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Memelabs (memelabs.com)
Features
* Great for video contests, but there is no support for written proposals. Students
could upload them, but they would be public, and judging would have to be done
manually by email.
Cost: $12,750 to $31,200

Strutta (strutta.com)
Features

* No limits on what administrators can ask on the entry form—totally customizable.
Drawbacks

* No way to create contest categories.

* Judging tool doesn’t allow for more than one judge to review a submission, so
judging would also have to occur outside of the platform (e.g., by sending out a
CSV file that judges fill out after downloading proposal from Struta platform, and
then send back to administrators to compile).

* No way to assign judges to specific proposals for judging. A link would be set out
to judges to access all entries, and admins would need to specify to judges which
entries they should be reviewing.

* Cannot use judging tool if the contest requires feedback from multiple judges.

e At this time, Strutta cannot support upload of PDF or Word doc. They may be able
to do this for an extra development cost.

* The platform isn’t set up to deal with contests with multiple round. Admins would
have to have two separate “contests”—one for each round.

Cost: $1999 + 99/mo for each round + $299 + 99/mo video contest

ContestCore (http://www.contestcore.com/)
Features

* Applicants can upload PDFs or videos.

* ContestCore can build around our website, logo, using preferred fonts, and color
schemes.

* Platform supports multiple category submission.

* Can create two submission windows, but can’t limit the second round to just
finalists. Administrators would have to hand weed out people who applied who
should not have.

Drawbacks

e Can have judging template, but cost extra to design. ContestCore isn’t built for
internal judging—it is built for submissions to go viral (e.g., video submissions).
Extra design cost = $500.
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Can have matrix of all entries and all scores. Judges would have to hand average
their scores (or admins would have to).

Can have multiple judges judge each entry, but assigning them is a little clunky.
Admins would inform each judge of which particular entry IDs they are judging,
and tell judges to enter their scores as Judge 1, 2, or 3. Judges would be able to see
each other’s scores.

Cost: $6000. (Typically, the cost is broken down by duration of contest: $1500 per 4
weeks)

Gust (http://gust.com/)
Features

Administrators can either send entrants a URL to the contest (so they don’t need to
create a Gust account) via email or that you post to your website. Once they apply,
they’ll have a Gust account automatically created.

The “Deal List” contains all active submissions. You can also take in deals by
adding them if you want to this list. Or students can submit right to the deal list.
Can ask any number and type of custom questions on the “entrepreneur
application.”

Admins can receive an email for each submission, and entrants receive an
automated confirmation email once they’ve submitted their entry.

For judging, administrators can add them as “guests” to an account or create “deal
rooms” for each of the judges. Judges will be able to rate and review each
proposal, and admins can hide these ratings from the entrants or other judges.
Gust offers demos and training—and they can lead judges training sessions.

Drawbacks

Don’t have a way to create categories, but can label entries from different
categories by hand after they are submitted using the “deal labels.” One of the
entry form questions would ask students to identify the category that they are
submitting it, and then admins would have to open that up in order to label the
submission properly.

Dealing with multiple stages is tricky. Entrants can come in at any time to update
their application. So, administrators can’t “close off” the contest after the pre-
proposal stage, but administrators can instruct students not to update their
information after the deadline, and if they do, we’ll know and can disqualify them.
For the second round, administrators can instruct students to go back and add new
materials, and again, tell them to do this before the deadline and disqualify those
that update after the deadline.

Working on integrating Salesforce, but don’t have a way to do this yet.
Administrators can download data as a spreadsheet and manually import it into
Salesforce.

COST: FREE to universities
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Figure 1. Gust “Deal List” lists all the received entries, and can be tagged to indicate
which category the team applied to.
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Figure 2. Applicant view of publichand non-public parts of their appl}cation
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Figure 3. Jﬁdges feedback page. This page can be shared with applicant and will appear at
the bottom of their applicant page.
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Wize Hive
Features

* Contest is built custom for each client. There are no templates, and WizeHive can
do anything in terms of color, font, branding, etc. Admins can collect any type of
information they want and set any kind of limits they want.

e There isn’t a direct way to “limit” who can apply. But administrators could make it
a required item to pick from a list of schools and if they haven’t picked one then
they can’t move on.

