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Name of Applicant Name of Reviewer

Fall 2011 _Tourism Grant Application
Setlection Criteria Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Points
(1-5) 3 5 Zk’fy How well does/wili this project increase tourism?
Wil it encourage longer-term or repeat visits?
e
{1-5) « 3 5 Z[ ) Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?

Is the budgel and plan realistic?
What is the potential {o succeed?
is management and/or administration capable?

(1-5) ,{ 2 i/} Is there demonstrated community support?
: Is there evidence of in-kind support?
Are there endorsements by community groups?

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

(1-5) 4/ 1

(1-5) o 2 é 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

(Q
0-10 3 Outlying Areas

0-10 o Length of Stay — encourage early arrival andfor late departure
0-10 _’L Family Friendliness
Deduct Penalty Points
-10 o :'Drevious tourism projects not completed on time or final evaluation not submitted on
ime

S
TOTAL POINTS v 53

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Commenﬁw

Do you recommend this project for funding: 8 YES O NO

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) ol 5 {0 How well does/will this project increase tourism? FieAn L2 (?,»x o Q‘m ™
Will it encourage longer-term or repeat visits? :

{1-5} e 5 1% Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?

Is the budget and plan realistic? -~ ., :<<E-\_
What is the potentiat to succeed? :
Is management and/or administration capable?

\m
I&s\

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

(1-5) 2. 1 L» Is the presentation clear, concise and attractive?
Points will be deducted for vague or rambling responses.
(1-8) =L 2 . Is there a strong evaluation method?

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

P

SUB-TOTAL POINTS:

Add Preference Poinis

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

0-10 _]L Qutlying Areas

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

Deduct Penalty Points

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

TOTAL POINTS 52~

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Comments: (sea¥. eyent. Mé’k G QVQWW&WM

Nat ﬁm Stay s .

Do you recommend this project for funding: l!f{ES i1 NO Partial funding: $ &‘Q’S O

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 Poinis
{1-5) 5 5 1] How well doesfwill this project increase tourism?
Will it encourage onger-term or repeat visits?
{(1-5) ‘{ 5 7// Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?
Is the budgst and plan realistic?
What is the potential to succeed?
Is management andfor administration capable?
(1-5} T 2 “! Is there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?
Are there endorsements by communily groups?
{1-6) $ 1 /; Is the presentation clear, concise and attractive?
Points will be deducted for vague or rambling résponses.
{1-5) l 2 _7_/__ Is there a strong evatuation method?
How will the applicant document the impact?
Are the outcomeas measurable and objective?
SUB-TOTAL POINTS: Y i

Add Preference Points

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

0-10 10 Oullying Areas

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

Deduct Penaity Points

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

|

TOTAL POINTS é q

Reviewer Conflict of Interest;

Comments:

Do you recommend this project for funding: ﬂ YES O NO Partial funding: $ @4/%9 OO0

Form # KCF 3008
Revised the 28" of Septembar, 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

=

(16) ~ass, 5

(1 5% 5

(4-5)_{:[_ 2

(1-5)_> 1
(1-5) H 2

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 to succeed?

Is management and/or 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 atiractive?
Points will be deducted for vague or rambling responses.

Is there a sfrong evaluation method?

How will the applicant document the impact?
Are the outcomes measurable and objective?
SUB-TOTAL POINTS:

Add Preference Points

ohh S PR

0-10 Shouider Season — before June and after September

0-10 Outlying Areas

0-10 Length of Stay — encourage eatly arrival andfor late departure
0-10 Family Friendiiness

Deduct Penally Points

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

fime

|

TOTAL POINTS LS (

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Comments: GM MMJELUJJ\ % omte @ (/UGEJ“O‘CQ Oae b @%{U’“’ “{TCU(QQK @

SN\t ohkere, . —nchane auards Sone. Cookx ek daflerd to

W Jc\uujcucﬂ@

Do you recommend this project for funding: O YES [1 NO  Partial funding: $ 5@@\)

Form # KCF 3006
Revised the 28™ of September, 2011
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Score Welght
(-5} _.5 5
(1-5) _> 5
(1-5)_% 2
(1-5) 4 1
(1-5) _o~ 2

SUB-TOTAL PCINTS:

Add Prefersnce Points

0-10
0-10
0-10
0-10

Deducl Penalty Points

-10

TOTAL POINTS

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:
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Name of Reviewer {;3 &SWC PRy

Falt 2011_Tourism Grant Application STy Pea,
Selectlon Criterla Summary N bt
(Tourism Review Panel scoring} PN | .
How well does/will this project increase tourlsm? 4 2hiey wd foon /ﬂ[/#! o
Will it encourage longer-term or repeat visits? & T

Does the applicant have the abllity to complete the project? }~
Is the budget and plan realistic? -+

What Is the potential lo succeed? o

Is management and/or administration capable? +

Is there demonstrated community support? ¥

Is there evidence of In-kind support? ¥ - Seves s b el e gacipy Attas g

“Are there endorsemonts by community groups? = einve

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

Is there a strong avaluation method? =/ i<

How will the applicant document the Impact?  _ZH e,
Are the cutcomes measurable and objective? -“m e

Shoulder Season — before June and after September
Oullying Araas
Length of Stay - encourage early arrival andfor lale departure

Family Friendliness

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

Comments:

-

O
Do you recommend this project for funding: & YES O NO  Partial funding: $ :3 200

Form # KCF 3008

Rovised the 28% of September, 2011
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