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DisTRICT #10 PuBLIC WORKS INTEGRATING COMMITTEE
Jury 20, 2011 @ 7:00Pm

AGENDA

Call to Order & Approval of Minutes (Mar 16, 2011)

BUSINESS

Project Updates, Requests

1) City of Milford, SCADA Replacement

2} City of Franklin,S 'S . .
3) Warren County, Township Loan Project

4) Small Government projects - Felicity and New Vienna approved.

PY26/2012 Project Selection Process
1) Guidelines

2) OPWC Application Form

3) Application Completeness

4) Selection Criteria and Income Index

5) Deadline: Friday, September 30, 2011

Job Ready Sites
1) Deadline for submissions of pre-application is June 17, 2011

2) Guidelines can be found at
http://development.ohio.gov/Business/jrs/JRSPrograminfo.htm

Clean Ohio Fund

1) Natural Resource Assistance Council (NRAC) / Greenspace
a. Project Review
b. Application Form

2) Clean Ohio Revitalization Fund (CORF) / Brownfields
a. City of Hamilton

OTHER BUSINESS

Membership Roster and District Officers

CPMRA Administrative Costs
Voucher #1839-08, 02/01/10 to 02/28/10

$5,480.73

Year-to-Date Total

SCHEDULE NEXT MEETING & ADJOURN

$43,998.64

July 2011 - (1)
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DisTRICT #10

PuBLIC WORKS INTEGRATING COMMITTEE
March 16, 2011 @ 7:00pm
Warren County Engineer’s Office

MINUTES

I. CALL TO ORDER & APPROVAL OF MINUTES

The meeting was called to order at 7:05pm by Vice Chair, Neil Tunison. The Minutes from the October
20, 2010 meeting were reviewed. A motion to approve the minutes was made by Patti Bates; Chris
Wunnenberg provided a second; All in favor, motion passed unanimously. A sign-in sheet was
circulated to those present and made a part thereof.

Il. BUSINESS
A. PY'24/2010 Program

1) Loan Balance — because other loan projects have been closed-out, it was reported that a
balance of $765,599 is available. The Village of Blanchester as the highest-rated loan
project has expressed interest in additional loan funds for the Sanitary Sewer Project,
Phase 2. Members present reviewed an email (dated 05-Mar-2011) from Kurtis
Strickland, of the Ohio Rural Community Assistance Program, which is assisting
Blanchester in applying for funds from the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency and the
Ohio Water Development Authority.  Chris Wunnenberg moved that the Village of
Blanchester project be approved for $765,599 at zero-percent depending on the
availability of the other assistance programs; Patti Bates provided a second; All in favor,
motion passed unanimously.

2) Project Scope — Members present at the meeting reviewed a letter from the City of
Trenton explaining that the cost of the Ginger Ridge Storage Tank Exterior Refurbishing
project has increased to $200,000 because lead paint was discovered during inspection of
the tank. After discussion, it was determined that the request needed further
clarification and that the changes necessary to the project scope and the local
participation/grant contribution percentages would impact the rating and ranking of the
project. David Spinney moved that the City of Trenton clarify the project request and re-
submit the project in the future; Scott Tadych provided a second; All in favor, motion
passed unanimously.

B. PY'25/2011 Program

1) Sub HB 114 — Correspondence from OPWC Director Michael Miller (08-Mar-2011) was
reviewed and indicates that the House Finance and Appropriations Committee accepted a
substitute version of HB 114 the includes the full $150 million appropriation for the State
Capital Improvement Program (SCIP) program and the requested $49 million for the
Revolving Loan Program (RLP) appropriation. The legislation also included language
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increasing the Small Government program to $15 million and the Emergency Project program
to $3 million. The Local Transportation Improvement Program (LTIP) and all other Ohio
Public Works Commission (OPWC) language remained unchanged from the previously
introduced version.

