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February 29th, 2012 
Ms. Thea Walsh, Deputy Chief 
Office of Redevelopment 
Ohio Department of Development 
77 South High Street, 26th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
 
RE:   Local Government Innovation Fund Grant Application 
 Joint Fuel Center for City of Tipp City, Monroe Township Trustees & TCEVSD 
 
Dear Ms. Walsh: 
 
The City of Tipp City (applicant), Board of Trustees for Monroe Township, and Tipp City Exempted Village 
School District (TCEVSD) all being co-applicants/”Parties”, are pleased to submit this grant application to 
the Local Government Innovation Fund.  The three Parties have a long history of working together on a 
wide variety of projects and meeting quarterly at our Tri-Agency meetings to share information and 
keep lines of communications open.  This grant application is just another example of our cooperative 
relationship. 
 
The proposed $10,000 grant application will explore the co-production feasibility to create a fuel center 
to service all three Parties vehicles and equipment.  The City has over 77 vehicles, Township 8 vehicles, 
and TCEVSC 33 vehicles in our respective service fleet ranging from police cars, busses, trucks to fire 
engines. The City and Township currently purchase fuel at a local gasoline station, and receive a very 
small discount off the retail price.  TCEVSD has an older fuel facility on school grounds.  The Feasibility 
Study will explore locating a joint fuel center on existing parties property, other strategically located 
vacant parcels, negotiate more favorable discounts from existing gasoline stations, analyze data and fuel 
needs for all three Parties, etc. 
 
The next logical step would then be for the Parties to potentially move forward with the 
recommendations of the Feasibility Study.  This study/model would be portable for other local 
governments around the State of Ohio to follow as a template for co-production.  Your favorable 
consideration of this Grant Application would be appreciated and would help to take the first steps to 
reduce the ongoing operating costs for all three Parties. 
 
Please feel free to contact me with any questions or clarifications about our grant application.  I may be 
reached at 937.506.3166 or vathb@tippcity.net.  Thank you. 
 
Sincerely 

City of Tipp City 
Bradley C. Vath 
Assistant City Manager 

 
Cc:   Monroe Township Trustees   Tipp City Exempted Village School District 

mailto:vathb@tippcity.net
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TAB 1:  Contact Information 
 
Applicant: City of Tipp City 
Address: 260 South Garber Drive 
  Tipp City, Ohio 45371-3116 
Phone:  937.506.3166 
Fax:  937.667.2231 
Email:  vathb@tippcity.net 
Contact: Bradley C. Vath, Assistant City Manager 
County: Miami County 
Vehicles: 11-fire trucks, 7-EMS vehicles, 13-police vehicles, 46-service vehicles = 77 

vehicles 
Population: 9,686 – Tipp City plus 5,867 Unincorporated Monroe Township for a total 

population of serve area of 15,553 (2010 Census = Monroe Township).  The Tipp 
City Exempted Village School District boundaries are generally the Monroe 
Township boundaries.  See Attachment “C” for copies of the 2010 Census 
information for Tipp City and Monroe Township (which includes Tipp City in its 
number). 

 

mailto:vathb@tippcity.net
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TAB 2:  Collaborative Partners 

 
1. City of Tipp City (Applicant or City) 

 See contact information shown in TAB 1. 
 

2. Tipp City Exempted Village School District (TCEVSD) 

 Address:  90 South Tippecanoe Drive 
Tipp City, Ohio 45371 

 Phone:  937.667.1357 

 Fax:  937.667.6886 

 Population: 15,553 

 Email:  jpkronour@tippcity.k12.oh.us   

 Contact:  Dr. John Kronour, Superintendant 

 Vehicles:  24-buses, 2-vans, 6-trucks, & 1-car = 33 vehicles 
 

3. Monroe Township Trustees (Trustees) 

 Address:  4 East Main Street 
Tipp City, Ohio 45371 

 Phone:  937.667.3136 

 Fax:  937.667.3136 

 Population: 15,553 

 Email:  monroetwp@woh.rr.com  

 Contact:  Dr. Martin English, Trustee 

 Vehicles:  6-trucks and 2-tractors 
 
 
All three Partners shown above will jointly use the proposed joint fuel center to fuel their 
respective vehicles.  The location of the joint fuel center could be located on one of the 
partners existing properties, or on ground to be purchased.  The partners will assist the 
consultant selected by providing any required data, facts, figure, access to sites, and 
information need to complete a thorough analysis of this project to create the Feasibility Study. 
 
