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2007 - 2008 Louisville Metro CoC RENEWAL Score Worksheet

· Please complete a worksheet for each application.

· Please circle the number which represents the extent to which the proposal meets the identified criteria

      for each category.

· Answer or score other sections as indicated.

    Total APR Score: ____________/225 (220)
Worksheet Score: __________/60
Total Score: __________/285 (280)

	Application Review
	Score:

	A.  Housing/services costs ratio:  HUD is striving for a Housing/Services ratio of 75/25

Comments: 


	12 pts – 92% – 100% housing
11 pts – 82% - 91%
10 pts – 75% - 82%
9 pts – 67% - 74%
8 pts – 58% - 66%
7 pts – 50% - 57%
6 pts – 42% - 49%
5 pts – 33% - 41%
4 pts – 25% - 32%
3 pts – 17% - 24%
2 pts – 8% - 16%
1 pt - < 8%
0 pts – 0%



	A. a. In an effort to encourage SSO projects to reduce their budgets in order to free up dollars to be used for permanent housing, the following point system will be used for those SSO projects who reduce their budgets

Comments:
	12 pts – 18.3% - 20% reduction
11 pts – 16.6% - 18.2%
10 pts – 15.1% - 16.5%
9 pts – 13.4% - 15%
8 pts – 11.7% - 13.3%
7 pts – 10% - 11.6%
6 pts – 8.3% - 9.9%
5 pts – 6.6% - 8.2%
4 pts – 4.9% - 6.5%
3 pts – 3.2% - 4.8%
2 pts – 1.5% - 3.1%
1 pt – <1.5%

0 pts – No reduction



	B.  Community need: The housing/service provided by the applicant meets a critical community need as determined by the community’s gaps analysis (from Program Populations, Program Subpopulations, & Gaps Analysis).

Populations

Single Men

Single Women

Two Parent Families

Single Parent Female Families

Single Parent Male Families

Couples without children

Family with male child over age 12

Unaccompanied Youth (under 18)

Pregnant/Parenting Teens (under 18)

Comments: 
	5 pts. = Perm. Supp. Housing 

4 pts. = Trans. Housing
3 pts. = SSO Case Man.

2 pts. = SSO Outreach

1 pt. = Other (HMIS)
	5 pts. = 5 or more populations

4 pts. = 4 populations

3 pts. = 3 populations

2 pts. = 2 populations

1 pt. = 1 population


	C.  Program linkages: The applicant exhibits a high amount of collaboration with other agencies in the Louisville Metro CoC besides mainstream services (from Program Linkages).

Comments: 


	5 pts. = 17 or more links 

4 pts. = 16-14 links

3 pts. 13-10 links

2 pts. = 9-5 links

1 pt. = 4 or less links



	D.  Program capacity:  The applicant indicates the program is performing at 80% capacity or above 

Comments:

	5 pts. = At 80% capacity 

4 pts. = At 70% capacity 

3 pts. = At 60% capacity 

2 pts. = At 50% capacity 

1 pt. = At 40% or less capacity 



	E.  Chronic homelessness:  HUD is increasing its emphasis on both reducing chronic homelessness over time and increasing permanent housing for the chronically homeless.  Therefore, projects which serve the CH and those who provide PH for CH will be of most benefit to the overall application and receive the highest rating (from Program Populations, & Program Progress #5b vs. Program Progress #2).

Comments:  


	5 pts. = 25% or more CH participants     

4 pts. = 18% to 24% CH
3 pts. = 11% to 17% CH

2 pts. = 5% to 10% CH

1 pt. = 4% to 1% CH
0 pts. = 0% CH



	F.  Project Budget: The budget was calculated accurately, including the cash match amount, and the results of the HUD monitoring indicate approval of listed expenditures (from Program Budget & HUD monitoring results attachment).

Comments:


	5 pts. =  yes, meets the two criteria

4 pts.

3 pts – meets criteria of approved expenditures but is not calculated correctly

2 pts.

1 pt.

0 pts. = no, does not meet either criteria



	G.  Return of funds: The applicant indicates that no Continuum of Care funds were returned to HUD in the last two years (from Program Budget & HUD monitoring results attachment).

Comments:      

	5 pts. = 0% of agency’s CoC funds returned in last year 

4 pts. = 1.00% to .01% of agency’s CoC funds returned in last year

2 pts. = 5.00% to 1.01% of agency’s CoC funds returned in last year

0 pts. = 5.01% or more of agency’s CoC funds returned in last year 



	H.  Project Leverage: HUD prefers at least a $2 to $1 match (from Program Leverage).

Comments:    


	7 pts. = more than 2 to 1 

6 pts. = 2 to 1
5 pts. = 1.99 to 1.59
4 pts. = 1.58 to 1.18
3 pt. = 1.17 to .77
2 pts.= .76 to .36

1 pt. = .35 to .01

0 pts. = 0

	I.  Continuum of Care monthly participation: 
Comments:
	5 pts = 10 or more meetings from April - March

4 pts. = 8 - 9 meetings

3 pts. = 6 - 7 meetings

2 pts. = 4 – 5 meetings

1 pts. = 2 - 3 meetings

0 pts. = 0 - 1 meetings

	J. Timely submission of Intent to Apply

Comments:


	1 pt.


TOTAL SCORE ______/60
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