* Typically, contests use an Iframe: page looks like it is part of the website, but they
are still hosting it. So if our website goes down for any reason, it still exists on the
WizeHive frame.

* On the student end, students would share a login to a common application, and all
their names could be requested in the entry form. Entrants can save application as
draft and return to it at multiple points in time.

* Full proposal can be limited to just the finalists. Or administrators can take the I-
frame off the website and send out a private link during final round. If someone
tried to create an application after the deadline, they would just see a message that
say it is closed.

e Can archive data from pervious years competitions on WizeHive. No integration
with Salesforce yet, but can download data into CSV and merge this data into
Salesforce.

* Automatic email can be created for everyone who finished an application, if they
are moved into the finalist folder, etc. anytime you want. Admins can also pre-write
emails that are automatically sent at various points (e.g., announcing video contest,
announcing deadlines, sending updates, etc.)

* Judges will be invited to judge via an automated email and will be sent to a
“private review portal.” Administrators can limit the information that judges see, if
necessary. And administrators can embed the judging platform into the Big Ideas
website too.

* To provide feedback for applicants, administrators can easily merge comments into
an email and send out to all pre-proposal/full proposal applicants, instead of
sending individual emails.

* Lots of tools to ensure public voting on videos is not fraudulent.

e Can include links to PDFs in entry form.

Cost: Licensing fee is $6,000 per year (covers hosting, testing, software licensing, updates,
and basic support) + an additional fee for the number of professional service hours
administrators need.
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Figure 4. WizeHive admin interface. Folders can be automatically created for each
category, and can be manually created to sort entrants as finalists.
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Search [Go Proposals
Gallatin Valley Land Trust Sourdough Canyon Stream Restoration Project

Instructions
Environmental Impact ZI 2
Click the review button.

In line with NFF Mission and Values?

&

Enter your WizeHive login

information
Abiity to execute plan

&

Scroll to the bottom of the
review window to access Total Score (out of 12 points)
submission details and

attachments Percentage Score (Out of 100)

Rate the submission

based on the critena at b
the top of the review

window. « Previous Next »
Save your review. Review  Proposal-Gallat  Financial Plan-  Map-Gallatin Va  Letter of Suppo

=) B 2 & —e———— 127% /DI x r1an pITM Y Q Save File

Move on to the next
submission by either
clicking the review button
again and using the 'next’ Sourdough Canyon Stream Restotation Project - Gallatin Valley Land Trust
link in the review window,
or by chicking the next
review button in the list of
submissions A. Executive Summary

Gallatin Valley Land Trust (GVLT) is roquesting $11,000 in NFF MAP funding to assist with
our Sourdough Canyon Stream Restoration Project, which is a enfical component of our
much Jarger Sowrdough Canyon Trailbead Tmp Project. The Sourdough Canyon
Stream Restoration project will improve stream health and public safery by seabilizing 430
fect of stream bank, and creating approximately 5000 square feet of vegetated buffer along
250 fect of stream bank adjacent to the trailhead access road. ‘The project is necded because
Sourdough Canyon is the most heavily used erailbead on the south side of Bozeman,
accessing thousands of acres of National Forest land and secing thousands of user visits per
month year round. Currently the poor quality dirt road and parking area drain dircety into
the creck, adding substantial sediment-laden runoff to a water body thar is listed as an
impaited strcam in the Lowet Gallatin TMDL Plansing Arca. Additionally, at two shasp
bends in the access road, the road edge drops discetly into the stream and during peak usc in
winter cars shde into the creck. For over 2,5 years, GVLT has been working with Gallatin
National Fotest and many othet govetnment agencics, uscr groups and neighboting
landowners to plan and design this project. We will coatinuc to coordinate closcly with all
these partners throughout project implementation. The project may be completed in Fall
2010, but will most likely be constructed between July 1 and September 30, 2011, Matching
funding will come from cash donations from private individuals and business sponsors.

Figure 5. WizeHive judging interface. Judges can see PDF and scorecard on the same
screen.




Rudd Pamily Poundation

Summer 2012 Review of
Online Contest Platforms

WhoWeAre  Apply 2012 Fellows  Companies  Blog  Donate

Apply

R A R T = RS

Thank you for applying. We ook forward to reviewing your appiication
You do not need to complete this all in one sitting. You may save your draft and then submit your completed

application when done. If you have any questions piease contact us. Fieids marked with an * are required before
submission.

