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Selection Criteria Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring)
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(1-10) | ) 10 0 [ 00 Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how this project will increase ouf of
county visitors?

{(1-10) I D 5 0 50 Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?
Is management andfor adminisiration capable?
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{(1-10) ,5 10 0 50 Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the organization will create sustainable
marketing networks?

(1-10) 0 10 0 I o0 Is there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?

(1-8) 3 10 0 5 O Is there a sirong evaluation method with measurable objectives?
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Selection Criteria Summary
{Tourisin Review Panel scoring)

Does the applicant clearty demonstrate how this project will increase out of
counly visitors?

Does the applicant have the ability o complete the project?
is management and/or administration capable?

Are the budget and marketing plan realistic?
Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the project will leverage funding?

Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the organization will create sustainable
markeling networks?

is there demonstrated community supporl?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?

is there a strong evaluation method with measurable objectives?
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Tourism Grant Application — Tradilionat Program Infrastructure
Selection Criteria Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Points

(110 % 10 e Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how this project will increase out of
county visilors?

(1-10) fo 5 S0 Does the applicant have the abllity to complete the project?
Is management andfor administration capable?

(1-5) Y s 25" Arethe budget and marketing plan realistic?

.

(1-10) Y10 '{{.{) Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the project will leverage funding?

(1-10) S 10 g’ 7 Does the applicant ¢leary demonstrate how the organization will create sustainable
marketing networks?
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(1-10) ({/i 10 ( f £ Is there demonstirated communily support?

Is there evidence of in-kind suppori?

(1-5) & 10 ‘o is there a strong evaluation method with measurable objectives?
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Does the applicant clearly demonstrale how this project will increase out of
county visitors?

_[ ) Does the applicani have the abilily o complete the project?
Is management and/or administration capable?

L( ) Are the budget and marketing plan realistic?
35 Y ! Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the project will leverage funding?

Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the organization wili create sustainable
marketing networks?

&) s there demonstrated community support?
ls there evidence of in-kind support?

5@ /2 Is there a strong evaluation method with meastrable objectives?
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county visitors?

Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?
Is management andfor administration capable?

Are the budget and marketing plan realistic?
Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the project will leverage funding?

Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the organization will create sustainable
marketing networks?

Is there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?

Is there a strong evaluation method wilh measurable objectives?
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Tourism Grant Application -- Traditicnal Program Infrastructure
Selection Criteria Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Points

(1-10} 2 10 0 2 ( ) Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how this project will increase out of
county visitors?

(1-10) 10 5 0 j { ) Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?

is management andfor administration capable?

{1-8} 5 5 0 T }/ Are the budget and marketing plan realistic?
(1-10) fz 10 0 6 O Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the project will feverage funding?

{1-10) $ 10 0 E D Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the organization will create sustainable

marketing networks?

{1-10) /0 10 0 / 0 { 2 Is there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind suppori?

{1-5) 'Z 10 0 “{ { 2 Is there a strong evaluation method with measurable objectives?
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Selection Criteria Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how this project will increase out of

county visitors?

Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?

Is management and/or administration capable?

Are the budget and marketing plan realistic?

Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the project will leverage funding?

Does the applicant clearly demonsirate how the organization wili create sustainable

marketing networks?

Is there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?

Is there a strong evaluation method with measurable objectives?
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