Fund Balances

a. SCIP grant — Members present reviewed email from OPWC Program Representative
Kimberly Killian (dated 03-March-2011) that indicated that the District would have a
sufficient balance to fund the Village of New Richmond, Sanitary Sewer Line Rehab Phase
2 project rather wait for than small government consideration.

b. Small Government projects — Three projects will be considered by the Small Government
Capital Improvement Commission when it meets on Thursday, May 5, 2011 at 10:30am.
They are from Felicity, New Vienna, and Waynesville. The New Miami project was not
accepted because it had not been rated by the district. Projects from Clark Township and
Morrow that were considered as back-up for consideration did not provide Auditor
Certifications so they will not be accepted.

Butler County Bridge program — Butler County indicated that Kim Killian has questions
regarding the PY 25 Bridge Program project. Because of discrepancies in figures for total
construction costs, contingencies, engineering percentage calculations, and useful life
certification she has asked that Butler County and the District provide clarification. After
discussion, it was determined that Butler County should correct the Engineer’s Statement of
Cost and estimated useful life statement. Chris Wunnenberg moved that the once the
corrections were made that the grant percentage of 54.4% remain as in the original project;
David Spinney provided a second; All in favor, motion passed unanimously. |t was further
discussed that engineering percentages be more closely reviewed as we consider program
year 26.

C. Job Ready Sites (JRS)

1)

Update — it was reported that the next round of funding has not been established, but
that the guidelines may be released in late spring/early summer.

D. Clean Ohio Fund

1)

2)

Natural Resource Assistance Council (NRAC) / Greenspace — the deadline for submission of
applications to Chris Clingman is March 28, 2011.

Clean Ohio Revitalization Fund (CORF) / Brownfields — District #10 received one application
from the City of Hamilton requesting grant assistance in the amount $744,095 to address the
Former Estate Stove Property located at 845 East Avenue in Hamilton, Butler County, Ohio.
The goal of this project is to complete environmental cleanup, asbestos abatement, and
building demolition to enable site redevelopment and expansion of an adjacent
manufacturing facility. Since District #10 only has one project to consider it is not necessary
for the Executive Committee to meet and rate and rank projects. Lori Libby indicated that
she would coordinate sending the project details to regional economic development and
business organization agencies seeking their input regarding the project. The Chair of the
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Executive Committee then will have to prepare a cover letter documenting the public
outreach effort and confirm the project is the district’s highest priority.

E. PY 26/2012 and 2010 Census — Lori Libby, District Administrative Liaison, indicated that she
would update the District #10 Income Index that is used for Factor #8 of the Project Selection
Rating System as soon as figures are available from the 2010 Census. Discussion followed
regarding the timeframe for Program Year 26. Since no program guidelines have been released,
it was assumed that the Rating Sheet and Membership Roster be approved and submitted to the
OPWC. David Spinney moved that the Rating Sheet be approved and that Friday, September 30,
2011 be established as the deadline for submission of applications to the District #10 Liaison;
Tom Yeager provided a second; All in favor, motion passed unanimously.

lll.  OTHER BUSINESS

A. Membership Roster and District Officers — Members present reviewed a copy of the current
membership roster and district officers. Lori Libby indicated that where vacancies exist, the
appointing authorities should take action. Discussion followed regarding appointments of the
Chair and Secretary of the 24-member Integrating Committee. David Spinney moved that the
following appointments be made as Officers: Neil Tunison — Chair, Scott Brunka — Vice Chair,
and Tom Yeager — Secretary. Kurt Seiler provided a second; All in favor, motion passed
unanimously. Neil Tunison indicated that the Executive Committee would meet after the
conclusion of this meeting in order to appoint officers.

B. CPMRA Administrative Costs

Lori Libby indicated that the following vouchers had been presented to Loretta Rokey for
submission to the OPWC.

Voucher #1839-03, 09/01/10 to 09/30/10 = $5,629.51
Voucher #1839-04, 10/01/10 to 10/31/10 = $5,480.73
Voucher #1839-05, 11/01/10 to 11/30/10 = $5,480.73
Voucher #1839-06, 12/01/10 to 12/31/10 = $5,480.73
Voucher #1839-07, 01/01/11 to 01/31/11 = $5,331.95
Year-to-Date Total = $38,517.91

She indicated that she and Loretta Rokey would notify the OPWC regarding the
appointment of a new district chairperson.