Note:   See Attachment “A” for copies of Resolutions of Support for all three partners. 
 See Attachment “B” for draft copy of Partnership Agreement. 
 

mailto:jpkronour@tippcity.k12.oh.us
mailto:monroetwp@woh.rr.com
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TAB 3:  Project Information 

 
Project Name:   Joint Fuel Feasibility Study 
 
Description: This Project will continue the long standing cooperation between 

the Parties by undertaking a Joint Fuel Facility Feasibility Study.  
Currently the City and Township’s fleets are fueled a local 
commercial fuel station.  The City and Township only receive a 
three (3) cent per gallon discount over the retail price at the 
pump.  Tipp City’s location at Exits 68 & 69 on Interstate 75 
unfortunately has some of the highest fuel prices in the greater 
Dayton area.  Generally Tipp City’s retail price is 10-15 cents 
higher than our neighboring communities on a consistent basis.  
This further negatively impacts our respective budgets.   

 
The TCEVSD had an older fueling facility consisting of a 6,000 
gallon diesel tank and single dispensing pump, and 1,000 gallons 
of unleaded fuel and a single dispensing pump.  The current size 
of these tanks does not allow for shipment of a full tanker load of 
fuel, thus reducing the potential bulk purchase savings since only 
partial loads can be shipped to the facility.   

 
 The Feasibility Study will examine the existing TCEVSD facility to 

determine the sites viability for use by all Parties.  Attachment “E” 
contains an aerial of TCEVSD fuel facility which is located adjacent 
to Nevin Coppock Elementary School, the Junior High School, LT 
Ball Intermediate School, the district’s school bus storage area, 
and a residential neighborhood to the south.  This existing 
location becomes very congested with busses, parents vehicles, 
TCEVSD employees vehicles which may create issues for the City 
and Township since they require fueling capabilities 24/7/365 for 
their fleets.  Police vehicles, fire engines, snow plows, etc. fueling 
while the children are in school could create a safety concern and 
definitely would be a distraction to the students sitting in their 
class rooms when these vehicle drive by to fuel. 

 
The Feasibility Study will also consider other existing City, 
Township, or TCEVSD properties for potential location of the 
proposed Joint Fueling Facility.  The Parties have a variety of 
properties which may be viable locations. 
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The Feasibility Study will examine if other retail type purchase 
options exist from existing fuel vendors.   
 
The Feasibility Study will, based upon the preliminary findings 
create conceptual layouts for the 3-5 potential site locations and 
develop estimated costs for each option.  The Feasibility Study will 
then summarize all of the findings in a written format so that the 
Parties can make a decision about moving forward with the 
recommendations of the Feasibility Study. 

 
Type of Award:  Seeking GRANT for Feasibility Study. 
 
Proof of Feasibility Study: N/A – Grant request. 
 
Problem Statement: All three Parties budgets have been affected by the reductions in 

the Local Government Fund, elimination of the Inheritance Tax 
(City & Township), and reduction in value of properties (lower 
property taxes received for our entities).  Fuel cost for the parties 
continues to rise further impacting our respective budgets.  With 
projections that fuel will reach $6.00 per gallon (Dr. Stephen 
Buser, Fischer College of Business, The OSU 2/2012), the future 
impact is even greater for the Parties.  A Joint Fuel Facility would 
reduce the costs associated with fuel for all parties thus helping 
our respective budgets.   

