
RISCA PGO Panelist Rubric

Community Impact and Engagement Target Audience Relevance to Community Opportunities to Participate Community Support

10

Applicant demonstrates a complete and 

thorough understanding of the  

community being engaged with by the 

project, providing demographic details 

and other data illustrative of that 

understanding. 

Applicant provides robust evidence and clear 

explanation of this project having a direct and 

deep relevance to the creative experience 

and/or cultural heritage of that community

Applicant provides robust evidence that 

the project enages Rhode Island residents 

in under-resourced geographic 

communities, and/or historically and/or 

continuously marginalized populations.

Support material attesting to 

community support come from a 

highly varied array of community 

sectors, both arts and non-arts, 

and reflect a robust support for the 

project.

8

Applicant demonstrates a adequate 

understanding of the  community being 

engaged with by the project, providing 

demographic details and other data 

illustrative of that understanding. 

Applicant provides adequate evidence and clear 

explanation of this project having a direct and 

deep relevance to the creative experience 

and/or cultural heritage of that community

Applicant provides adequate evidence that 

the project enages Rhode Island residents 

in under-resourced geographic 

communities, and/or historically and/or 

continuously marginalized populations.

Support material attesting to 

community support come from a 

varied array of community sectors, 

both arts and non-arts, and reflect 

an appreciation for the project.

6

Applicant demonstrates a limited 

understanding of the  community being 

engaged with by the project, providing 

demographic details and other data 

illustrative of that understanding. 

Applicant provides limited evidence and 

explanation of this project having a direct and 

deep relevance to the creative experience 

and/or cultural heritage of that community

Applicant provides limited  evidence that 

the project enages Rhode Island residents 

in under-resourced geographic 

communities, and/or historically and/or 

continuously marginalized populations.

Support materials attesting to 

community support come from a 

limited array of community sectors 

and reflect some support for the 

project.

4

Applicant demonstrates a poor 

understanding of the  community being 

engaged with by the project, providing 

demographic details and other data 

illustrative of that understanding. 

Applicant provides poor evidence and 

explanation of this project having a direct and 

deep relevance to the creative experience 

and/or cultural heritage of that community

Applicant provides poor evidence that the 

project enages Rhode Island residents in 

under-resourced geographic communities, 

and/or historically and/or continuously 

marginalized populations.

Support material attesting to 

community support come from a 

very limited array of community 

sectors and reflect minimal 

support for the project.

2
Attempted but did not meet criteria: 

(please note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet criteria: (please 

note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet criteria: 

(please note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet 

criteria: (please note areas of 

concern)



RISCA PGO Panelist Rubric

Feasibility and Likelihood of Success Who, What, Where, When, & Why Budget Clarity and Relevancy Achievability Success

5

Application clearly and thoroughly states 

specifically what will be done, when and 

where things will take place, and why the 

project should be supported with public 

funds.

Budget is clear, detailed, and accurate, and the 

applicant has thoroughly explained how they 

arrived at the numbers, indicating where RISCA 

funds will be spent. Budget expenses and 

revenue are clearly related to project 

description and the goals of the project, and are 

a direct translation of stated goals into numbers.

Applicant provides robust evidence that 

what is proposed is achievable by the 

applicant, on their own or in partnership 

with others. In the absence of past 

experience, information is provided that 

helps make a convincing case that this 

project will succeed.

Applicant has a clear and thorough 

sense of what success looks like in 

the project. Applicant shares clear, 

thorough, and achieveable steps 

they will take to ensure the 

project's success.

4

Application clearly states specifically 

what will be done, when and where 

things will take place, and why the 

project should be supported with public 

funds.

Budget is clear and the applicant has explained 

how they arrived at the numbers, indicating 

where RISCA funds will be spent. Budget 

expenses and revenue are related to project 

description and the goals of the project, and are 

a direct translation of stated goals into numbers.