IV. SCHEDULE NEXT MEETING and ADJOURN

It was agreed that the next meeting dates (if necessary) would be April 20, May 18, and/or June 15.
All in favor, the meeting was adjourned at 8:18pm.

Respectfully Submitted,
( DRAFT, until approved )

Lori B. Libby - Sr. Project Manager, CPMRA/Miami University
and Administrative Liaison, District #10 Public Works Integrating Committee

(3)
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District #10 PWIC
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
March 16, 2011
Warren County Engineer’s Office

MINUTES

The Executive Committee of District #10 met on March 16, 2011 after the District #10
Public Works Integrating Committee in order to appoint committee officers. The
meeting was called to order by Chair Neil Tunison at at 8:19pm. The attached sign-in
sheet indicates those in attendance at the meeting.

APPOINTMENT OF OFFICERS

Neil Tunison indicated that because he had been appointed as Chair of the Integrating
Committee, the Executive Committee would need to appoint officers. Chris Wunnenberg
moved that the following members be appointed as Officers of the District #10
Executive Committee:

David Spinney - Chair
Jeff Linkous - Vice Chair
Patti Bates - Secretary

Scott Tadych provided a second the motion; All in favor, the motion passed
unanimously.

David Spinney adjourned the meeting at 8:23pm.

Respectfully Submitted,
( DRAFT, until approved )

Lori B. Libby - Sr. Project Manager, CPMRA/Miami University
and Administrative Liaison, District #10 Public Works Integrating Committee

July 2011 - (6)



General Administration
8314192
248-5096 Fax

745 Center Street, Suite 200, Milford, Ohic 45150 = www.milfordohio.org
May 24, 2011 “
Planning & Zoning

_. 2485093 Mr. Neil Tunison, Chair

Solid Waste & District 10 Public Works Integrating Committee
Recycling 105 Markey Road
248-5092
Lebanon, Chio 45026
Finance
2082203 Dear Mr. Tunison,
fncome Tax
gjgggﬁg Fax My name is Daniel Burke and | was hired as the City of Milford’s Director of
Finance in October, 2010. Prior to my employment with the City, we received
Bullding Dept. the attached letter from Strand Associates outlining the project cost that we
should request for a 5.C.A.D.A. replacement project. On page 4 of the letter, the
”“’;ﬁ’;;gg“? Strand personnel clearly recommend a construction budget of $367,000 for this

project. Unfortunately, during the application process we made an error and

Wa;;"]‘f‘g‘;; only requested $307,000 for the construction portion of this project. After

reviewing everything, 1t is clear that the error was simply an honest mistake and

Wagl 819 I have implemented some new internal review processes to prevent this type of
error in the future.

Street/Service
8317018 I am writing to request a change in project cost for the SCADA replacement.
Non-Emergency Based on our original application, the O.P.W.C. awarded the City a 49% grant in
Police the amount of $210,000. | am writing to ask if the 49% could instead be applied
248-5084 to the correct project estimate of $481,700. | have brought this error to the
- 2485089 Fax attention of Kimberley Killian at the 0.P.W.C. and Lori Libby at the Center for
Fire/EMS Public Management. They both suggested that | check with you to see if we
gg:;;;z o can recoup some or all of the 0.P.W.C. grant that we lost by submitting the

incorrect numbers.

As | mentioned previously, the attached letter dated August 4, 2010 clearly
shows the correct budget figures. The letter documents that the City of Mitford
performed the appropriate due diligence related to this project and that we are
not trying to adjust the numbers after the fact.

| appreciate your consideration of this request. Please let me know if the City of
Milford can provide any additional information or clarification.

