FFY 2027 - NGCDD $20,000 Funding Priorities Survey: Council Recap
Expanded Recap for Executive Committee Discussion
Nine Council members responded to the survey. The results give the Executive Committee a range of priorities to consider at Monday’s meeting. They do not identify a single project that the Council has agreed to fund. Members could select multiple answers on several questions, so those results show areas of interest rather than a ranking of proposals.
Activities Members Would Like Considered
	Type of Activity
	Members Selecting It

	Small community grants
	7 of 9

	Training or workshops
	6 of 9

	Public awareness or education
	5 of 9

	Policy or advocacy activities
	5 of 9

	Youth or transition age activities
	5 of 9

	Family education or support
	4 of 9

	Pilot or innovative projects
	4 of 9

	Self advocacy activities
	3 of 9

	Community events
	3 of 9

	Outreach to underserved communities
	3 of 9

	Research or data collection
	2 of 9

	Resource development, such as guides or videos
	2 of 9

	Rural or frontier outreach
	2 of 9

	Conferences or networking opportunities
	1 of 9

	Leadership development
	1 of 9


Small community grants drew the most selections as an activity to consider. That result alone does not answer whether the Council should offer grants, how much funding they should receive, or what they should support. The Executive Committee should determine these items, if grants are the preferred use of funding. 
Populations and Communities Members Identified
Six members selected each of the following: families and caregivers, adults with intellectual or developmental disabilities, and people with complex or significant support needs. Five selected transition age youth and young adults, and five selected professionals or service providers in the disability community. Four selected youth with intellectual or developmental disabilities. Three selected each of the following: older adults, rural or frontier communities, and culturally or linguistically diverse communities.
These selections may help the Committee evaluate whom a proposed activity would reach. They do not require the Committee to limit an initiative to one population.

Size and Structure of the Funding
Members expressed different preferences for dividing the $20,000:
	Preferred Structure
	Responses

	Several smaller projects or mini grants
	3

	A combination of approaches
	2

	Two or three medium sized projects
	1

	One project of approximately $20,000
	0

	No preference
	3


There is some interest in spreading the funding across activities, but three members had no preference. The survey does not establish an agreed upon number of projects or award amounts.
Members were also asked whether some or all of the funding should be available to community organizations through a competitive application or mini grant process. Three said yes to all of it; one said yes to a portion; one preferred Council developed activities; and four were unsure. The Committee will need to discuss this question directly if it wishes to pursue grants or contracts.
Considerations for Evaluating Ideas
When asked what should be most important in deciding how to use the funds, members selected:
	Consideration
	Members Selecting It

	Direct benefit to people with intellectual or developmental disabilities
	7 of 9

	Addressing an unmet need
	6 of 9

	Statewide impact
	5 of 9

	Long term or sustainable impact
	5 of 9

	Reaching rural or frontier Nevada
	4 of 9

	Supporting self-advocacy
	3 of 9

	Supporting underserved populations
	3 of 9


Other considerations received fewer selections. Although the question says “most important,” the chart records multiple selections per respondent. The results are best read as factors members want considered, rather than a single top priority chosen by each person.
Matters for the Executive Committee to decide
The survey provides input for the Committee’s discussion; it does not make the funding decision. At Monday’s meeting, the Committee can determine:
1. Which need or needs the $20,000 should address within the Council’s approved Five-Year State Plan. 
2. Whether to use the funding for Council activities, an open grant or contract opportunity, or a combination. 
3. What outcomes and populations should guide the work. 
4. If applications are requested, what amount and scope to make available, with staff working with state fiscal on an open process for eligible applicants. 
The full Council will be notified of the Committee’s decision. If applications are sought, final awards would come to the full Council at its December meeting, unless timing requires the Executive Committee to consider the applications sooner.
Important limitation: The supplied PDF contains the charts and indicates that members answered the written questions, but the written responses themselves are blank in this export. This recap therefore cannot describe members’ specific ideas, proposed partners, suggested dollar amounts, or concerns about uses of the funds. The Executive Committee should review a complete written-response export before making its decision so that every member’s input can be considered.

