
 

February 6, 2022 

Submitted via cleanschoolbus@epa.gov  

Re:  Comments on the Clean School Bus Program  

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Beneficial Electrification League (BEL) is pleased to provide input to the U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency on its Clean School Bus program.  

BEL is a 501(c)(3) organization founded in 2018 with a mission to increase understanding of how beneficial 

electrification can save consumers money, improve air quality and lower emissions, foster a more robust and 

resilient grid, and improve quality of life. Our organization is funded through sponsorships and grants from 

stakeholders that support the mission, including many not-for-profit rural electric cooperatives.  

The Beneficial Electrification League (BEL) recently launched an initiative to accelerate the deployment of 

electric school buses (ESBs) in electric cooperative service territories throughout the country. The effort brings 

together cooperative organizations representing more than 300 local utilities in more than 20 states with 

the aim of facilitating coordination between utilities and school districts on electric school bus programs.1 In the 

nation’s 13,185 unified school districts, rural electric co-ops serve more than 50 percent of the territory in 5,881 

of those districts. Of these, 3,177 districts have 15 percent or more of the student population below the poverty 

line.  

1. We urge EPA to commit to fully fund the first electric school bus and related infrastructure in all 

eligible rural school districts applying for grants 
For many school districts, especially small school districts, still struggling with the challenges of 

COVID 19, applying for a grant to purchase its first electric school bus is an effort that could result in 

diverting resources from other priorities. Therefore, it is critical to minimize the potential financial 

burden by assuring the first electric bus in a school district, as well as the charging infrastructure and 

warranty or maintenance, is covered in total by the grant.  

 

Across the nation, schools have struggled to meet students’ needs during an unprecedented pandemic. 

Administrative burdens or the potential for unexpected costs will reduce participation in this project, 

especially by small, rural school districts.  

 

The rules should specify that all costs, including any cost related to the disposal of an existing bus, if 

required, be covered if the applicant follows a simple application process. Assuring the program will 

cover the total project cost will do the following: 

 

• Provide certainty against hidden or unexpected budget impacts so that school staff can invest 

time in the grant/rebate application knowing the effort will result in the deployment of an electric 

bus and not require a supplemental request for school district funds.  

• Make justifying the project easier, since a no-cost electric school bus will save the school money 

that can be used for other priorities. 

 
1 A full listing of participants can be found on our web site www.be-league.org/buses and in our press release found here: 
https://be-league.org/bel-launches-electric-school-bus-initiative/  
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2. BEL strongly suggests the program seek to deploy electric school buses to as many districts as 

possible 

We believe the program faces two significant risks: a low participation rate and/or negative experience 

with the program or the buses.  

The primary benefit of this program resides in the deployment of clean buses to areas that would 

otherwise not have them. Requiring advanced bus features on a single bus, such as vehicle-to-grid, 

dynamic charging strategies, microgrids, or other technologies, adds complexity that could be a 

distraction or a barrier for potential applicants.  

We encourage EPA to keep the focus on getting buses to every school that wants one and promoting a 

valuable experience for those who get them.  

BEL was founded with the support of electric cooperatives across the country and is positioned to assist them in 

making this program a success both for the schools who are valued consumer-members of the co-op, and for 

their community. 

 

Every first electric school bus in a district is akin to a demonstration project. We appreciate EPA considering 

the viewpoint of the school at every point in the process. We will consider the program a success if, at the end, 

school staff, drivers, parents and other stakeholders hold a positive view of the bus and the new technology.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Keith Dennis  

President  

Beneficial Electrification League 

kdennis@be-league.org 

www.be-league.org 
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Attachment: Initial Beneficial Electrification League Electric School Bus Initiative Participants 

 

Generation and Transmission Cooperatives 

• Dairyland Power Cooperative (representing 24 electric cooperatives) 
• East River Electric (representing 24 electric cooperatives) 
• Golden Spread Electric Cooperative (representing 16 electric cooperatives) 
• Great River Energy (representing 28 electric cooperatives) 
• Hoosier Energy (representing 18 electric cooperatives) 
• Northwest Iowa Power Corporation (representing 7 electric cooperatives) 
• Oglethorpe Power Corporation (representing 38 electric cooperatives) 
• Old Dominion Electric Cooperative (representing 11 electric cooperatives) 
• Tri-State Generation and Transmission Association, Inc. (representing 42 electric 

cooperatives) 
• Western Farmers (representing 21 electric cooperatives and an air force base) 

Statewide Organizations 

• Colorado Rural Electric Association (representing 22 electric cooperatives) 
• Minnesota Rural Electric Association (representing 50 electric cooperatives) 
• North Carolina’s Electric Cooperatives (representing 26 electric cooperatives) 
• Wisconsin Electric Cooperative Association (representing 25 electric cooperatives) 

Distribution Cooperatives 

• Rappahannock Electric Cooperative (representing co-op consumer-members in Virginia) 
• Anza Electric Cooperative, Inc. (representing California co-op consumer-members) 
• Beltrami Electric Cooperative (representing Minnesota co-op consumer-members) 
• Cherryland Electric Cooperative (representing Michigan co-op consumer-members) 
• Dakota Electric Association (representing Minnesota co-op consumer-members) 
• Flint Energies (representing Georgia co-op consumer-members) 
• Mountain Parks Electric, Inc. (representing Colorado co-op consumer-members) 
• La Plata Electric Association (representing Colorado co-op consumer-members) 
• New Hampshire Electric Cooperative (representing New Hampshire co-op consumer-

members) 
• Roanoke Electric Cooperative (representing North Carolina co-op consumer-members) 
• Sioux Valley Energy (representing South Dakota co-op consumer-members) 
• Trico Electric Cooperative, Inc. (representing Arizona co-op consumer-members) 
• Winneshiek Energy District (an energy district in Iowa) 
• Yampa Valley Electric Association (representing Colorado co-op consumer-members) 

 




