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12 COUNTY SUBCOMMITTEE 
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DISTRICT ONLY) (MAX.=1)

13B DISCRETIONARY POINTS (BY 
DISTRICT ONLY) (MAX.=1)

14 GRAND TOTAL RANKING 
POINTS

* Applicants must certify local and other share contributions. Specify, all funding sources to be utilized as local share at the 
time of application submittal.

District 5
Capital Improvement Project
Priority Rating Sheet, Round 36

COUNTY:  Wood PROJECT NUMBER:

EST. COST: $689,581
PROJECT:  Village of Bloomdale Storm Sewer

No.No. "A"

CRITERIA TO BE CONSIDERED

"B"

PRIORITY 
FACTORS

"A" x "B"

PRIORITY FACTORS

1

2A 1 EXISTING PHYSICAL 
CONDITION

Fading Poor Failing

8

Excellent Good

2A

Fair

Moderate Major Critical Extremely 
Critical

No Impact Minimal

505 1

7 1 JOB CREATION/RETENTION         
Indicate full time equivalent jobs, 
include supporting documentaion 
in the form of a commiment letter 
from business or third party entity.

0-6 Jobs

7

7-14 Jobs 15-24 Jobs 25+ Jobs

80%-100% Less Than 80%

Attach impact statement if yes .

Other Info:

Does this project have a significant impact on productive farmland?

100%+

9

Is the Applicant ready to proceed to bids after State Approval within 6 months?

YES   X  NO

YES   NO  X

9 1 ECONOMIC DISTRESS         
Local MHI as a percentage of the 
District Median MHI

1

11 SUBTOTAL RANKING POINTS 
(MAX. = 115)

75

District Discretionary Point may be awarded to projects that demonstarte that the entity has maximized 
financial resources including assessments and utility rate structure.

When scoring a project that is only grant or only loan. Please use the chart labeled "Grant or Loan Only". When scoring a grant/loan combination, score the project for the grant in the first chart, then 
use the second chart labeled "Grant/Loan Combination" to score the total (grant and loan combined).  Use the lower of the two as the score.

District Discretionary Point may be awarded to projects that demonstarte significant Area-wide, County, 
or Community Impact. Include documentaion to support  the claim of significance.



Revised: June 29, 2021
Application Instructions 

Public WorksWise Training
(Right click on the Blue fields and Choose Open Hyperlink) 

The Commission has been hard at work for the two years developing our Salesforce based internal cloud platform, Public 

WorksWise. WorksWise will allow our customers to apply online for OPWC grant and loan funds, process disbursement 

requests to vendors, submit relevant project documentation and schedule information, and navigate loan repayments all in one 

place!  

We have been testing the system and the OPWC staff will be going live internally with the platform in the month of May. Our 

external users will begin using the platform after the Round 35 project agreements are released electronically on July 1st. On 

August 4th our portal will go live to the public and we will enable statewide use of WorksWise to manage and maintain your 

OPWC infrastructure and Clean Ohio project.  

ONLINE TRAINING VIDEOS 

Clean Ohio Training for Applicants: HOW TO SUBMIT A CLEAN OHIO APPLICATION THROUGH 

WORKSWISE PORTAL

Infrastructure Training for Applicants: HOW TO SUBMIT AN INFRASTRUCTURE APPLICATION 

THROUGH THE WORKSWISE PORTAL 

Upcoming Customer Training: Processing and Submitting Project Disbursements 

July 7th 9:30-11:30: Statewide Infrastructure Disbursement Training (training link will be made available a few days prior 

to the trainings) 

August 11th 9:30-11:30: Statewide Infrastructure Follow Up training for popular questions that arise after launch (training 

link will be made available a few days prior to the trainings) 

Requesting Access to WorksWise

OPWC allows each community/applicant one license to access WorksWise in order to apply for funding and request 

disbursements once funded. In order to onboard new and existing applicants, we require that the applicant designate an 

appointee and request access via the link below.  

Important Items to Note: if you want access for another community other than the one with which you are employed 

(this may be true for County Engineers Offices or consulting firms), a Letter of Authorization will be required to be 

uploaded when you make the request to be set up for that community. Below is a link to the template that must be put on 

the subdivision's letter head, signed, and scanned in as a PDF.  

Letter of Authorization for WorksWise access to applicant's account 

Liaisons: Please do not request a username through this form, you are automatically setup to receive usernames. 

However, if you are applying on behalf of a community, you will need to request access to do so with the Letter of 

Authorization above.  



2) Cities/Counties: For larger communities that may need more than one login, there is a space on the form to explain 

why additional logins are necessary. We will review them on a case by case basis. Every community is afforded at least 

one login to the WorksWise Portal. 

3) For WorksWise questions, please email workswise@pwc.ohio.gov and copy your Program Representative on the 

email. Someone will respond back to you as quickly as possible.  

4) Please fill out the form below for each login requested. If you are representing multiple communities, please fill register 

for each community you plan to work with along with the Letter of Authorization. Please do NOT list more than one 

subdivision on the signup form or your entry will be deleted and we will ask that you resubmit your request(s). 

Click here to request a login to the Public WorksWise portal  

**Usernames and passwords for the system will not be granted until we go live in August.  
 

Supplemental Application Instructions

Prerequisites for Project Consideration 
 
Manner of submittal items to the County Subcommittee: 
Paper Application Submittal Instructions 

1)   Must  be one-s ided ,  8 .5” x 11”.  
2 )   No dividers or cover sheets (a summary sheet may be submitted with "other documentation"). 
3 )  No Binding. A binder clip, folder, punch-less binder (has a clamp that holds papers together) are OK. No 

staples. 