 
Targeted Approach:  Coproduction 
 
ROI: The following table outlines the fuel consumption and the costs 

incurred by the Parties during the last three years: 
 

 2009 
Diesel 

Un-
Leaded 

2009  
$$ 

2010 
Diesel 

Un-
Leaded 

2010  
$$ 

2011 
Diesel 

Un-
Leaded 

2011  
$$ 

City 14,700 32,883 $112,436 16,467 34,482 $143,184 17,289 34,921 $186,587 

          

Township 815 ?? $8,054 1,647 1,410 $8,747 1,488 1,930 $12,069 

          

TCEVSD 36,513 5,728 $105,278 36,006 4,189 $99,180 35,212 4,315 $119,075 

          

TOTAL 52,028 38,611* $225,768 54,120 40,081 $251,111 53,989 41,166 $317,731 
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The preliminary estimated savings for the City is calculated at 
$29,372 per year (2011), while the estimated cost savings for the 
Township is calculated at $1,773 per year (2011).  The cost saving 
for the TCEVSD would be in the reduced cost of the bulk fuel 
purchase since a full tanker truck would deliver a full load to the 
faculty.  This price will be estimated as part of the Feasibility 
Study, and will further increase all Parties savings. 

 
Probability of Success: Very high, since there are significant cost savings as noted above.  

Furthermore the Parties have worked together (past project 
implementation) on the $1.55MM roadway and infrastructure 
improvements needed for the new Tippecanoe High School 
(2004), CR25A reconstruction (pending in 2015) $3MM, K/C & 
CR25A repaving (pending in 2014) $680k, and other infrastructure 
projects.  All three parties support (cash or building space) Tipp 
Monroe Community Services which provides recreational 
opportunities.  

  
Transferability: The Feasibility Study will be transferable to other governmental 

entities that have similar issues with fuel purchases.  Obviously 
the site specific issues would change but the basic premise and 
analysis would remain sound and will be able to be replicated. 

 
Consolidation:   N/A – Coproduction project. 
  
Past Successes: Tipp Monroe Community Services (shared service - only one 

recreational agency vs. 2 or 3 providers), roadway construction & 
maintenance agreements (increases efficiency of salting and 
plowing). 

 
Economic Demand: The “Problem Statement” clearly details the economic 

changes/demand the Parties are facing.  Furthermore, as the City 
& Township grow by the construction of new houses and 
businesses, this increases the demand for fuel for police vehicles, 
trucks, busses, etc. to service these areas.  Tipp City and Monroe 
Township both grew during the last census. 

 
Performance Audit:  N/A – No audit findings. 
 
Business Environment: This project, when implemented, will enhance the business 

environment for the Parties.  The Joint Fuel Facility will be a 
modern, safe and efficient facility to be used by the Parties for 
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years to come.   These cooperative ventures are viewed very 
positively by the residents, businesses and our industrial partners.  
This will help to improve the general overall business environment 
for the City, Township, & TCEVSD.  
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TAB 4:  Financial Documentation 

 
3-Year Financial History: The three year (2009, 2010, & 2011) EOY reports for the City, 

Township and TCEVSD are enclosed on the following pages. 
 

Tipp City:  The expenses for fuel are taken out of the General Fund 
(101), Street Fund (203), Water Fund (608), Sewer Fund (620), 
Electric Fund (605), and State Highway Fund (204).  The cost for 
fuel is determined by the vehicle and which department it is 
operated by.  The overall costs for fuel were $112,436, $143,183 
and $186,587 in 2009, 2010, and 2011 respectively.   
 
Monroe Township:  The expenses for fuel are taken out of the 
General Fund (1).  The overall costs for fuel were $8,054, $8,747 
and $12,069 in 2009, 2010, and 2011 respectively 
 
TCEVSD:  The expenses for fuel are taken out of the General Fund 
(001 0000).  The overall costs for fuel were $105,278, $99,180 and 
$119,075 in 2009, 2010, and 2011 respectively 

 
Project Costs: The cost of the Feasibility Study is $10,000.  The Parties will 

provide a ten (10) percent match with either cash or in-kind 
service (staff time devoted to the project).  All in-kind 
contributions will conform to the requirements of Section 2.06 of 
the LGIF Policies. 

 
3-Year Savings Projection: The cost savings projections will have to be calculated for 

individual Partner. 
 
