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Name of Applicant Namie of Reviewer

Swhelpp =

Fali 2011 _Tourism Grant Application

m, D) - Selection Criteria Summary

O Yo / & (Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Poinis

{1-5) 5 o How well doestwill this project increase tourism?

Will it encourage longer-term or repeat visits?

(1-5) 5 Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?
Is the budget and plan realistic?
What is the potential to succeed?
Is management andfor administraiion capable?

{1-5) 2 Is there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?
Are there endorsements by community groups?

(1-5) 1 is the presentation clear, concise and attractive?
Points will be deducted for vague or rambling responses.

{1-5) 2 is there a strong evaluation method?
How will the applicant document the impact?
Are the outcomes measurable and objective?
SUB-TOTAL POINTS:

Add Preference Points

0-10 _ Shoulder Season — before June and after September

G-10 - Oullying Areas

0-10 - Length of Stay — encourage early arrival andfor late departure
0-10 R Family Friendliness

Deduct Penalty Points

-10 Previous fourism projects not completed on time or final evaluation not submitted on
time

f/?’ - /

-

TOTAL POINTS \
\/

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Comments:

ol
Do you recommend this project for funding: 00 YES [1 NO  Partial funding: $ /’g;ﬂﬂo

Form # KCF 3008
Revised the 28" of September, 2011
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Name of Applicant

Score Weight Paoints
(15 5 5 15
(-5 5 5 2.5
(-5 4 2 WP

(-5 4 1

(1) “} 2

SUB-TOTAL POINTS:

Add Preference Points

0-10
0-10
c-10

0-10

Deduct Penalty Points

-10

TOTAL POINTS

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

10
10

90

Name of Reviewer

Fail 2011 _Tourism Grant Application
Selection Criteria Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

How well does/will this project increase tourism?
Will it encourage longer-term or repeat visits?

Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?
Is the budget and plan realistic?

What is the potential lo succeed?

Is management andfor administration capable?

Is there demonstrated community support?

is there evidence of in-kind support?

Are there endorsements by community groups?

Is the presentation clear, concise and attractive?
Poinis will be deducted for vague or rambling responses,

Is there a strong evaluation method?

How will the applicant document the impact?
Are the outcomes measurable and objective?

Shoulder Season — before June and after September
Outlying Areas
Length of Stay — encourage early arrival and/or late depariure

Family Friendliness

Previous tourism projects not completed on time or final evaluation not submitied on
time

Comments: GCreat onrend. Uf(’,ﬂ AM’@W WM A '3[!9"0!'@&-@?1 f@a’é

Hrawel e pemnts . ﬁa?.ﬁ#ﬁ\w\ {}{ 77

m/ ﬁf’ﬁ SoO
Do you recommend this project for funding: YES [0 NO Partial funding: $ (20

Form # KCF 3008

Revised the 28" of September, 2011
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Name of Applicant Name of Reviewer

Fall 2011 _Tourism Grant Application
Selection Criteria Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Points

(1-5) L 5 A How well does/will this project increase tourism?

/ Wili it encourage longer-term or repeat visits?
a8_J s 2y

(15 _J 2
(-5)_9 1

(1-5) 2 2

Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?
Is the budget and plan realistic?

What is the poteniial to succeed?

Is management and/or administration capable?

Is there demonstrated community suppori?
is there evidence of in-kind support?
Are there endorsements by community groups?

Is the presentation ciear, concise and aftractive?
Points will be deducted for vague or rambling responses.

Is there a strong evaluation method?
How will the applicant document the impact?
Are the outcomes measurable and objective?

=Rk b

SUB-TOTAL POINTS:

Add Preference Points

0-10 - Shoulder Season — before June and after September

0-10 - Qutlying Areas

0-10 __j_ Length of Stay — encourage early arrival and/or late departure
0-10 _10  Family Friendiiness

Deduct Penalty Points

-10 Previous tourism projecis not completed on time or final evaluation not submitted on
time

O &
TOTAL POINTS 45

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Comments:

Do you recommend this project for funding:}}:( YES O NO Partial funding: $ L//f)/\)/r) .pﬁ)

Form # KCF 3008
Revised the 28" of September, 2011



2012 Kruise of Klamath Marlketing Budget

Grant Funds  Kruise Funds

Television
» Two week local campaign on KOTI . -
e KOTI air time donated as official TV sponsor

