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Knitting for Nippers initial, 33-34;
Knitting for Nippers makeover, 44—45.
See also Outcomes
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171-172, 179-181; Partnership for
Progress, 55-56; tips on length of, 120

Millett, R., 13
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Needs: establishing the, 57-58, 62—€3;
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described, 21, 22, 23, 52, dilemma for
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grantwriting tips on the, 62, 68; as
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HSoHK proposal, 169-171, 177-179;
importance for grantmakers, 52—53;
Knitting for Nippers, 21, 22, 23, 29-31,
42-44, 50; “making the case” in the,
51, 68; Partnership for Progress, 54,
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sary element of, 69, 82; tips on length
of, 120. See also Proposal sections
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Nonsense. See “Mystery” proposal

Northwest Health Foundation, 38, 53, 60,
97,128

@)

Objectives: funder ambivalence regard-
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Outcome evaluation approach, 97-98
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section of, 57, 102t, 108fig—109fig;
Needs Statement section of, 54, 57-58,
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Posner, J.R., 61,77, 185

Posner-Wallace Foundation, 61, 77, 185

Pottruck Family Foundation, 13, 61, 105

Problem Statement section. See Needs
Statement section

Process, 92

Process evaluation approach, 97-98

Process objectives, 90, 92

Product objectives, 90, 92

Program Description section: Knitting
for Nippers initial, 31-32; Knitting for
Nippers makeover, 45-47; Partnership
for Progress, 56

Program Evaluation section: Diabetes
Education Program proposal, 89-91;
good planning reflected in, 93;
HSoHK proposal, 173, 181-182;
Knitting for Nippers, 32-33, 47; logic
models used in, 92; moving beyond
bean counting, 91-92; as part of best
practices, 85; process versus outcome
evaluation approach in, 97-98; sum-
ming up for the, 99; tips on length of,
120
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10-11, 15-17; CALM (Comm:uaity
Art and Literacy Museum), 153-161,
162-166; Fellowship House, 115-125;
HSoHK (High Schaal ot Hard
Knocks), 169—-184; Xnitting for
Nippers, 25-49; Lydia E. Girarde
Memorial Clinic Diabetes Program,
70-75, 78-82, 86-91, 94-97; Partner-
ship for Progress Homelessness Pro-
gram, 54-57, 64—68, 102t Senior
Dental Access, 129—135, 139-149

Proposal (Knitting for Nippers): fixing
disorganized, 40-50; History and
Mission section of, 23, 25-28, 41-42;
jumbled order of “ugly duckling,”
35-37; last-minute cut-and-paste job
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of initial, 38—40; Measurable Out-
comes section of, 33—34, 44—45;
Needs (or Problem) Statement of,
21, 22,23,29-31, 4244, 50; positive
comments for the initial, 40; Program
Description section of, 31-32, 45-47,
31-32, 45-47; Program Evaluation
section of, 32-33, 47; reviewing what
went wrong with, 37-38; sample of
initial, 25-35; second rewritten, 41—
48; solid structure of makeover, 49;
writing billboard headings in second,
49-50

Proposal length: appropriate details to
include in, 120-12; Fellowship House
example of justripat, 121-125; Fel-
lowship Hous= ¢xample of too long,
115-1215:nal recommendations on,
126; fiorid writing adding to, 159-160;
grantwriting tips on, 120; problems
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Future Funding, 34-35, 120, 173, 182;
Goals and Objectives, 21, 23, 55,
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44-45, 50, 173, 181-182; Methods,
55-56, 120, 171-172, 179-181; Pro-
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Program Evaluation, 32-33, 47, 83-99,
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rewritten, 139-149

Silzle, B., 24, 188

Sinclair, S., 12, 52, 58, 75

Sisters of the Humility of Mary, 61, 90,
187, 190

Sisters of Mercy of the Americas, St. Louis
Regional Community, 186

Smart, A., 24

SMART proposal writing, 87

Sobrato Foundation, 50

Social Venture Partners Seattle, 12, 52, 59,
98, 168, 190
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