 Tipp City:  The following table outlines the previous 3-years (2009-

2011) usage and average cost per gallon, and projects out for 
three additional years (2012, 2013, & 2014).  Unleaded usage 
increased an average of 3%, while Diesel increased an average of 
8% during this period.  The estimated dollars saved is calculated 
by comparing the City cost against the cost paid by the TCEVSD. 
The potential savings for the time period from 2012 to 2014 is 
estimated to be about $98,000 for the City, alone! 
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 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Unleaded       

Gallons 32,883 34,482 34,921 35,968 37,047 38,159 

Avg $/Gal $2.26 $2.71 $3.46    

Est $/Gal n/a n/a $0.45 $0.45 $0.45 $0.45 

Savings n/a n/a $15,714 $16,186 $16,671 $17,171 

       

Diesel       

Gallons 14,700 16,467 17,289 18,672 20,165 21,779 

Avg $/Gal $2.58 $3.01 $3.80    

Est $/Gal $0.09 $0.57 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79 $0.79 

Savings $1,323 $9,386 $13,658 $14,750 $15,930 $17,205 

       

TOTAL 
Savings 

 
$1,323 

 
$9,386 

 
$29,372 

 
$30,936 

 
$32,601 

 
$34,376 

 
Monroe Township: :  The following table outlines the previous 3-
years (2009-2011) usage and average cost per gallon, and projects 
out for three additional years (2012, 2013, & 2014).  Unleaded 
usage increased an average of 5%, while Diesel increased an 
average of 17% during this period.  The estimated dollars saved is 
calculated by comparing the City cost against the cost paid by the 
TCEVSD. The potential savings for the time period from 2012 to 
2014 is estimated to be about $6,730 for the Township! 

 

 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Unleaded       

Gallons ?? 1,410 1,488 1,562 1,640 1,722 

Avg $/Gal ?? $2.74 $3.50    

Est $/Gal n/a n/a $0.49 $0.49 $0.49 $0.49 

Savings n/a n/a $730 $765 $803 $843 

       

Diesel       

Gallons 815 1,647 1,931 2,259 2,643 3,093 

Avg $/Gal $2.63 $2.96 $3.55    

Est $/Gal $0.14 $0.29 $0.54 $0.54 $0.54 $0.54 

Savings $11.41 $478 $1,043 $1,220 $1,428 $1,670 

       

TOTAL 
Savings 

 
$11.41 

 
$478 

 
$1,773 

 
$1,985 

 
$2,231 

 
$2,513 
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TCEVSD:  The following table outlines the previous 3-years (2009-
2011) usage and average cost per gallon.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Since the TCEVSD already has quasi-bulk purchasing (not full load 
deliveries), there is no savings/gallon over the retail price.  As 
mentioned earlier in this grant request, there is additional savings 
to be captured for full (8,000 gallon) delivery of fuel to the 
proposed joint fueling facility.  Initial estimates indicate a savings 
of $0.10/gallon.  The following table details the estimated cost 
savings for fuel for all Parties (City, Township, & Schools).  The 
potential savings for the time period from 2012 to 2014 is 
estimated to be about $30,080! 
 
 

 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Unleaded (3% 
increase) 

38,611 40,081 41,166 42,400 43,675 44,983 

Diesel (2% 
increase) 

52,028 54,120 53,989 55,070 56,720 57,855 

 90,639 94,201 95,155 97,470 100,395 102,838 

Avg $/Gal $0.10 $0.10 $0.10 $0.10 $0.10 $0.10 

       

Total Savings $9,064 $9,420 $9,516 $9,750 $10,040 $10,290 

 
 
 

 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Unleaded       

Gallons 5,728 4,189 4,315    

Avg $/Gal $2.49 $2.67 3.01    

       

Diesel       

Gallons 36,513 36,006 35,212    

Avg $/Gal $2.49 $2.44 $3.01    
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Tipp City – 2009 
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Tipp City – 2010 
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Tipp City – 2011 
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Monroe Township – 2009 
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Monroe Township – 2010 
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Monroe Township – 2011 
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TCEVSD – 2009 
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TCEVSD – 2010 

