL MANDATORY MEASURES, Section 4.106.4 
Section 4.106.4 includes proposed mandatory regulations for EV charging and EV charging 
infrastructure for residential occupancies. HCD is proposing to retain the requirements for 
EV capable spaces at ten (10) percent of total parking spaces, proposing new requirements 
for low power Level 2 receptacles (EV ready) at twenty-five (25) percent of parking spaces, 
and Level 2 chargers at five (5) percent of parking spaces in multifamily buildings with 20 or 
more dwelling units or hotels and motels with 20 or more sleeping units or guestrooms. 
HCD is also proposing signage for EV ready and EV charger spaces. 

Commenter and Recommendation: 
Jon Jenkins 
Commenter notes that the EV charging requirement for single-family homes are “really 
good,” but only 40 percent of multi-family homes are covered. Commenter suggests that 
HCD require all new apartments and condos to be EV accessible to help make it easier 
for more people to utilize electric vehicles. 

Agency Response: 
HCD appreciates the commenters’ points of view and the commenters’ 
recommendations.  HSC Section 18942 provides for state agencies to propose changes 
to the California Building Standards Code as necessary. HCD reevalutes the California 
Building Standards Code every 18-months. Due to the varying needs of EV users and 
rapidly changing nature of EV technology, including battery capacity, types and rates of 
charging, and to ensure adoption of EV charging requirements in building standards are 
appropriate, cost-effective, flexible, and equitable for the many different stakeholders 
affected by EV-related building codes, HCD will consider further changes related to EV 
charging access in future code adoption cycles. HCD will work to continue the 
advancement of EV charging requirements for residential buildings in a manner that 
takes meaningful, incremental steps to address air quality issues, reduce greenhouse 
gases and meet the needs of building residents that desire to purchase, own, lease and 
drive EVs. 
No changes to the FET were made as a result of this comment. 

DETERMINATION OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED AND EFFECT ON PRIVATE 
PERSONS 
Government Code Section 11346.9(a)(4) requires a determination with supporting 
information that no alternative considered would be more effective in carrying out the 
purpose for which the regulation is proposed, or would be as effective and less 
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burdensome to affected private persons than the adopted regulation, or would be more 
cost-effective to affected private persons and equally effective in implementing the statutory 
policy or other provisions of law. 
In the case of the CALGreen, there is no model code applicable to residential occupancies 
to be adopted. HSC Section 17928 mandates HCD to review relevant green building 
guidelines and to propose green building features that are cost effective and feasible as 
mandatory building standards. HCD evaluated the available relevant green building 
guidelines, held multiple focus group meetings and worked in conjunction with CARB, 
CBSC, DSA, the building industry and other stakeholders to determine the most 
appropriate updates. 

REJECTED PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE THAT WOULD LESSEN THE ADVERSE 
ECONOMIC IMPACT ON SMALL BUSINESSES: 
Government Code Section 11346.9(a)(5) requires an explanation setting forth the reasons 
for rejecting any proposed alternatives that would lessen the adverse economic impact on 
small businesses, including the benefits of the proposed regulation per 11346.5(a)(3). 
There were no alternatives available to HCD. Providing the most recent methods and 
applying those building standards on a statewide basis, as required by statute, results in 
uniformity, and promotes affordable costs. 
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