Format of application: 
1)   All must be in whole dollars (no cents).  
2)   C a n n o t  u se  a l l  c a p s .  

Page 4 of application must contain relevant information about project and not "see attached". If it will not fit in 
space provided, list what will fit and attach one supplement document to complete the information. 

3)    Page 3 must designate households or ADT ONLY for the direct area of the infrastructure. (Cannot 
count downstream or system users). Majority infrastructure type determines how project is scored 
when there are multiple components. ADT Traffic Counts are required within three years of 
application submittal with certified documentation. 

Optional Electronic Application Submittal 

Applicants may opt to submit applications in a pdf electronic file format on a CD, DVD or other electronic storage 
device. 

OPWC Required Documents 
o OPWC Six Page Application 
o Authorizing Legislation 
o CFO Certification of Local Funds and Loan Repayment Letter 
o Engineer’s Estimate and Useful Life Statement 
o Cooperative Agreement (Multiple Jurisdictions) 
o Farmland Preservation Review Letter 

District 5 Required Documents 
o A Self-Score Capital Improvements Questionnaire 
o Priority Rating Sheet, Round 36 
o ADT Traffic Counts conducted within three years of the application submittal 
o EPA Findings and Orders, EPA Safe Drinking Water Regulations Notice of Violation, EPA NPDES 



Permit Violations, EPA Consent Decree or Court Orders 
o Documentation to support Functional Obsolescence Claim 
o Documentation of Waterline Breaks, I and I Analysis, excessive corrosion, etc. 
o Written Third Party Documentation supporting Job Creation/Retention Claims 
o Auditor’s Certificate 
o Other items 

a. Maps 
b. Pictures 
c. Summary Sheet 
d. Letters supporting the project application. 
e. Any other items deemed relevant to the project 

 
Project Cost Overruns/Changes in Scope Procedure 

1)         The applicant will prepare an amended application including a revised budget, revised engineering estimate, and a 
detailed explanation of the change(s) requested. 

2)          The amendment is due to the District 5 Liaison thirty days in advance of the date of the scheduled District 5 
Executive Committee Meeting. 

 
Revolving Loan Prioritization 
 

1)        RLP funds are funds repaid from previous loans.  The money can only be used for loans.  No grants may be made 
with the funds. 

2)        The interest rate for RLP Loans is established by the Executive committee at zero percent per year for the useful life 
of the improvement. 

3)        RLP Loans will be offered to projects based on the ranking of projects on the SCIP Slate.  Consideration will be 
given to projects in order of score based on initial grant or grant/loan request. until the RLP funds are expended. 

 
Evaluation Questionnaire and Priority Rating Sheet 
 

1)        Each application to District 5 shall be rated using the District 5 Capital Improvements Project Questionnaire and 
Priority Rating Sheet as adopted by the District 5 Executive Committee. 

2)        For Villages and Township with populations less than 5,000 special attention is called to the potential eligibility for 
Small Government Funding consideration.  The scoring for the Small Government Program is established and 
implemented by the Ohio Public Works Commission.  This program has an additional set of Evaluation 
Methodology.  Each applicant should familiarize themselves with this methodology when planning your project 
funding request.  If your project is not selected for District Funding each applicant under 5,000 in population will 
be considered for selection as a potential Small Government Project.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



DISTRICT 5
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

QUESTIONNAIRE 
ROUND 36 

Name of Applicant:__Village of Bloomdale__________________________________________
Project Title: _Storm Sewer Improvements____________________________________________ 

The following questions are to be answered for each application submitted for State Issue II SCIP, LTIP and Loan 
Projects.  Please provide specific information using the best documentation available to you.  Justification of your 
responses to these questions will be required if your project is selected for funding, so please provide correct and 
accurate responses. Villages and Townships under 5,000 in population should also complete the Small 
Government Criteria. 
 

1. What percentage of the project in repair A=   100   %, replacement B=      %, expansion C=      %, and  new 

D= %?  (Use dollar amounts of project to figure percentages and make sure the total equals one 

hundred(100) percent) A+B= 100 %   C+D= % ORC Reference(s):164.06(B)(1); 164.14(E)(10)

Repair/Replacement = Repair or Replacement of public facilities owned by the government (any 
subdivision of the state). 

 
New/Expansion = Replacement of privately owned wells, septic systems, private water or wastewater

systems, etc. 
2a. Existing Physical Condition of Infrastructure ORC Reference(s):164.06(B)(2);164.14(E)(9);164.14(E)(2); 

                                                                                                                       164.14(E)(8) 

Points Category Description Examples
10 Failing Infrastructure has reached a point where it 

requires replacement, reconstruction or 
reconfiguration to fulfill its purpose 

-Intersection Reconfiguration 
due to accident problem-
Structural paving of 3.5" or 
greater of additional pavement -
Pavement Widening to meet 
ODOT L&D Standards -
Complete Pavement 
Reconstruction -Water or Sewer 
Line Replacement - Water or 
Sewer Plant Replacement -
Widening graded shoulder 
width to ODOT L&D Standard 
-Complete Bridge or Culvert 
replacement-Replacement of a 
major component of a water 
and/or sewer treatment plant 
which would result in a failure 
in meeting WQ Standards

8 Poor The condition is substandard and requires 
repair or restoration in order to return to the 
intended level of service and comply with 
current design standards.  Infrastructure 
contains deficiency and is functioning at a 
diminished capacity. 