 



                                    

2.29.2012 Edition Page 20 
 

 



                                    

2.29.2012 Edition Page 21 
 

TCEVSD – 2011 
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TAB 5:  Supporting Documentation 

 
Table of Attachments 
 

 “A” - Resolutions of Support (City, Township, & TCEVSD) 

 “B” - Partnership Agreement 

 “C” - 2010 U.S. Census Documentation (City, Township) 

 “D” - Self-score Assessment 

 “E” – Aerial of Existing TCEVSD fueling facility 
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Attachment “A” – City Res.  
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Attachment “A” – Township Res. 
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Attachment “A” – TCEVSD Res. 
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Attachment “B” – DRAFT Agreement   
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Attachment “C” – 2010 Census 
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Attachment “D” – Self Scoring  
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Attachment “E” – Aerial   

 



The Local Government Innovation Fund Council 
77 South High Street 

P.O. Box 1001 
Columbus, Ohio 43216‐1001 

(614) 995‐2292 
 

 

 

 

Local	Government	Innovation	Fund	Program	
Application	ScorÉÎÇ 

  

 

Lead Applicant   

Project Name   

  Grant Application 

  or 

  Loan Application 



Financing	  
Measures

Descrip/on	   Criteria	   Max	  Points
Applicant	  Self	  

Score
Validated	  
Score

Applicant	  provides	  a	  thorough,	  detailed	  and	  
complete	  financial	  informa7on

5

Applicant	  provided	  more	  than	  minimum	  
requirements	  but	  did	  not	  provide	  addi7onal	  

jus7fica7on	  or	  support
3

Applicant	  provided	  minimal	  financial	  
informa7on

1

	  Points

Applicant	  clearly	  demonstrates	  a	  secondary	  
repayment	  source.	  

5

Applicant	  does	  not	  have	  a	  secondary	  repayment	  
source.

0

	  Points

	  Points

Collabora/ve	  
Measures

Descrip/on	   Criteria	   Max	  Points
Applicant	  Self	  

Score
Validated	  
Score

Applicant	  (or	  collabora7ve	  partner)	  is	  not	  a	  
county	  and	  has	  a	  popula7on	  of	  less	  than	  20,000	  

residents
5

Applicant	  (or	  collabora7ve	  partner)	  is	  a	  county	  
but	  has	  less	  than	  235,000

5

Applicant	  (or	  collabora7ve	  partner)	  is	  not	  a	  
county	  but	  has	  a	  popula7on	  20,001	  or	  greater.

3

Applicant	  (or	  collabora7ve	  partner)	  is	  a	  county	  
with	  a	  popula7on	  of	  235,001	  residents	  or	  more

3

	  Points

More	  than	  one	  applicant 5

Single	  applicant	   1

	  Points

Local	  Match
Percentage	  of	  local	  matching	  funds	  
being	  contributed	  to	  the	  project.	  	  This	  
may	  include	  in-‐kind	  contribu;ons.

Applicant	  has	  executed	  partnership	  
agreements	  outlining	  all	  collabora;ve	  
partners	  and	  par;cipa;on	  agreements	  
and	  has	  resolu;ons	  of	  support.	  	  	  (Note:	  
Sole	  applicants	  only	  need	  to	  provide	  a	  
resolu;on	  of	  support	  from	  its	  governing	  

en;ty.)

Par/cipa/ng	  
En//es	  

Local	  Government	  Innova/on	  Fund	  Project	  Scoring	  Sheet	  

70%	  or	  greater	   5

40-‐69.99%

Sec/on	  1:	  Financing	  Measures

10-‐39.99% 1

Total	  Sec/on	  Points	  

Financial	  
Informa/on	  

Applicant	  includes	  financial	  informa;on	  	  
(i.e.,	  service	  related	  opera;ng	  budgets)	  
for	  the	  most	  recent	  three	  years	  and	  the	  
three	  year	  period	  following	  the	  project.	  	  