Applicant provides adequate evidence that 

what is proposed is achievable by the 

applicant, on their own or in partnership 

with others. In the absence of past 

experience, information is provided that 

helps make a convincing case that this 

project will succeed.

Applicant has a clear sense of what 

success looks like in the project. 

Applicant shares clear and 

achievable steps they will take to 

ensure the project's success.

3

Application states what will be done, but 

may lack some details and specificity 

regarding when and where things will 

take place, why the project should be 

supported with public funds.

Budget is somewhat clear, but may be lacking 

some detail and explanation. Planned budget 

allocation of funds supports project goals.

Applicant provides limited evidence that 

what is proposed is achievable by the 

applicant, on their own or in partnership 

with others. 

Applicant has a somewhat clear 

sense of what success looks like in 

the project. Applicant shares 

somewhat clear steps they will 

take to ensure the project's 

success. The achievability of steps 

shared may be in question.

2

Application is vague as to what will be 

done, when and where things will take 

place, and why the project should be 

supported with public funds.

Budget is vague and lacks detail and 

explanation. 

Applicant provides poor evidence that 

what is proposed is achievable by the 

applicant, on their own or in partnership 

with others. 

Applicant has a vague sense of 

what success looks like to them in 

the project. Applicant shares vague 

steps they will take to ensure the 

project's success.

1
Attempted but did not meet criteria: 

(please note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet criteria: (please 

note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet criteria: 

(please note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet 

criteria: (please note areas of 

concern)



RISCA PGO Panelist Rubric

Artistic Vibrancy and Intention Intentional Experience Respectful Engagement Of, By, For, With Access

5

 Applicant provides robust evidence of 

providing an excellent and intentional 

experience for the participants.

Applicant provides robust evidence that the 

project leaders, artists, and/or culture bearers 

can provide relevant and respectful engagement 

with the identified target audience. Project 

leaders have may have substantial experience 

working with or are a part of the identified 

community they are engaging with.

Applicant provides robust evidence that 

the project directly supports creation of art 

by, for, and with/of a specific community.

Applicant provides clear and 

specific actions the project will be 

accessible and inclusive, and 

reduce barriers to access for those 

who want to attend or participate 

in project.

4

 Applicant provides adequate evidence of 

providing an excellent and intentional 

experience for the participants.

Applicant provides adequate evidence that the 

project leaders, artists, and/or culture bearers 

can provide relevant and respectful engagement 

with the identified target audience. Project 

leaders have may have some experience 

working with or are a part of the identified 

community they are engaging with.

Applicant provides adequate evidence that 

the project directly supports creation of art 

by, for, and with/of a specific community.

Applicant provides clear actions 

the project will be accessible and 

inclusive, and reduce barriers to 

access for those who want to 

attend or participate in project.

3

 Applicant provides limited evidence of 

providing an excellent and intentional 

experience for the participants.

Applicant provides limited evidence that the 

project leaders, artists, and/or culture bearers 

can provide relevant and respectful engagement 

with the identified target audience. 

Applicant provides limited evidence that 

the project directly supports creation of art 

by, for, and with/of a specific community.

Applicant provides somewhat clear 

actions the project will be 

accessible and inclusive, and 

reduce barriers to access for those 

who want to attend or participate 

in project.

2

 Applicant provides poor evidence of 

providing an excellent and intentional 

experience for the participants.

Applicant provides poor evidence that the 

project leaders, artists, and/or culture bearers 

can provide relevant and respectful engagement 

with the identified target audience. 

Applicant provides poor evidence that the 

project directly supports creation of art by, 

for, and with/of a specific community.

Applicant provides vague actions 

the project will be accessible and 

inclusive, and reduce barriers to 

access for those who want to 

attend or participate in project.

1
Attempted but did not meet criteria: 

(please note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet criteria: (please 

note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet criteria: 

(please note areas of concern)

Attempted but did not meet 

criteria: (please note areas of 

concern)


