
Student Philanthropy Program • 2011 – 2012 Final Report 
 
1) Your Name: Sue Diemer & Katie Ryan    School: Taylor High School 
   
2) How was the program implemented in your school and how were students selected?   
The students were a part of an after school club.  Each student had to submit an application, including reasons 
that they wanted to be part of the ‘Chain Reaction’ club, as well as signatures (theirs and a parent) confirming 
their commitment.   
3) Student Participants (numbers by grade level):   9th:  ___      10th: _5__      11th: _5__   12th: _5__ 
 
4) If you have participated in past year(s), what major changes (if any) did you make this year? 
N/A 
4) What was the timeline for your program?  Applications were distributed and due in September 2011.  Twice 
a month, after school meetings were held through May 2012.  Each meeting varied.  Our timeline included:   
1. October- learning about philanthropy (including student speakers from MND and a community member) 
2.  November- identifying community needs and finding out more about these non-profits   
3. December- narrowing the list, creating the RFPs and mailing them out 
4.  January- evaluating the RFPs, establishing a timeline for visits to the non-profit or invitations to visit THS 
5.  February/March- site visits and non-profit visits to THS.  Student contact to establish visit dates 
6.  April- decision time for the students 
7.  May- awards ceremony, follow-up surveys 
 
5) Describe how you went about implementing the various components of this program into your class or 
afterschool curriculum.   
 
 a. Basic components of Philanthropy education- Our group used the slide show that was available in  
 the reference materials section of the MG website.  We also had several speakers, including Shae 
 Douglas/MND in to help to explain the process and the program.  Add the community member involved 
 in philanthropy and her insights and it was a good foundation of philanthropy education.   

b. Identifying community needs/forming community boards (small work groups).   The students were 
divided into groups, voluntarily, by what they thought were potential community needs, including:  kids, 
food/shelter, environment, health, elderly and animals.  They then spent time on-line investigating 
potential area non-profits that fit the needs. With lively discussion, each group of 2-3 students then 
narrowed their list to about three potential candidates.    
c. Interaction with non-profits/Issuing RFPs.  With this narrowed list, RFPs were drafted to 10 
agencies.  These documents were mailed.  Only 9 returned their applications.  The students reviewed 
these applications, narrowed the list to 7 top applicants and visited or were visited by each of these 
seven.   

Circle Tail- visited 3/7 
Josh Cares- Joy visited THs 3/13 
Building Blocks for Kids- Dynette visited THS 3/27 
Faces without Places- Beth visited THS 3/27 
Our Daily Bread- visited 2/22 
Peaslee Neighborhood Center- visited 2/22 
Bethany House- visited 3/21 
St Joseph Orphanage- eliminated upon review of RFP 
City Gospel Mission- eliminated upon review of RFP 
Crayons to Computers- did not return RFP 



The students felt strongly that it was important to visit each location/agency or have the agency 
visit us. About 4-5 students coordinated each trip.  After each visit, they took pictures and reported 
back to the group on their findings.    Since they did this independently, they quickly found that 
‘good directions’ were important, as well as contact names, and ‘prepping for the visit’ by reviewing 
the RFP.  (Neither adult attended the on-site visits.) 

d. Evaluating RFPs/Selecting Grant Recipient. This was a challenging and dynamic dialog.  The 
students who had visited each location gave a summary of the agency and their specific ‘need’ for the 
monies.  After these objective summaries, the students turned to the individuals who had invested the 
most time (gone to the most places/meetings) for their opinion.  One student acted as the financial 
guru and looked at the agencies fiscal information.  The students truly listened to each other. In the 
long run, they truly looked at what they considered to be the need of the non-profit and where they 
were going to use the money.  The larger the impact that the money would have on the agency, the 
more interested the students were in giving them money.   They narrowed the list to two and then 
voted.  All felt very happy with their decision.   The students then stepped up and made the phone 
calls to let all the agencies that had submitted the RFPs that they were/weren’t selected.      
e. Awards Ceremony.  The students truly felt like they were a part of something BIG.  The number of 
students from so many schools, the gratitude of the agencies, the overall positive feedback from 
each and every one was motivation to ‘give even more’.  All of our underclassmen want to be part of 
the process again next year.    
f.  Reflective questions.  We didn’t this year, but have it in our plans for the future!   

 
6) What were some of the highlights of this year?  A definite highlight was the camaraderie that developed 
between the students involved in the Chain Reaction Group.  Another was their developing independence…they 
had to make the calendar to visit, had to set up the visits via telephone calls, had to formulate the questions to 
ask the agencies, had to make tough decisions…  Since this was our first year, one of the highlights for us, as 
educators, was seeing such a committed group of students, truly VOLUNTARILY contributing, learning, and 
growing outside of class time.   
 
7) What were some of the low points or challenges you faced?  A voluntary after school organization is at the 
‘whim’ of all of the other extra-curricular activities that occur and most of these students are VERY involved, in 
athletics, drama, band/choir, other clubs, part-time jobs, etc.  We didn’t always have everyone in attendance 
as a result.   
 
8) Student outcomes:  Did this program… 

…have positive impact on your students?  Absolutely.  Taylor High School students are known in the 
community for giving back (with no required service hours).  This was an opportunity to give back to the 
maximum degree.  Once the students understood the concept of philanthropy and the challenge of ‘choosing 
one’, they embraced the project and they shined.    

…allow any students to accept the leadership challenge?  We had a sophomore who attended every 
meeting, attended every visit, and really stepped up.  Alex exemplified the potential of a philanthropic group 
and her Spirit of Philanthropy award was very deserving.   

…have any noticeable impact on student behavior? The THS kids are a great group and they showed 
their spirit in the Chain Reaction Group.    

  
9) If you were doing this program again, what changes/improvements would you make?  We would begin 
the project sooner and visit the sites earlier in the second semester.  More students would be available in 
January and February, than in late March.   
 



10) At this time are you still interested in participating in next year’s program?  Yes 
 

11) In order to help future Philanthropy participants, please share the following materials. 
See attached for the application for the Chain Reaction Group. 
We used the PowerPoint that was available on the MG website for the concept of Philanthropy. 
We used the RFP template that was available on the MG website. 
We made direct phone calls for acceptance and rejection of the RFP.    
 
 
12) We are putting together a Teacher Manual over the summer.  Perhaps actual contact 
names/emails/phone numbers for student ambassadors of MG and philanthropists.    
 
14) Where would you like me to mail your stipend check? Please send the check to Katie Ryan @ Taylor High 
School, 36 Harrison Ave.  North Bend, OH  45202.  (This will be used as a part of our current campaign to raise 
funds for one of our special needs students who needs a wheel chair van.) 
 
 
 