The	  financial	  informa;on	  must	  be	  
directly	  related	  to	  the	  scope	  of	  the	  
project	  and	  will	  be	  used	  as	  the	  cost	  
basis	  for	  determining	  any	  savings	  

resul;ng	  from	  the	  project.

3

Repayment	  
Structure	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
(Loan	  Only)

Applicant's	  popula;on	  (or	  the	  
popula;on	  of	  the	  area(s)	  served)	  falls	  
within	  one	  of	  the	  listed	  categories	  as	  
determined	  by	  the	  U.S.	  Census	  Bureau.	  	  
Popula;on	  scoring	  will	  be	  determined	  
by	  the	  smallest	  popula;on	  listed	  in	  the	  
applica;on.	  	  Applica;ons	  from	  (or	  

collabora;ng	  with)	  small	  communi;es	  
are	  preferred.

Popula/on

Sec/on	  2:	  Collabora/ve	  Measures

Total	  Sec/on	  Points	  

Applicant	  demonstrates	  a	  viable	  
repayment	  source	  to	  support	  loan	  

award.	  	  Secondary	  source	  can	  be	  in	  the	  
form	  of	  a	  debt	  reserve,	  bank	                  

   par;cipa;on,	  a	  guarantee	  from	  a	  local	   
              en;ty,	  or	  other	  collateral (i.e.,emergency  

                             rainy day , or contingency fund, etc.).
	  

2/22/12 Round1



Success	  
Measures

Descrip/on	   Criteria	   Points
Applicant	  Self	  

Score
Validated	  
Score

	  Points

Yes 5

No 0

	  Points

The	  project	  is	  both	  scalable	  and	  replicable 10

The	  project	  is	  either	  scalable	  or	  replicable 5

Does	  not	  apply 0

	  Points

Provided 5

Not	  Provided	   0

	  Points

Significance	  
Measures

Descrip/on	   Criteria	   Points	  Assigned	  
Applicant	  Self	  

Score
Validated	  
Score

Project	  implements	  a	  recommenda7on	  from	  an	  
audit	  or	  is	  informed	  by	  benchmarking

5

Project	  does	  not	  implement	  a	  recommenda7on	  
from	  an	  audit	  and	  is	  not	  informed	  by	  

benchmarking
0

	  Points

Applicant	  clearly	  demonstrates	  economic	  impact 5

Applicant	  men7ons	  but	  does	  not	  prove	  
economic	  impact

3

Applicant	  does	  not	  demonstrate	  an	  economic	  
impact

0

	  Points

Yes 5

No 0

	  Points

Economic	  
Impact

Applicant	  demonstrates	  the	  project	  will	  
a	  promote	  business	  environment	  (i.e.,	  
demonstrates	  a	  business	  rela;onship	  
resul;ng	  from	  the	  project)	  	  and	  will	  

provide	  for	  community	  aKrac;on	  (i.e.,	  
cost	  avoidance	  with	  respect	  to	  taxes)

Applicant’s	  proposal	  can	  be	  replicated	  
by	  other	  local	  governments	  or	  scaled	  

for	  the	  inclusion	  of	  other	  local	  
governments.

Sec/on	  4:	  Significance	  Measures

Performance	  
Audit	  

Implementa/on
/Cost	  

Benchmarking

The	  project	  implements	  a	  single	  
recommenda;on	  from	  a	  performance	  
audit	  provided	  by	  the	  Auditor	  of	  State	  
under	  Chapter	  117	  of	  the	  Ohio	  Revised	  

Code	  or	  is	  informed	  by	  cost	  
benchmarking.

Probability	  of	  
Success	  

Applicant	  provides	  a	  documented	  need	  
for	  the	  project	  and	  clearly	  outlines	  the	  

likelihood	  of	  the	  need	  being	  met.

Total	  Sec/on	  Points	  

75%	  or	  greater 30

Local	  Government	  Innova/on	  Fund	  Project	  Scoring	  Sheet	  
Sec/on	  3:	  Success	  Measures	  

Scalable/Replic
able	  Proposal	  

Past	  Success	  

Applicant	  has	  successfully	  
implemented,	  or	  is	  following	  project	  

guidance	  from	  a	  shared	  services	  model,	  
for	  an	  efficiency,	  shared	  service,	  

coproduc;on	  or	  merger	  project	  in	  the	  
past.