-Multiple course of paving -
Structural Culvert Lining -
Bridge Deck Replacement -
Replacement of a component
such as a control mechanism, 
pumps, hydrants, valves, filters, 



etc of a water or sewer plant -
Single course of paving with 
25% base repair-Widening 
graded shoulder width to less 
than ODOT L&D Standard

6 Fading The condition requires reconditioning to 
continue to function as originally intended.

-Single course of paving -Sewer
Lining Projects -Water tower 
painting -Repair of a tank to 
maintain structural integrity in 
existing water and sewer 
systems-Widening aggregate 
berm on existing graded 
shoulder width

4 Fair The condition is average, not good or poor.
The infrastructure is still functioning as 
originally intended. Minor deficiencies exist 
requiring repair to continue to function as 
originally intended and/or to meet current 
design standards 

2 Good The condition is safe and suitable to purpose. 
Infrastructure is functioning as originally 

intended, but requires minor repairs and/or 
upgrades to meet current design standards

0 Excellent The condition is new or requires no repair. 
Or, no supporting documentation has been 
submitted 

 

2b. Age of Infrastructure ORC Reference(s):164.06(B)(2) 
Life 20 30 50

Project
Type Road 

Wastewater and Water 
Treatment

Bridge/Culvert, Sanitary 
Sewer, Water Supply, 

Storm Water, Solid 
Waste

Points 
0 0-4 Years 0-6 Years 0-10 Years 
1 5-8 Years 7-12 Years 11-20 Years 
2 9-12 Years 13-18 Years 21-30 Years 
3 13-16 Years 19-24 Years 31-40 Years 
4 17-20 Years 25-30 Years 41-50 Years 
5 20+ Years 30+ Years 50+ Years 

3. Health and Safety Rating: ORC Reference(s):164.06(B)(4),164.14(E)(1); 164.14(E)(10) 

 If the proposed project is not approved what category would best represent the impact on the general health 
and/or public safety? 



ROADS

Extremely Critical: Resurfacing, Restoration, Rehabilitation and Reconstruction (4R) of a Major 
Access Road.*

Critical: Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation (3R) of a Major Access Road.*
 
Major:   Resurfacing, Restoration, Rehabilitation and Reconstruction (4R) of a Minor 

Access Road.* 
 
Moderate:  Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation (3R) of a Minor Access Road.* 
 
Minimal:  Preventative Maintenance of a Major Access Road. 
 
No Impact:  Preventative Maintenance of a Minor Access Road. 
 
Projects that have a variety of work will be scored in the LOWEST category of work contained in 
the Construction Estimate. 

Road/Street Classifications: 
 
Major Access Road:  Roads or streets that have a dual function of providing 

access to adjacent properties and providing through or 
connecting service between other roads.  

Minor Access Road:  Roads or streets that primarily provide access to adjacent 
properties without through continuity, such as cul-de-sacs 
or loop roads or streets. 

 
Preventative Maintenance:   Non Structural Pavement work such as chip sealing, cape 

sealing, micro-surfacing, crack sealing, etc.

*(3R) Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation - Improvements to existing roadways, which have as their main 
               purpose, the restoration of the physical features (pavement, curb, guardrail, etc.) without altering the original 

             design elements. (Surface and Intermediate layer Mill and Fills, overlays with less than or equal to 3.5” of additional  
             pavement, etc….) 

 
*(4R) Resurfacing, Restoration, Rehabilitation and Reconstruction - Much like 3R, except that 4R allows for the 

               complete reconstruction of the roadway and alteration of certain design elements (i.e., lane widths, shoulder 
               width, SSD, overlays with greater than 3.5” of additional pavement. etc.). 

BRIDGES SUFFICIENCY RATING 

Extremely Critical: 0-25, or a General Appraisal rating of 3 or less.  

Critical: 27-50, or a General Appraisal rating of 4.  
 
Major:   51-65 or a General Appraisal rating of 5 or 6.  
 
Moderate:  66-80 or a General Appraisal rating of 7.  

Minimal: 81-100 or a General Appraisal rating of more than 7.  

No Impact:  Bridge on a new roadway. 



WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANTS

Extremely Critical: Improvements required by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in the form of a 
consent decree, finding and orders or court order, and Health Department Construction 
Ban. 

 
Critical:  Improvements required by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in the form of 

NPDES permit requirements or Notice of Violations.   
 
Major:   Replace deficient appurtenances.  Update existing processes due to EPA 

recommendations.   
 
Moderate:  Increase capacity to meet current needs or update processes to improve effluent quality. 
 
Minimal:  New/Expansion project to meet a specific development proposal. 
 
No Impact:  New/Expansion to meet future or projected needs. 

WATER TREATMENT PLANT

Extremely Critical: EPA orders in the form of a consent decree, findings and orders or court order.  
 
Critical:  Improvements to meet Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Safe Drinking Water 

Regulations and/or Notice of Violations.   
 
Major:   Replace deficient appurtenances.  Update existing processes due to EPA 

recommendations.   
 
Moderate:  Increase capacity to meet current needs or update processes to improve water quality. 
 
Minimal:  New/Expansion project to meet a specific development proposal. 

No Impact:  New/Expansion to meet future or projected needs. 

COMBINED SEWER SEPARATIONS (May be construction of either new storm or sanitary sewer as 
long as the result is two separate sewer systems.) 

Extremely Critical: EPA orders in the form of a consent decree, findings and orders or court order. Health 
Department Construction Ban. 
 
Critical:                                                                                         Separate, due to chronic backup or flooding in basements. 

 
Major:                                                                                                   Separate, due to documented water quality impairment, or due to EPA recommendations. 

 
  Moderate:                                                                              Separate, due to specific development proposal within or upstream of the combined system 

   area. 
 