59;/ M

Daniel Burke
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The Ohio Public Works Commission
65 East State Street, Suite 312, Columbus Ohio 43215-4213

OHIO Commissioners Director
PUBLJC WORI(S Merlin “Boots” Sheets - Chair Michael Miller
For YoU Janine Conrad

Michael Keenan

William Morgan

Dave Wondolowski

To:  District Chairs and Liaisons

From: Michael Miller, Director

Date: May 20, 2011

Re:  Program Year 26 Allocations and Program Guidelines
PROGRAM YEAR 26 ALLOCATIONS

During Program Year 26 the Ohio Public Works Commission will allocate a minimum of
$216,125,000 to the nineteen Public Works Districts for the State Capital Improvement,
Revolving Loan Program and Local Transportation Improvement Programs. This figure
includes anticipated bond proceeds and gasoline revenues, but does not include any unused
balances from prior years being carried forward by the Districts. The State Capital
Improvement Program will remain at $150,000,000 per Article V111 Section 2 p of the Ohio
Constitution, the Revolving Loan Program will allocate $29,125,000 and the Local
Transportation Improvement Program will allocate $55,000,000. All allocations are subject to
appropriation by the Ohio General Assembly.

Your preliminary allocation may be adjusted if program revenue supports additional allocations.
With this in mind, we are requiring you to submit applications in the amount of 105% of your
preliminary allocation to account for marginal increases in the preliminary allocations and
projects being completed under budget. Districts should be prepared to submit additional
projects in the event significant balances become available due to terminations or projects being
completed under budget. In addition, you must provide the Commission a list of every project
application received by the district, including its priority ranking, total score, and amount of
funding requested.

PROGRAM YEAR 26 SCHEDULE

We are requiring that each District provide the Commission with the selection methodology to
be used for the up-coming program year, their deadline for receiving applications from local
communities, the schedule for project review and submission of recommendations to the
Commission, and an updated roster of their members by August 31, 2011. Districts may submit
recommended projects to the Commission as early as January, but no later than March 1, 2012
to allow time for the Small Government process. If your District is prepared to submit its
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recommendations prior to January please contact your Program Representative.

As in the past, district submissions will be reviewed and processed on a first-in, first-out basis.
Our ability to quickly review district recommendations depends on fully documented and
approvable applications being submitted. An early submittal will assure that Project
Agreements can be executed and released on July 1, 2012.

PROGRAM CLARIFICATION

I have included with this email an advisory titled “Administration-26" in an effort to bring
attention to some of the issues we have been encountering as we process district submissions.

APPLICATION

The Ohio Public Works Commission application has been revised in an effort to update its
functionality. An electronic copy of the new application and instructions has been included with
this email and will be available on our web site at www.pwc.state.oh.us. This is the only format
available and we ask that all applicants use it.

We look forward to working with our local partners in implementing Program Year 26. Please
do not hesitate to give me a call at 614.752.9343 or your Program Representative should you
have questions or concerns



OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

ADVISORY IV

ADMINISTRATION - PROGRAM YEAR 26: In reviewing projects recommended by
the districts, the Commission has identified several areas of concern, which should be
conveyed to applicants to avoid delay in processing and approving applications in future
program years.

Readiness to Proceed: Projects with delayed schedules for engineering, bidding and
construction will be questioned and possibly returned for re-submission in a future
program year if they will not proceed during the current program year.

Generally, projects not scheduled to be substantially underway by June 30, 2013 will be
rejected by the Commission.

Projects involving the Ohio Department of Transportation must use the ODOT "sale"
date. All ODOT project schedules are confirmed with ODOT. ODOT projects with
schedules that lend themselves to a future program year will be rejected by the
Commission.

Project Schedule Extensions: Projects delayed for reasons which are beyond the control
of the subdivision or could not be foreseen or anticipated may, at the discretion of the
Commission, receive a schedule extension. Projects with delayed schedules that lend
themselves to a future funding year will be terminated.

Farmland Preservation Review: The Governor's Executive Order 98-11V, "Ohio
Farmland Protection Policy" requires the Commission to establish guidelines on how it
will take protection of productive agricultural and grazing land into account in its funding
decision making process. Please include a Farm Land Preservation statement for projects
that have an impact on farmland.

Engineering Costs: Engineering costs, as a percentage of construction costs, are closely
reviewed. Justification for elevated engineering costs may be required. Actual
engineering costs incurred above the budget line item contained in the project agreement
are the sole responsibility of the subdivision and will not be credited to the local
subdivision contribution. Any request to amend the project budget for engineering
services must be approved in writing in advance by the Commission.