25.01%	  to	  74.99% 20

Less	  than	  25% 10

Expected	  
Return	  

Applicant	  demonstrates	  as	  a	  
percentage	  of	  savings	  	  (i.e.,	  	  actual	  
savings,	  increased	  revenue,	  or	  cost	  
avoidance	  )	  an	  expected	  return.	  	  The	  
return	  must	  be	  derived	  from	  the	  

applicant's	  cost	  basis.	  	  	  The	  expected	  
return	  is	  ranked	  in	  one	  of	  the	  following	  

percentage	  categories:

Total	  Sec/on	  Points	  

Response	  to	  
Economic	  
Demand

The	  project	  responds	  to	  current	  
substan;al	  changes	  in	  economic	  
demand	  for	  local	  or	  regional	  

government	  services.
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Council	  
Measures

Descrip/on	  

Council	  
Preference

Council	  Ranking	  for	  Compe;;ve	  Rounds

Applicant	  Self	  
Score

Validated	  
Score

Sec/on	  4:	  Significance	  Measures

Points	  Assigned	  

Sec/on	  2:	  Collabora/ve	  Measures

Sec/on	  3:	  Success	  Measures

Sec/on	  1:	  Financing	  Measures

Total Base Points: 

Sec/on	  5:	  Council	  Measures

The	  Applicant	  Does	  Not	  Fill	  Out	  This	  Sec/on;	  This	  is	  for	  the	  Local	  
Government	  Innova7on	  Fund	  Council	  only.	  The	  points	  for	  this	  
sec7onis	  based	  on	  the	  applicant	  demonstra7ng	  innova7on	  or	  
inven7veness	  with	  the	  project

Criteria	  

Total	  Sec/on	  Points	  (10 max)	  

Scoring	  Summary	  

2/22/12 Round1

Reviewer Comments



 

 
 
 
 
April 2, 2012 
 
Bradley Vath 
City of Tipp City 
260 South Garber Drive 
Tipp City, Ohio 45371 
 
RE: Application Cure Letter 
 
Dear Bradley Vath: 
 
The Ohio Department of Development (Development) has received and is currently reviewing 
your application for Round 1 of Local Government Innovation Fund program. During this review 
Development has determined that additional information is needed for your application. The 
identified item(s) requiring your attention are listed on the attached page(s).  Please respond 
only to the issues raised.  Failure to fully address all the identified items could lead to a 
competitive score reduction or ineligibility for Round 1 of the Local Government Innovation Fund 
program. A written response from the applicant to this completeness review is due to 
Development no later than 5:00 p.m. on April 30, 2012.  Please send the response in a 
single email to lgif@development.ohio.gov and include “Cure—Project Name” in the subject 
line. 

 
While this cure letter represents the additional information needed for Development review, the 
Local Government Innovation Council continues to reserve the right to request additional 
information about your application.  

 
Thank you once again for your participation in Local Government Innovation program.  Please 
contact the Office of Redevelopment at lgif@development.ohio.gov or 614-995-2292 if you have 
further questions regarding your application or the information requested in this letter.  
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Thea J. Walsh, AICP 
Deputy Chief, Office of Redevelopment  
Ohio Department of Development 
 
 



1 
 

Local Government Innovation Fund Completeness Review 

Applicant:  City of Tipp City 

Project Name: Joint Fuel Center Feasibility Study  

Request Type: Grant  

Issues for Response 

1. Match  
 
A minimum of 10% match is required for all projects.  Matching funds must be 10% of 
the total project cost (not 10% of the funding request).  Please document your 10% 
match and provide evidence of the contribution.   
 
For in-kind contributions, please provide documentation as outlined in section 2.06 of 
the Local Government Innovation Fund program policies.  Certification of in-kind 
contributions may only be made for past investments. Anticipated in-kind contributions 
must be certified after the contribution is made. 
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