1. I made a note that UCD owns this vehicle even though they got it from Toyota. I'm not sure where that info came from. Not an insignificant issue considering I've heard of some early protototype Evs priced at well over $1,000,000.

2. Same (NiMH) Battery Pack as a Prius.

3. Remarkably quiet operation, several of us remarked, as we rode. We listened for the compressor, but could not hear it. This is a potentially noisy item in some FCVs. I heard it in one other car, but not in the Toyota.

4. Traction motor rated at 80 kw (a little over 100 hp), not much but it produces nearly 200 ft-lb of torque near zero rpm, so it will out-accelerate the base-model (gasoline-powered?) vehicle.

5. The System is said to be similar to the Prius in the sense that Motive power can be derived from the battery, the fuel cell, or both. The computer system monitors SOC (State of Charge) of Battery pack and determines this. The goal is said to be some seemless transition from different power sources.

6. Note the right-hand drive (originally made for Japanese roads) nature of the car.

7. Lack of Beatles playing on the CD player. (Why are marketing folks not putting some music on for some of these test-rides.. particularly in BEVs and quieter FCHEVs whose quietness would appeal to those who like to listen to music?)

8. Discussion of Crash-Testing... unable to make a Hydrogen leak on older model which was crash-tested. The claim was made that the vehicle is just as safe if not safer than conventional gasoline vehicle. We discussed TRD Devices, “Temperature Relief Devices”, and their roll in sensing over-temperature and releasing pressure and helping prevent explosion. Also, with a Carbon-Fiber tank such as we had, it was said, even with an explosion, it would help prevent dangerous shrapnel. Range with this fuel tank: 186 miles. I think the discussion of the fuel tank helps understand the difference in range between this vehicle and the Nissan (130 miles) which was otherwise very similar in its use of some of Toyota's Technology.