Eligible Project Costs/Disbursements: The Commission can only disburse funds for
eligible project costs that are included in the project’s scope of work as defined in
Appendix A of the project agreement. Changes to the scope of work, including
significant change orders, are the sole responsibility of the subdivision unless advance
written approval of the District and Commission has been received

July 2011 - (10)
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Maintenance Projects: Projects that do not repair or replace infrastructure and only
maintain it in a "state of good repair” are not considered a “capital improvement” as
defined by the Revised Code. Projects that substantially prolong the useful life via lining
or epoxy coating of structures will be considered a “capital improvement”.

Incomplete Applications: Missing or poorly documented application attachments result in
extensive delays in their review and approval. Please stress thoroughness.

Public Improvements: All Commission funded work must be owned and maintained by
the local subdivision. Work not on public property or right of way, including water and
sewer laterals, are ineligible for Commission assistance.

Released: May 2011
Status: Ongoing

Distribution: District Committees/Liaisons
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OHIO

PUBLIC WORKS

FOR YOU

State of Ohio

Public Works Commission

Application for Financial Assistance
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IMPORTANT: Please consult “Instructions for Financial Assistance for Capital Infrastructure Projects” for guidance in completion of this form.

Applicant: Subdivision Code:
o=
: . 0
8 District Number: Date:
a
Q. Contact: Phone:
< (The individual who will be available during business hours and who can best answer or coordinate the response to questions)
Email: FAX:
Project Name: Zip Code:

Subdivision Type

(Select one)

Project Type

(Select single largest component by $)

Funding Request Summary

(Automatically populates from page 2)

)
o []1. county [] 1. Road Total Project Cost: 0..00
é |:| 2. City |:| 2. Bridge/Culvert 1. Grant: 0.00
|:| 3. Township |:| 3. Water Supply 2. Loan: 0 .00
|:| 4. Village |:| 4. Wastewater 3. Loan Assistance/ 0 .00
o ) Credit Enhancement:
[ ]5. Water (6119 Water District) [] 5 Solid Waste
|:| 6. Stormwater Funding Requested: 0 .00
District Recommendation (To be completed by the District Committee)
Funding Type Requested SCIP Loan - Rate: % Term: Yrs Amount: .00
(Select one)
|:| State Capital Improvement Program RLP Loan - Rate: % Term: ___ Yrs Amount: .00
D Local Transportation Improvement Program Grant: Amount: 00
|:| Revolving Loan Program
|:| Small Government Program LTIP: Amount; 00
District SG Priority: Loan Assistance / Credit Enhancement: Amount: .00
For OPWC Use Only
TAT
STATUS Grant Amount: 00  LoanType: [] sciP [] RLP
Project Number: C Loan Amount: .00 Date Construction End:
C Total Funding: .00 Date Maturity:
Release Date: Local Participation: % Rate: = %
OPWC Approval: OPWOC Participation: % Term: . Yrs

Form OPWCO0001 Rev. 6.11

Page 1 of 6
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1.0 Project Financial Information (All Costs Rounded to Nearest Dollar)
1.1 Project Estimated Costs

Engineering Services

Preliminary Design: .00

Final Design: .00

Construction Administration: .00

Total Engineering Services: a.) 0 00 0 %
Right of Way: b.) .00
Construction: c.) .00
Materials Purchased Directly: d.) .00
Permits, Advertising, Legal: e.) .00
Construction Contingencies: f) .00 0 %
Total Estimated Costs: g.) 0 .00

1.2 Project Financial Resources

Local Resources

Local In-Kind or Force Account: a.) .00
Local Revenues: b.) .00
Other Public Revenues: c.) .00
ODOT / FHWA PID: d.) .00
USDA Rural Development: e.) .00
OEPA / OWDA: f) .00
CDBG: g.) .00

|:| County Entitlement or Community Dev. “Formula”
|:| Department of Development

Other: h.) .00

Subtotal Local Resources: i) 0 .00 0 %

OPWC Funds (Check all requested and enter Amount)