Venture For America F
For Fellowship Program 2012

APPLICATION SUBMISSION h

Please compiete and submit this entire application form. Your fle wil be conskdered complete when all of the ftems.
In the appiication checkist beiow are received. We strongly recommend that you keep a copy of your appiication
and all materials submitted with it Please do not submit any additional etters of recommendation or supplemental
application materials other than those specifically requested In the appiication checkist

Enclosed

« Afully completed appiication form

« Awritten essay, answering the questions provided

« Aprofessional-quality resume (no more than one page)

* Letters of recommendation

« Academic transcripi(s)

CONTACT AND SUMMARY INFORMATION

Lagt Name *

Figure 6. WizeHive iframe user interface.
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Skild (http://www.skild.com/)
Features

Contest is hosted via microsite. The contest page will technically be hosted by
Skild, but will integrate seamlessly into contest website, so that users will likely not
notice that there was any change when moving from website to contest platform.
Administrators can do this by pasting in the html code from our website.

Platform can support both public voting (for video contest) and internal judging (for
proposal contest)

Can support different categories, and administrators can create different scorecards
for each category and well as different entry form questions for each category using
their “brackets” feature. Admins can allow students to enter only one bracket or
more than one bracket, depending on contest needs.

There is an option to have judges “open enroll,” so that members of the public can
volunteer to judge to help with recruitment. Or, administrators can manually enter
and register judges that administrators have selected. They will receive an email
with a temporary password.

Can easily select a “short list” of finalists and manually rank or use judges feedback
to rank. Admin page shows a ranked list of entrants for each bracket, so it is easy to
see which entries have the highest scores from judges. But you can also force rank
if admins want to.

Can easily do public voting for a video contest. Voters would have to verify email
address and “register” where they enter name, email, password, and would receive
a link to validate email.

Can embed Google analytics to admin page

User can’t edit after they submit, but administrators can un-submit or make edits for
the team, if necessary

Can share part of feedback with entrants through platform, and information on who
was selected, who moved on to final rounds, etc. if wanted.

Can do blind and double blind judging (neither the judge nor the entrant knows
who is being judged or who is judging). But you can also choose to release judge
information if you want.

Can see if a student proposal is in progress, not submitted, or submitted and send
emails to those groups.

Admins can append documents like letters of recommendation or old proposals for
scaling up without entrants seeing it, but so that judges can view it.

Drawbacks

Only have one comment area for qualitative feedback. Administrators would have
to instruct the judges what to put there, and hope that they address all things
administrators want them to address. Can probably add in more comment boxes for
additional development cost of about $300.

Data is easy to export, but no integration with Salesforce yet.
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Cost: $7,500. To add public voting would be $1500.
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Figure 7. Skild administrative tools.
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it L 3/27/12 3:55:05 PM.000 Not Submitted i Progress [Eaw]) Advance Eliminate Disqualify
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Submission Status: Submitted
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. Tamar Geller, founder of The Loved Dog™, fs a renowned life coach for dogs and the people who love them. Known
Jan Bider 0 for her insight and enthusfasm, Tamar rejects the painful prong collars and choke chains that have been common
Submission Status: Not - tools of dog trainers for decades. Her bestselling book, The Loved Dog: The Playful Non-Aggressive Way to Teach
Ens“"uy'“w"’m. Now Your Dog Good Behavior and her DVD, Celebrate Your Dog! The Loved Dog Way of Training, walk dog owners through
: her innovative approach to dog coaching.
Frank Bolger [} | Edit This Ent
Suhmls:;r\ Status: Not - Welcome to the Doggy Planet Awards! i T Emeey.
Entry Status: Now
Please use this form to submit your entry to the Doggy Planet Awards. The deadlines for each phase are listed on
Irene Marchione 0 your dashboard. If you are unable to complete your entry by the deadline, you may always apply again next year.
Submission Status: Not - Good luck, and we look forward to receiving your application!
Submitted
Entry Status: New Title
The Loved Dog
Dog Days Pet Care 0

Figure 8. Admin view of rankings and entries.



