/@///j}n/lj“ﬁfg,, ]\ @ rJ

MName of Applicant Name of Réviewer

Spring 2012 Tourism Grant Application
Selection Criteria Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Points

(1-5) il 5 2»0 How well does/wili this project increase tourism?
Will it encourage longer-term or repeat visits?

g

{1-5) \"5 5 Does ihe 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?

R

(1-5)_%3 2

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

(15 ¥ 1
(1-5) J 2

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

-k

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

e

SUB-TOTAL POINTS:

Add Preference Points

o-10 - Shoulder Season — before June and after Seplember

0-10 __é_ Outlying Areas

0-10 !7/ Length of Stay — encourage early arrival and/or late depariure
0-10 _"L__ Family Friendliness

Deduct Penalty Points

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

TOTAL POINTS L/

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Comments:

&
Do you recommend this project for funding: fi YES O NO Partial funding: $ J 000

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

j’f ﬁgﬂ Spring 2012 _Tourism Grant Application

Selection Criteria Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring)

ame’of Reviewer

Score Weight Points

(1-5) ji 5
(1-5) i 5

(1-5) _LL 2

(1-5) C 1
(1-5) ﬁ 2

How well does/will this project increase tourism?
Will it encourage tonger-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 andfor adminisiration 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 atlractive?
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?
SUB-TOTAL POINTS:

Add Preference Polnis

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
G-10 Family Friendliness

Deduct Penalty Points

= [okPl ek e RE

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

-10

TOTAL POINTS 7—-5

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Comments:

Do you recommend this project for funding: %YES O NO  Partial funding: $ 93;560

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



e e f/g C. oW eyl Kctt\w M. A érig 2

Name of Applicant

Score Weight Points
a8 H 5 20

) o
(1-5)3; 5 2 -~

a5 < 2

(15> 1
a5 S H

3% ]

SUB-TCTAL POINTS:

Add Preference Paoints

0-10
0-10
G-10

0-10

Deduct Penalty Points

-10

TOTAL POINTS

bt

PPl

F

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

Name of Reviewer

Spring 2012 Tourism Grant Application
Selection Criteria Summary
{Tourism Review Panel scoring)

How well doesfwill this project increase tourism?
Will it encourage Ionger-term or repeat visits?

Doaes the applicant have the ability fo complete the project?
Is the budget and plan realistic?

What is the potential to succeed?

Is management and/or administration capable?

e
Is there demonstrated community suppori? <~ V}g,ui C{ h CUQ,RJZ&@V {21/(}\,{,{

is there evidence of in-kind support? ‘)&,L)( L&LLQ, Sy Cf‘c .
Are there endorsements by community groups?

\ ‘ o
Is the presentation clear, concise and aftractive? E\JQJZ & & W"{’w@’ .
Points will be deducted for vague or rambling responses, ;{P{Q{ (:’ { an :

is there a strong evaluation method? S LY 2 h * <
How will the applicant document the impact? Q,\,{;LQ ﬁ“ (/

Are the outcomes measurable and objective? M C ,\\ ({ ho el c’»Q w ol
~€/£(M(;, ok o ‘\Z@U‘f"! CET

Shoulder Season - before June and after Seplember
Outlying Areas
Length of Stay — encourage early arrival and/or late departure

Family Friendliness

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

comments:_houdd have \ethews Kremm mmmx‘f; (S ieyhaders ot )

Cycpilenk WOV wal o

Aot USDA .« Cauld haue Used wire

%@Qm‘g\cf‘* oo Contents Ve Con Mew‘t CMQ\QUC&M‘%

‘Q@&Wﬂ% 2,500

A
Do you recommend this project for funding: [Q/ES B NO  Partial funding: $3L§9@

Form # KCF 3008

Revised the 28" of September, 2011
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Name of Applicant {7 v Dt WAy

4

Score Weight Points

(1-5)_ 3 5 s

(16 _5_ 5 25

(1-5) S 2 Ay
-~ ~

(1-5) S 1 S
~

E ) 2

/0
SUB-TOTAL POINTS: ’ 5

Add Preference Points

0-10 0
0-10 O
0-10 SO
0-10 s

Deduct Penally Polnts

])7--,5;'?_‘;1 e f, .
U i Name of Reviewer (™ ¢,

Spring 2012 Tourism Grant Application
Selection Criterla Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

How well doestwill this project increase tourism?
Will it encourage longer-term or repeal visits?

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

What is the potential {o succeed?

Is management and/or adminisiration 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 altractive?
Points wili be deducted for vague or rambling responses.

Is there a strong evaluation method?

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

Shouider Season — bafore June and afler September
Oullying Areas
Length of Stay — encourage early arrival and/or late departure

Family Friendliness

B N L R TS VN

Setran

[P ..

-10 A Previous lourism projects not completed on time or finat evaluation not submitted on
time
-
TOTAL POINTS £ O

Reviewer Conflict of Interest:

e &

v i
Comments: &~ ~ '{ ()
Do you recomimend this project for funding

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

: E/YES [0 NO  Partial funding: $
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Nam ‘of App icant Name of Reviewer

Spring 2012 _Tourism Grant Application
Selection Criteria Summary
(Tourism Review Panel scoring)

Score Weight Points
(1-5) 5 How well doesiwill this project increase tourism?
Will it encourage longer-term or repeat visits?
(1-5) 5 Does the applicant have the ablility to compiete the project?
Is the budget and plan realistic?
What is the potential to succeed?
is management and/or administration capable?
{1-5) 2 ts 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 attraclive?
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

0-10 - Outlying Areas

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

Deduct Penalty Points

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

TOTAL POINTS

Reviewer Conflict of Interest: M’bﬂ( N\ﬁm{ Q'W / E\KE’EMWA\ (\J\QM!’/

Comments:

Do you recommend this project for funding: O YES [0 NO  Partial funding: $

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