Grantt 0 9% ofoPwc Funds i) .00

Loan: 0 % ofopwc Funds k.) .00

Loan Assistance / Credit Enhancement: 1) .00
Subtotal OPWC Funds: m.) 0 .00 0 %
Total Financial Resources: n.) 0 .00 100 o,

Form OPWCO0001 Rev. 6.11 Page 2 of 6
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1.3 Availability of Local Funds

Attach a statement signed by the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2 certifying all local
resources required for the project will be available on or before the earliest date listed in the Project
Schedule section. The OPWC Agreement will not be released until the local resources are certified.

Failure to meet local share may result in termination of the project. Applicant needs to provide written
confirmation for funds coming from other funding sources.

2.0 Repair / Replacement or New / Expansion

2.1 Total Portion of Project Repair / Replacement: 00 0%
2.2 Total Portion of Project New / Expansion: 00 0%
2.3 Total Project: 0 .00 _100 %

3.0 Project Schedule

3.1 Engineering / Design / Right of Way Begin Date: End Date:
3.2 Bid Advertisement and Award Begin Date: End Date:
3.3 Construction Begin Date: End Date:

Construction cannot begin prior to release of executed Project Agreement and issuance of Notice to Proceed.

Failure to meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects.
Modification of dates must be requested in writing by project official of record and approved by the
Commission once the Project Agreement has been executed.

4.0 Project Information

If the project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section.

4.1 Useful Life / Cost Estimate / Age of Infrastructure

Project Useful Life: ~ Years Age:  (Date built or date of last major improvement)

Attach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with seal or stamp and signature confirming the
project's useful life indicated above and detailed cost estimate.

4.2 User Information

Road or Bridge: Current ADT Year Projected ADT Year

Water / Wastewater: Based on monthly usage of 4,500 gallons per household; attach current ordinances.
Residential Water Rate Current $__ Proposed $
Number of households served:
Residential Wastewater Rate Current $ Proposed $
Number of households served:

Stormwater: Number of households served:

Form OPWCO0001 Rev. 6.11 Page 3 of 6
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4.3 Project Description

A: SPECIFIC LOCATION (Supply a written location description that includes the project termini; a
map does not replace this requirement.) 500 character limit.

B: PROJECT COMPONENTS (Describe the specific work to be completed; the engineer’s estimate
does not replace this requirement) 1,000 character limit.

C: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS (Describe the physical dimensions of the existing facility and the
proposed facility. Include length, width, quantity and sizes, mgd capacity, etc in detail.) 500
character limit.

Form OPWCO0001 Rev. 6.11 Page 4 of 6
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5.0 Project Officials

Changes in Project Officials must be submitted in writing from an officer of record.

5.1 Chief Executive Officer (Person authorized in legislation to sign project agreements)

Name:

Title:

Address:

City: State: Zip:

Phone:

FAX:

E-Mail:

5.2 Chief Financial Officer (Can not also serve as CEQ)

Name:

Title:

Address:

City: State: Zip:

Phone:

FAX:

E-Mail:

5.3 Project Manager

Name:

Title:

Address:

City: State: Zip:

Phone:

FAX:

E-Mail:

Form OPWCO0001 Rev. 6.11 Page 5 of 6
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6.0 Attachments / Completeness review
Confirm in the boxes below that each item listed is attached (Check each box)

I:l A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a designated
official fo sign and submit this application and execute contracts. This individual should sign under
7.0, Applicant Certification, below.