> One week focal campaign on KDKF & KTVL $1,000.00

Print e
» Northwest Cruzin' Magazine ad $2,000.00
® Y page ad in Jan/Feb

e Full page ad in Mar/Apr
e ar

$1,000.00

» Event Posters

» Herald and News $500.00
e June — ¥ page ad in Kruise of Klamath Tab

Radio
» One week local campaign on Sunny 107 - -
¢ Sunny 107 air time donated as official radio sponsor

» One week local campaign with Basin Mediactive $500.00
Direct Mail
» Save the Date postcard $300.00

e To entire mailing list of 800+ people in January

» High Profile registration packet $3,000.00
o Glossy, full color booklet to entire mailing list of 800+ people
with insest featuring Tribute Team American Graffiti car appearance

Other

» Travel Expenses for Tribute Team Aierican Graffifi car collection $3,000.00

» Discover Klamath Cooperative Marketing $1,000.0(55

» Update of TV commercial $300.00

TOTAL $10,0600.00  $2,600.00

PO
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Ne{me of Applicant / Name of Reviewer

Falt 2011_Tourism Grant Application
Selection Criteria Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring}

Score Weight Points
{1-5) 5 5 lO How well does/will this project increase tourism?
Will it encourage longer-term or repeat visits?
(1-5) f:-) 5 Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?

Is the budget and ptan realistic?
What is the potential to sticceed?
Is management and/or administration capable?

(1-5){_’{.__ 2

(1-5)_£’L 1
a5 Y 2

SUB-TOTAL POINTS:

{s there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?
Are there endorsements by community groups?

Is the presentation clear, concise and attractive?
Points will be deducted for vague or rambling responses.

Is there a strong evaluation method?

How will the applicant document the impact?
Are the outcomes measurable and objective?

Add Preference Points

iRy, B R0

0-10 Shoulder Season — before June and after September

0-10 Qutlying Areas

0-10 Length of Stay — encourage early arrival and/or late departure
0-10 Family Friendliness

Deduct Penalty Points

-10 Previous tourism projects not completed on time or final evaluation not submitted on
time

TOTAL POINTS qS

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Comments: M @&ﬁ:Q@eQ\QO\ f({')@m,((&,\(\ QL(C’CE&' M\H\U\g\l}i! gfﬁ)ﬁﬁ’:

Do you recommend this project for funding: >‘ YES O NO Partial funding: $

Form # KCF 3008
Revised the 28" of September, 2011
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Name of Applicant /{@ /Sy &/5 /t'/y;r-‘?l"-"k'\( K

Score Woelght
(1-8)_4% 5
(1-5)_ % 5
{1-5) ff_/ 2
(1-5) _< 1
(15) 5 2
SUB-TOTAL POINTS:;

Add Preference Polnts

0-10
0-10
0-10
6-10

Deduct Penalty Polpts

-10

TOTAL POINTS

Reviewer Conflict of interest:

Points

:\\

12

"Are there endorsements by community groups? -1 -

é\r‘{ Al e 0

PR
Name of Reviewer é:) \vgfa.é(.fi’ LR

. A e FEAPDES ST N
Fall 2011 Tourism Grant Application )

Seiection Criferla Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring)

How well doesfwlll this project Increase lourism?
Will It encourage longer-term or repeat visits?

Does the applicant have the abillly to complete the project? e €(,_'g,< (e
Is the budget and plan realistio? G '
What s the patential to succeed?

Is management and/or administration capable?

o’

is there demonstrated comimunity support? UJJJU

e
Is there evidence of in-kind support? e S

is the presentation clear, conclse and attractive?
Points will be deducied for vague or rambling responses,
Is there a strong evaluation method?

How will the applicant document the Impact?  #7 M'b?ﬁt’f"’ &1 g‘ RS
Are the otitcomss measurable and objective? :

Shoulder Season — before June and after September (}U" R
Quilying Areas

Length of Stay -- encourage early arrival andfor late deparure £

Family Friendliness

Previous fourism projects not completed on time or final evaluation not submitted on
time

Comiments:

e
Do you recomniend this project for funding: [°YES O NO  Partial funding: § ‘{/{) o

Fonm # KCF 3008

Revised the 28 of Seplember, 2011
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