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Score

(1-10)

(1-10)

(1-5)
(1-10)
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(1-5)

Tourism Grant Application — Traditional Program Infrastructure
Selection Criteria Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Weight Points

@ 10 0 (30 Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how this project will increase out of
county visilors?

i 5 0 "{'5 Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?
Is management and/or administration capable?

...3 5 0 ’ 5 Are the budget and marketing plan realistic?
Z 10 0 '70 Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the project will leverage funding?

' O 10 0 ‘ 00 Boes the applicant clearly demonstrate how the organization will create sustainable
marketing nefworks?

l 0 10 0 l 00 Is there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?

(p 10 0 60 Is there a strong evaluation method with measurable objectives?

TOTAL. POINTS 0 450
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North Klamath County Information Kiosks Gerry O'Brien

Name of Applicant

Score

(1-10)

{1-10)

(1-5)
(1-10)

(1-10)

(1-10)

(1-5)

TOTAL POINTS

DO

3

Weight
10

10

10

10

10

Points

30

25

25

30
40

50

30

230

Reviewsr Conflict of Interest:

Name of Reviewer

Tourism Grant Application — Traditional Program Infrastructure

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 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 with measurable objectives?

Comments; Drive-by dosks, whita informative, don't have much abfity to create dedislon making on a lourst's polnt of view. It's mosa of an afterthought with Jite tracking accountablty

Drive-by kiosks, while Informative, don't have much ebitity to create decision making on a tourist's point of view. It's mote of an aRlerthought with litle racking accountablity

Do you recommend this project for funding: [J YES [0 NO Partial fum:ling:$5’000
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Name of Applicant

Name of Reviewer

Tourism Grant Application — Traditional Program Infrasiructure

Score Waeight Points
(10 D 10 *57)
(1-10) fz 5 U
(1-5) Lf/ 5 7 i
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(1-10) é,; 10 57)
o
(1-10) éi 10 2 0
s 2w _30

TOTAL POINTS Jéféé z

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

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 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 with measurable objectives?

Comments:

Do you recomimend this project for funding: ﬁ YES OO0 NO Partial funding: $
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;

Tourism Grant Application — Traditional Program Infrastruclure
Selection Criteria Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Points

{1-10) {’)/ 10 SO Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how this project will increase out of
county visitors?

{1-10) { [ 5 50 Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?
Is managament andfor administration capable?

(1-5) f; 5 2 ‘;T‘ Are the budget and marketing plan realistic?

e -
(1-10) ?) 10 ¥ Does {he applicant clearly demonsirate how the project will leverage funding?

(1-10) {;}g 10 (\i O Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the organization will create susiainable
marketing networks?

{1-10) 10 i Is there demonsirated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?

(1-5) <710 40 s there a strong evaluation method with measurable objectives?
ARE 5""

TOTAL POINTS

Reviewer Confiict of Interest:

Comments:

Do you recommend this project for fundfng:/U/YES I NO Partial funding: $

Form # KCF 3008
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Name of Applicant Name of Reviewer

Tourism Grant Application — Traditional Program Infrastructure
Selection Criteria Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Points

{1-10) ﬁ 10 0 3 {) Doesthe applicant clearly demonstrate how this project will increase out of
county visilors?

(-0 /[ 4] 5 0 0 Does the applicant have the ability to complete the project?

Is management andfor administration capable?
(1-5) L/ 5 0 7/0 Are the budget and marketing plan realistic?
(1-10) 1o 10 0 [0  Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the project will leverage funding?

(1-10) ( 10 0 Z {J Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how the organization will create sustainable
marketing networks?

(1-10) [0 10 0 [ (JO s there demonstrated community support?
Is there evidence of in-kind support?

(1-5) 3 10 0 30 Istherea strong evaluation method with measurable objectives?

TOTAL POINTS 0 é{{ (7

Reviewer Conflict of Inferest:

Comments:

y
Do you recommend this project for funding: IIIAES O NO Partial funding:r$
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Name of Applicant

Name of Reviewer

Tourism Grant Application — Traditional Program [nfrastructure

Score Weight Points
10 O 10 Lo
10 10 5 Sv
(1-5) H s R0
a0 0 40 [00
(110  FE Y 10 S0
a1 (0 4o (00
(15 3 10 50
TOTAL POINTS 370

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Selection Criteria Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Doas the applicant clearly demonsirate 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 demonstrale how the project will leverage funding?

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

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

Is there a strong evaluation method with measurable objectives?

Comments:; QF(’AT + See

/?7u/1‘.'p/@_ CommunTies  étmrmrag- Com, aq  ToqeTher
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Do you recommend this project for funding: Ef YES O NO  Partial funding: $
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