I:l A cerification signed by the applicant's chief financial officer stating the amount of all local share
funds required for the project will be available on or before the dates listed in the Project Schedule
section. If the application involves a request for loan (RLP or SCIP), a certification signed by the CFO
which identifies a specific revenue source for repaying the loan also must be attached. Both
ceftifications can be accomplished in the same letter.

|:| A registered professional engineer's detailed cost estimate and useful life statement, as required in
164-1-13, 164-1-14, and 164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Code. Estimates shall confain an
engineer's seal or stamp and signature.

|:| A cooperative agreement (if the project involves more than one subdivision or district) which identifies
the fiscal and administrative responsibilities of each participant.

|:| Farmland Preservation Review - The Governor's Executive Order 98-IIV, *Ohio Farmland Protection
Policy” requires the Commission to establish guidelines on how it will take protection of productive
agricultural and grazing land into account in its funding decision making process. Please include a
Farm Land Preservation statement for projects that have an impact on farmland.

|:| Capital Improvements Report. CIR Required by O.R.C. Chapter 164.06 on standard form.

|:| Supporting Documentation: Materials such as additional project description, photographs, economic
impact (temporary and/or full time jobs likely to be created as a result of the project), accident
reports, impact on school zones, and other information to assist your district committee in ranking
your project. Be sure to include supplements which may be required by your local District Public Works
Integrating Committee.

7.0 Applicant Certification

The undersigned certifies: (1) he/she is legally authorized to request and accept financial assistance from the
Ohio Public Works Commission as identified in the attached legislation; (2) to the best of his/her knowledge and
belief, all representations that are part of this application are frue and correct; (3) all official documents and
commitments of the applicant that are part of this application have been duly authorized by the governing body
of the applicant; and, (4) should the requested financial assistance be provided, that in the execution of this
project, the applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohio Law, including those involving Buy Ohio
and prevailing wages.

Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has NOT begun,
and will not begin until a Project Agreement for this project has been executed with the Ohio Public Works
Commission. Action to the contrary will result in termination of the agreement and withdrawal of Ohio
Public Works Commission funding from the project.

Certifying Representative (Printed form, Type or Print Name and Title)

Original Signature / Date Signed

Form OPWCO0001 Rev. 6.11 Print Application Page 6 of 6
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District 10 - PY 25 Application Issues:

Many applications did not include detailed Cost Estimates that list line items and quantities
with cost. This is a legislative requirement (OAC 164-1-16). Lump sum estimates are not
sufficient.

P.E. certified useful life statements were omitted.

Construction/Contingency figures on engineer’s estimate did not match amount requested on
Section 1.1 line items c) and f) of the application.

Local share letters and loan repayment letters must identify the actual amount of local share
or loan; a general indefinite statement is not acceptable. Also, the loan repayment letter must
include the term requested for repayment of the loan.

If the project map indicates potential impact on farmland, the applicant must include a
farmland preservation letter prepared by the appropriate county or regional planning agency.

We compare engineering costs submitted on applications with like projects to determine if
the costs submitted are reasonable costs. The chart below shows the average engineering
cost by project type from Rounds 23 and 24. As you can see, we typically see costs that are
15% or less.

Average Engineering Costs as a Percentage of Construction by Project Type

Typel Type 2 Type 3 Type 4 Type 5 Type 6
Round 23 SCIP 11.53% 11.67% 13.57% 14.35% 8.72% 15.10%
Round 24 SCIP 11.70% 12.76% 13.00% 14.74% No projects  15.36%

Typel Type 2
Round 23 LTIP 11.18% 12.57%
Round 24 LTIP 10.57% 12.99%

ODOT projects - If ODOT/FHWA is participating in a project, the ODOT portion needs to
be included in the project description and project financial information, along with the
ODOT PID #.

District-Wide Issues

Please be sure the applicants are providing written project locations. The applicant’s
directive to “See attached map” is not sufficient. The written project location is necessary to
create an accurate project agreement.

Streetscape beautification, aesthetic or decorative components, and landscaping beyond post
construction soil stabilization are ineligible items.
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Liaison Assistance/Role:

e Given the use of a “3 year pipeline” in District 10, how does a local government with a time-
sensitive project not currently in the “pipeline” apply for Round 26 funding consideration?

e For PY 26, please send me all the applications that are received by the County
Subcommittees regardless of the county’s priority ranking or opinion of these applications.

e Be sure to include contingency projects for Round 26 in case funds become available from
project close outs. As stated in the previous bullet, | need copies of the applications so | can
prepare project agreements should funds become available.

e Please be sure the applications contain all the necessary documentation prior to submitting to
OPWLC. 1 can send you a checklist if it would be