Minimal:                                                                                    Separate, to conform to current design standards. 

No Impact:                                                                       No positive health effect. 
 

STORM SEWERS
 

Extremely Critical: Improvements ordered by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in the form of a 
consent decree, findings and orders or court order. 



Critical:  Chronic flooding (structure damage) or improvements required by the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) in the form of NPDES permit requirements or Notice of 
Violations. 

 
Major:   Inadequate capacity (land damage).   

Moderate:  Inadequate capacity with no associated damage.   
 
Minimal:  New/Expansion to meet current needs. 
 
No Impact:  New/Expansion to meet future or project needs. 

CULVERTS

Extremely Critical: Structurally deficient or functionally obsolete. Deterioration has already caused a critical
 safety hazard to the public.   
 
Critical:  Inadequate capacity with land damage and the existing or high probability of property 

damage.   
 
Major:   Inadequate capacity (land damage).   
 
Moderate:  Inadequate capacity with no associated damage.   
 
Minimal:  New/Expansion to meet current needs. 
 
No Impact:  New/Expansion to meet future or projected needs. 

SANITARY SEWERS   

Extremely Critical: EPA orders in the form of a consent decree, findings and orders or court order.  Health 
Department Construction Ban. 

 
Critical:  Replace, due to chronic pipe failure, chronic backup or flooding in basements, sewer 

system overflows, and/or improvements required by the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) in the form of NPDES permit requirements or Notice of Violations.   

 
Major:   Replace, due to inadequate capacity or infiltration, or due to EPA recommendations.   
 
Moderate:  Rehabilitate to increase capacity to meet current needs or to reduce inflow and 

infiltration. 
 
Minimal:  New/Expansion project to meet a specific development proposal. 
 
No Impact:  New/Expansion to meet future or projected needs. 

SANITARY LIFT STATIONS AND FORCE MAINS

Extremely Critical: Structurally deficient.  Deterioration has already caused a safety/health hazard to 
the public, or; EPA orders in the form of a consent decree, findings and orders or 
court order.

 
Critical:  Inadequate capacity with actual or a high probability of property damage; or 

improvements required by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in the 



form of NPDES permit requirements.   
 
Major:   EPA recommendations, or; reduces a probable health and/or safety problem. 
 
Moderate:  Rehabilitate to increase capacity to meet current needs. 
 
Minimal:  New/Expansion to meet a specific development proposal. 
 
No Impact:  New/Expansion to meet future or projected needs. 

 
WATER PUMP STATIONS 

Extremely Critical: Structurally deficient.  Deterioration has already caused a safety hazard to the 
public, or, EPA orders in the form of a consent decree, findings and orders or 
court order. 

 
Critical:  Inadequate capacity with the inability to maintain pressure required for fire flows. 
 
Major:   Replace due to inadequate capacity or EPA recommendations. 
 
Moderate:  Rehabilitate to increase capacity to meet current needs. 
 
Minimal:  New/Expansion to meet a specific development proposal. 
 
No Impact:  New/Expansion to meet future or projected needs. 
 
WATER LINES/WATER TOWERS

Extremely Critical: Replace to solve low potable water pressure or excessive incidents of main breaks 
in project area.   

 
 Critical:  Replacement/Rehabilitation due to structural deficiency such as excessive                       

                                                corrosion and/or safety upgrades, etc.  
 
Major:   Replace undersized water mains as part of an overall upgrade process. Replace 

water meters that have exceeded their useful life.  
 
Moderate:  Increase capacity to meet current needs. Spot repairs/recoating to restore 

moderate corrosion of water components. 
 
Minimal:  New/Expansion project to meet a specific development proposal. 
 

  No Impact:  New/Expansion to meet future or projected needs. 
 
OTHER 

Extremely Critical: There is a present health and/or safety threat.

Critical: The project will provide immediate health and/or safety benefit. 
 
Major:   The project will reduce a probable health and/or safety problem. 
 



Moderate: The project will delay a health and/or safety problem. 
 
Minimal:  A possible future health and/or safety problem mitigation. 
 
No Impact:  No health and/or safety effect. 
 
NOTE:  Combined projects that can be rated in more than one subset may be rated 

 in the other category at the discretion of the District 5 Executive Committee.
 In general, the majority of the cost or scope of the project shall determine the category 

under which the project will be scored. 
 

(Submittals without supporting documentation will receive 0 Points for this question.) 

Extremely Critical       , Critical , Major X , Moderate      , Minimal , No Impact . Explain 

your answer.

(Additional narrative, charts and/or pictures should be attached to questionnaire)

4.       Identify the amount of local funds that will be used on the project as a percentage of the total project

      cost. ORC Reference164.06(B)(6);)ORC164.06(B)(7); ORC164.06(B)(3); ORC164.14(E)(4) 

A.) Amount of Local Funds =  $ 351,685

B.) Total Project Cost        =   $ 689,581

 

RATIO OF LOCAL FUNDS DIVIDED by TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (A B)=   51        % 

Note: Local funds should be considered funds derived from the applicant budget or loans funds to be 

paid back through local budget, assessments, rates or tax revenues collected by the applicant. 

5. Identify the amount of other funding sources to be used on the project, excluding SCIP or LTIP Funds, 

as a percentage of the total project cost. ORC Reference(s):164.06(B)(7);164.14(E)(4)

Grants % Gifts %, Contributions % 

Other        % (explain)                                , Total         % 

Note:  Grant funds and other revenues not contributed or collected through taxes by the applicant 
should be considered other funds.  The Scope of Work for each Funding Source must be the same. 
 
 

6. Total Amount of SCIP and Loan Funding Requested- An Applicant can request a grant per the 
categories below for points as indicated on the Priority Rating Sheet.  If the Applicant is including a loan 
request equal to, but not exceeding 50% of the OPWC funding amounts listed below, there will be no 
point penalty.  If loan funds requested are more than 50%, points as listed in the Priority Rating Sheet 
will apply.  ORC Reference(s):164.14(E)(10);164.06(B)(5) 

 
 $500,001 or More
 $400,001-$500,000 

   X $325,001-$400,000 
  $275,001-$325,000 



  $175,001-$275,000 
______ $175,000 or Less

 
There are times when the District spends all of the grant money and has loan money remaining.  When 
this happens, the district makes a loan offer in the amount of the requested grant to the communities that 
were not funded.  The offers are made in the order of scoring.  We need to know if you are not 
successful in obtaining grant dollars for your project if you would be interested in loan money:   

YES __X___ NO______ 
(This will only be considered if you are not funded with grant money and there is remaining loan 
money.)  Please note: if you answer “no” you will not be contacted, only if you answer “yes” will 
an offer be made in the event that there is loan money remaining. 

7. If the proposed project is funded, will its completion directly result in the creation of permanent full-

time equivalent (FTE) jobs (FTE jobs shall be defined as 36 hours/week) ?  Yes        No   X . If yes, 

how many jobs within eighteen months? Will the completed project retain jobs that would otherwise 

be permanently lost?  Yes        No    X .  If yes, how many jobs ____  will be created/retrained within 

18 months following the completion of the improvements?

ORC Reference(s): 164.14(E)(3);164.14(E)(10) 

(Supporting documentation in the form of letter from affected industrial or commercial enterprises that 

specify full time equivlent jobs that will be retained or created directly by the installation or 

improvement of Public infrastructure.  Additional items such as; 1) newspaper articles or other media 

news accounts, 2) public meeting minutes, and/or 3) a letter from the County Economic Development 

Director or State of Ohio Economic Development Professional that alludes to the requirement for the 

infrastructure improvement to support the business. Submittals without supporting documentation will 

receive 0 points for this question.) 

8. What is the total number of existing users that will directly benefit from the proposed project if 

completed?    59               (Use households served, traffic counts, etc. and explain the basis by which you 

arrived at your number.) ORC Reference 164.14(E)(7); 164.06(B)(10)

9.      Economic Distress Criteria ORC Reference 164.06(B)(8) 

What is the Local Median Household Income as a percentage of the District Median Household Income? 

___100________ %.  Please utilize the Economic Distress Scoring Criteria based on ACS 2013-2017 

Data provided in Exhibit A.                                                                                                                         

                                   

10. Readiness to Proceed Criteria ORC Reference 164.06(B)(9); ORC 164.14(E)(5) 

  Please categorize the status of planning and design elements for the project. 

  _______ Plans have not begun yet (0 Points) 



__X_____ Preliminary Engineering Complete (1 Point) 

_______ Final Design Complete (2 Points)

11.                   Base Score Total for Questions 1-10=   _75_______________

12. County Subcommittee Priority Points= ________________

                                           (25-20-15 Points for each of the SCIP and LTIP Project Categories) 

 

13.                          DISCRETIONARY POINTS (BY DISTRICT COMMITTEE ONLY)

13a.                                 A District Discretionary Point may be awarded to projects that demonstrate significant Area-wide, 

                 County, or Community Impact. (Include documentation to support the claim of significance)

                  (Maximum of 1 Point at the discretion of the District Executive Committee) __________

                                                                           ORC Reference 164.14(E)(7) 

13b.                                     A District Discretionary Point may be awarded to projects that demonstrate that the entity has         

                 maximized local financial resources including assessments. Provide a Fund Status Report and/or the  

                 water and sanitary waste utility rate structures are at least 2.5% of area median household income for 

                 combined systems and 1.5% of the area  median household income for water and sanitary only           

                 systems.  Please provide rate ordinances for water and sanitary sewer to be considered for                   

                 discretionary points. (Maximum of 1 Point at the discretion of the District 5 Executive                        

                 Committee)_______ ORC Reference 164.06(B)(3) 

                    

14.             Grand Total of Points ____________ 

15.             Is subdivision's population less than 5,000  Yes   X       No ___       If yes, continue.  You may want 

to                    design your project per Small Government Project Evaluation Criteria, released for the current     

                       OPWC Round to assist in evaluating your project for potential Small Government Funding.  The  

                       Small Government Criteria is available on the OPWC website at                                                  

https://www.pwc.ohio.gov/Portals/0/Data/SmallGovernment%20Round%2036%20Methodology.pdf?ver=2019

-08-07-071749-143

    
 

16. OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION SMALL GOVERNMENT PROGRAM 
GUIDELINES 
All projects that are sponsored by a subdivision with a population of 5,000 or less, and not earning 
enough points for District Funding from SCIP or LTIP Funds, are then rated using the Small 
Government Program Rating Criteria for the corresponding funding round.  In order to be rated the 
entity must submit the Small Government Suppliment and their required budgets with their application. 
 Only infrastructure that is village- or township- owned is eligible for assistance. The following 
policies have been adopted by the Small Government Commission: 

 District Integrating Committees may submit up to seven (7) applications for consideration by the 



Commission. All 7 must be ranked, however, only the top five (5) will be scored. The remaining two 
(2) will be held as contingency projects should an application be withdrawn. 

 Grants are limited to $500,000. Any assistance above that amount must be in the form of a loan. 

 Grants for new or expanded infrastructure cannot exceed 50% ofthe project estimate. 

 The Commission may deny funding for water and sewer systems that are deemed to be more 
cost-effective if regionalized. 

 If a water or sewer project is determined to be affordable, the project will be offered a loan rather 
than a grant. Pay special attention to the Water & Wastewater Affordability Supplemental and the 

Small Government Water & Wastewater Affordability Calculation Worksheet. Both are 
available on the Small Government Program Tab at 
https://www.pwc.ohio.gov/Programs/Infrastructure-Programs/Small-Government

Should there be more projects that meet the “annual score” than there is funding, the tie breaker is 
those projects which scored highest under Health & Safety, with the second tie breaker being 
Condition. If multiple projects have equivalent Health & Safety and Condition scores they are 
arranged according to the amount of assistance from low to high. Once the funded projects are 
announced, “contingency protects” may be funded from project under-runs by continuing down the 
approved project list. 

  Supplemental assistance is not provided to projects previously funded by the Commission. 

 Applicants have 30 days from receipt of application by OPWC without exception to provide 
additional documentation to make the application more competitive under the Small Government 
criteria. Applications will be scored after the 30-day period has expired. The applicants for each 
District's two (2) contingency projects will have the same 30-day period to submit supplemental 
information but these applications will not be scored unless necessary to do so. It is each applicant’s 
responsibility for determining the need for supplemental material. The applicant will not be asked for or 
notified of missing information unless the Commission has changed the project type and it affects the 
documentation required. Important information may include, but is not limited to: age of infrastructure, 
traffic counts or utility users, median income information, user rates ordinances, and the Auditor’s 
Certificate of Estimated Revenues or documentation from the Auditor of State that subdivision is in a 
state of fiscal emergency. 

If you desire to have your Round 36 project considered for Small Government Funding please 

download the Small Government Evaluation Criteria applicable to Round 36 by accessing the OPWC 

Website at 

https://www.pwc.ohio.gov/Portals/0/Data/SmallGovernment%20Round%2036%20Methodology.pdf?

ver=2019-08-07-071749-143. Please follow the Small Government Evaluation Criteria and 

include supporting documentation to receive points. Specifically, include the Auditor’s 

Certification of funds for your entity and documentation supporting the age of the 

infrastructure. 
Please complete the Small Government Evaluation Criteria and attach all required supporting 
documentation and attach it to the District 5 Questionnaire for Round 36. 



Date:   _09/02/2021____________________________________________________________
Signature:__________________________________________________________________
Title:__Project Administrative Assistant__________________________________________
Address:_1168 North Main Street, Bowling Green, Ohio 43402________________________ 
Phone: _567-331-2691            ___________________________________________________
FAX:______________________________________________________________________ 
Email:_mhister@kleinfelder.com_______________________________________________
 

 



Small Government Commission
Application Checklist 

This checklist will help ensure that your application is scored at its best competitive advantage. It will also assist 
with the timely release of the Project Agreement should your project be funded. This form is for your use only. See 
various templates and forms in this manual, on the Small Government webpage, and on the Application webpage. 

[X   ] Compliant certified authorizing legislation by applicant’s governing body (OPWC Application webpage) 

[N/A   ]  Cooperative agreement if multi-jurisdictional (OPWC Application webpage). Road/bridge/culvert projects 
must include an engineer’s statement certifying the percentages of each participating jurisdiction’s share 
of the total project. 

[N/A   ]  Compliant Chief Financial Officer’s Certification and Loan Letter (OPWC Application webpage) 

[X   ]  Funding commitment letters and or documentation for all non-OPWC matching funds 

[X   ] Signed/stamped registered professional engineer’s detailed cost estimate including in-kind costs (OPWC 
Application webpage). If project is a mix of new/expansion and repair/replacement items, engineer must 
include a percentage break-down by category. 

 
[X   ]   Signed/stamped professional engineer’s weighted useful life statement if not submitted with original 

application (cannot be modified) 
 
[X   ]  Small Government Engineer’s Plan Status Certification form (in this manual and on SG webpage) 
 
[X   ]  Clear description of problem and scope of work with appropriate documentation 
 
[X   ]  Source documentation for proof of age with year clearly visible or compliant letter from eligible public 

official {letter template in this manual} 
 
[X   ]  Project site photos, if appropriate 
 
[X   ]  Map showing project location/site 
 
[N/A  ]  Farmland Preservation Review Letter if any impact to farmland (OPWC Application webpage) 
 
[X   ]  ADT report for Road, Bridge & Culvert Projects  
 OR 

Number of households/EDUs (with calculation) for Water, Wastewater, Storm Water Collection, Solid 
Waste Projects who directly benefit. If waterline or sewer project with additional benefitted users beyond 
scope of construction, then also Engineer’s study documenting these additional users. 
 

Roads, Bridges/Culverts, Storm Water, Solid Waste Projects Only: 
 
[X   ]  Auditor’s Certificate of Estimated Resources with line item detail unless applicant in State of Fiscal 

Emergency; also if Storm Water or Solid Waste project, the fund(s) typically used must be identified 
{examples in back of this manual}.  

 
[N/A   ]  Low volume road projects that include documentation using ODOT’s TIMS System showing a positive Rate 

of Return is required to maximize points under population.  
  
 
(Continued on next page)  



Water and Wastewater Projects Only: 

[N/A ] “Current” water and wastewater rate ordinances/resolutions for all entities providing services unless 
applicant in State of Fiscal Emergency 

[N/A   ]  Small Government Water & Wastewater Ability & Effort Supplemental form (in this manual and on SG 
webpage)  

 



Applicant: 
SCORE

1 Ability & Effort   (Use A or B according to project type)
A. Roads, Bridges/Culverts, Storm Water, Solid Waste Projects ONLY

0 2 4 6 8 10 8

B. Water & Wastewater Projects ONLY
Calculated by Administrator N/A

2 Health & Safety   (Use A or B according to project type)
A. Road, Bridge, Culvert

0 2 4 6 8 10 0

B. Water, Wastewater, Storm Water, Solid Waste
0 2 4 6 8 10 8

3 Age & Condition
I. Age

0 1 2 3 4 5 5

II. Condition
1 2 3 4 5 4

4 Leveraging Ratio
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 9

5 Population Benefit
0 1 2 3 4 5 1

6 District Priority Ranking  -  Completed by Administrator N/A

7 OPWC Funds Requested
0 5 10 5

8 Loan Request (Default 0 points if no loan requsted)
1 5 10 10

9 Useful Life
1 2 3 4 5 5

10 Median Household Income
2 4 6 8 10 8

11 Readiness to Proceed
I. Status of Plans

0 2 5 0

II. Status of Funding
0 3 5 5

TOTAL 68

Small Government Self-Score
(Input Score in box for each criterion; will total automatically)

Village of Bloomdale



SG Methodology FY 23 / Round 36  Page 2 of 6
 

Complete and compliant support documentation must be provided for a criterion to be awarded points. See 
Applicant Manual for more information. 

 
1. Ability and Effort of the Applicant to Finance the Project (Maximum 10 points) 
 

A. Roads, Bridges/Culverts, Storm Water, Solid Waste Projects Only – “Auditor’s Certificate of 
Estimated Resources” showing fund detail, as provided in ORC sections 5705.35 and 5705.36 is 
used to determine potential financial resources available for the project. Score is based on the 
project’s total cost as a percentage of financial resources. 
 
0 Total project cost represents 0 to 20% of subdivision's total combined funds legally 

eligible for infrastructure type  
 

2 Total project cost represents 21 to 40% of subdivision's total combined funds legally 
eligible for infrastructure type  

 
4 Total project cost represents 41 to 60% of subdivision's total combined funds legally 

eligible for infrastructure type  
 
6  Total project cost represents 61 to 80% of subdivision's total combined funds legally 

eligible for infrastructure type 
 
8 Total project cost represents 81 to 100% of subdivision's total combined funds legally 

eligible for infrastructure type 
 
10 Total project cost exceeds 100% of subdivision's total combined funds legally eligible for 

infrastructure type, or subdivision is in fiscal emergency 
 

B.      Water and Wastewater Projects Only – Determined by SG Administrator according to the Water & 
Wastewater Ability & Effort calculation described in Applicants Manual. Information is obtained 
from both water and wastewater rate ordinances, Small Government Water & Wastewater Ability 
& Effort Supplemental, and data from the U.S. Census Bureau. Points are provided for the hours 
worked to pay for water and wastewater services according to the highest of two variances as a 
percentage above or below State Averages: weighted average of household income or percentage of 
households making less than $25,000. 

 
0 More than 50% above state average 
2 25.1% - 50% above state average 
4 0 - 25% above state average 
6 0.1% - 25% below state average 
8 25.1% to 50% below state average 
10 More than 50% below state average  
 

2. Importance of Project to Health and Safety of Citizens – Score is assigned according to the application 
project description and any pertinent supplemental documentation. (Maximum 10 points) 

 
A. Road, Bridge, Culvert  

 
0 New infrastructure to meet future or projected needs 

 
2  New infrastructure to meet current needs; Roadway surface paving less than 2 inches; 

Bridges with General Appraisal of 6 or above or with a Sufficiency Rating of 81-100 
 

8 Total project cost represents 81 to 100% of subdivision's total combined funds legally Total project cost represents 81 to 100% of subdivision's total combined funds legally 
eligible for infrastructure type
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4  Roadway surface paving equal to or greater than 2 inches with/without milling; Replace or 

install signal where warranted; Bridges with a General Appraisal of 5 or Sufficiency 
Rating of 66-80; Culvert replacement with no associated damage 

 
6  Road widening to add paved shoulders or for safe passage, and/or roadway paving with 

full-depth base repair equal to or greater than 5% of roadway surface area; Intersection 
improvement to add turn lanes or realignment; Bridges with a General Appraisal of 4 or 
Sufficiency Rating of 51-65; Culverts with inadequate flow capacity 

 
8           Complete roadway full-depth reconstruction (includes removal/replacement of base) or 

reclamation with/without drainage; Widening to add travel lanes; Intersection 
improvements to address excessive accident rate and/or inadequate level of service with 
Crash Reduction Factor (0.0 < CRF < 0.2); Bridges with a General Appraisal of 3 or 
Sufficiency Rating of 26-50; Culverts with inadequate flow capacity and property damage 
(i.e. flooding) 

 
10 Complete roadway reconstruction or reclamation with/without drainage with widening to 

add travel lanes; Intersection improvement to address excessive accident rate and/or 
inadequate level of service with Crash Reduction Factor (CRF >= 0.2); Bridges with 
General Appraisal of 2 or less, or Sufficiency Rating of less than 26; Culverts that are 
structurally deficient 

 
B. Water, Wastewater, Storm Water, Solid Waste 

 
0 Infrastructure to meet future or projected needs 

 
2  Expanded infrastructure to meet specific development proposal 
 
4  Infrastructure to meet current needs; Update processes to improve effluent or water 

quality; To remain in compliance with permit due to increased standards; Increase storm 
sewer capacity in which there is no associated land damage; Increase sanitary sewer 
capacity; Replace water meters as part of an upgrade 

 
6  OEPA recommendations; District health board recommendations; Increase storm sewer 

capacity that has associated land damage; Replace undersized waterlines as part of 
upgrade; Install new meters or replace meters that have exceeded useful life 

 
8  Replacement of storm or sanitary sewers due to chronic flooding, back-up, or property 

damage; Inflow and/or Infiltration; Inadequate capacity to maintain pressure required for 
fire flows; Replacement of waterlines or towers due to excessive corrosion 

 
10 OEPA Findings & Orders, OEPA orders contained in permit, Consent Decree or Court 

Order; Structural separations (CSOs)Age and Condition of System to be repaired or 
replaced.  This is a two-part criterion. (Maximum 10 points) 

 
  

8 Replacement of storm or sanitary sewers due to chronic flooding, back-up, or property Replacement of storm or sanitary sewers due to chronic flooding, back up, or property 
damage; Inflow and/or Infiltration; Inadequate capacity to maintain pressure required for damage; Infiltration; Inadequate capacity to maintain pressure required for 
fire flows; Replacement of waterlines or towers due to excessive corrosion
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3. Age & Condition of System to be repaired or replaced 
 
 Part I – Age: This uses provided documentation for existing infrastructure. Documentation pertains to source 

documentation or from a compliant letter written by an eligible local official who can vouch for the time 
period during his/her term in office. If no documentation the default score is 1 point. (Maximum 5 points)  

 
Life 20 30 50

Project 
Type

Road Wastewater 

Bridge/Culvert. 
Sanitary Sewer, Water, 

Storm Water, Solid 
Waste 

Points

0 New / Expansion New / Expansion New / Expansion

1 2016-2021 2013-2021 2006-2021 

2 2011-2015 2006-2012 1995-2005 

3 2006-2010 1998-2005 1983-1994 

4 2001-2005 1991-1997 1971-1982 

5 2000 or before 1990 or before 1970 or before 

   
Part II – Condition (Maximum 5 points)  
 

1 New/Expansion: New or expansion project components represent at least 50% of 
improvements 

 
2 Expansion: New or expansion project components represent between 25% and 49% of 

improvements 
 

3 Poor: Infrastructure requires repair to continue functioning as originally intended and/or 
upgrade to meet current design standards. 

 
4 Critical: Infrastructure requires replacement to continue functioning as originally intended. 

 
 5  Failed: Not functioning 
  

4.  Leveraging Ratio – Local and all non-OPWC funding sources as a percentage of total funding.  (Maximum 
10 points) 

 
   Repair/Replacement  New/Expansion 
   (Poor/Critical/Failed  (New/Expansion &/or 
   in Criterion 3)   Expansion in Criterion 3) 
        

0 10 or less   50 or less 
1 11-15    51-55 
2 16-20    56-60 
3 21-25    61-65 
4 26-30    66-70 
5 31-35    71-75 

  6 36-40    76-80 
  7 41-45    81-85 
  8 46-50    86-90 
  9 51-55    91-95 
  10 56 or more   96 or more 
  

5 1970 or before

4 Critical: Infrastructure requires replacement to continue functioning as originally intended.

9 51-55    
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5. Population Benefit – Number of those to benefit directly from the improvement as a percentage of 
applicant’s total population. (Maximum 5 points) 

 
0 10% or less 

  1 25% - 11% 
  2 35% - 26% 
  3 45% - 36% 
  4 55% - 46% 

 5 56% or more 
 

6. District Priority Ranking as provided by District (Maximum 10 points) 
 

6     5th ranked district project  
7      4th ranked district project 
8 3rd ranked district project 
9 2nd ranked district project 
10 1st ranked district project 
 

7. Amount of OPWC funding requested (Maximum 10 points)   
 

0 $500,000 or more 
5 $250,000 - $499,999 
10 249,999 or less 

  
8. Loan Request as a percentage of OPWC assistance (Maximum 10 points) 
 
  1 15 - 29% of OPWC assistance 
  5 30 - 49% of OPWC assistance  
  10 50 - 100% of OPWC assistance 
 
9. Useful Life of Project – Taken from engineer’s useful life statement. (Maximum 5 points) 
 
  1 7 - 9 years 
  2 10 - 14 years 
  3 15 - 19 years 
  4 20 - 24 years 

5 25 years or more 
 
10.  Median Household Income – Applicant’s MHI as a percentage of the statewide MHI. Information derived 

from the most recent 5-year American Community Survey as published by the Ohio Development Services 
Agency.  (Maximum 10 points) 

 
2 110% or more 
4 100% - 109% 
6 90% - 99% 
8 80% – 89% 
10 79% or less 

  

  1 25% - 11%

5 
$500,000 or more
$250,000 - $499,999

10 50 - 100% of OPWC assistance 

5
years

25 years or more

8 80% – 89%
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11.  Readiness to Proceed (Maximum 10 points) 
 
 Part I – Status of Plans – This uses the Small Government Commission’s Engineer’s Plan Status 

Certification. (Maximum 5 points) 
 

0 Plans not yet begun 
 

2 Surveying through Preliminary Design Completed (Items A-C) 
 
5 Surveying through final construction plans, and secured permits and right-of-way as 

appropriate (Items A-H) 
 

Part II – Status of Funding Sources – This uses source documentation including CFO certifications and loan 
letters. (Maximum 5 points) 

 
0 All funds not yet committed 

 
3 Applications submitted to funding entities  

 
5  All funding committed 

 
 

0 Plans not yet begun

5 All funding committed


















