
 
 

 2017 Project Support II – Panel Results and Comments 

 AfricaHouse International 

 
  

 

Your Project Title: The title of the project is the , "African Solar Village Green Project"  ( ASVGP) 

Your Project Summary: This 10 year old project has been a community based grassroots ARTS & 

Gardening summer project  housed in an apartment building adjacent to 3 1/2 parcels used as an outdoor 

learning garden. Nogotian has started to bring the ASVGP to the school and making it a year round project 

using the STEAM concept.  Help us WOW the children with a strong arts component while we inspire the 

next generation of scientist, designers and  artists using green space as the canvas and focus to build 

community. 

Final Score: No. Overall, the panel found that the applicant provided insufficient evidence throughout the 

application that the funding criteria were met.   

CAC Grant Amount: $0 

 

To ensure an impartial and transparent application review process, CAC convened an online panel of arts 

and cultural professionals from outside the region who evaluated and scored eligible applications. 

Panelists scored each application based on the Funding Criteria—Public Benefit, Artistic and Cultural 

Vibrancy and Organizational Capacity—with an emphasis on Public Benefit. For more details regarding the 

panel process and full panelist bios, please review the Panel Guide. 

      

Trey Hartt 
(Richmond, VA) 

Hollyann Vickers 
(Alameda, CA) 

Rebecca Berrios 
(Nashville, TN) 

Christy Uchida  
(Chicago, IL) 

Ruby Lopez Harper 
(Washington, DC) 

Andrew Goldberg 
(Miami, FL) 

 

Below you will find each panelist’s score and comment on your application in response to the question: 

With an emphasis on public benefit, does the applicant demonstrate evidence that it meets CAC’s three 

funding criteria? 

Note: Panelist scores and comments are presented in no particular order. 

Questions? Cuyahoga Arts & Culture is here to assist. Please contact: 
 

Dan McLaughlin    Roshi Ahmadian 
manager – project support  associate – communications & grant programs 
dmclaughlin@cacgrants.org     rahmadian@cacgrants.org 

 216-515-8303 x101   216-515-8303 x109  

http://www.cacgrants.org/assets/ce/Documents/Project%20Support/2017%20PS%20II%20Panel%20Guide%20for%20Web%20with%20Panelists.pdf
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Score: No 

Comment: After reading about Africa House's 10-year organizational history of providing public benefit 

through grassroots, community-based arts and gardening projects, I really wanted to recommend funding. 

Many artistically and culturally vibrant programs are mentioned throughout the application, support 

materials and the budget form (Spring Extravaganza, Open House, Harvest Fest, Kwanzaa), but the 

applicant hasn't explained in sufficient detail how they align with the project that was articulated in the 

summary or how they help to meet the stated project goal. The application should have better shown its 

organizational capacity to plan for and manage the activities the 500 participants are estimated to reach, 

how this project will "turn into jobs for the children in the neighborhood as they learn arts of design, 

landscaping, and agriculture" and specifically how the project will provide public benefit for the "special 

needs population" mentioned. The sources for matching funds and the project budget do not seem to 

reflect the scope of the project that the CAC funds are being requested for. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: This project somewhat fulfills the funding criteria. Although the goals are not clear and easy to 

follow, there is public benefit through the description of opportunities and activities in gardening and 

music/performance for students as part of the project's intentions. The notion of growing gourds that can 

later be used for instruments is fresh and exciting, and speaks to being culturally vibrant. The sense of 

organizational capacity to plan and manage this project falls a bit short in the application. The goals were 

not clear, and the project budget was not clear - in particular the income, beyond the grant, seemed to 

list additional expenses, not additional income/funding sources. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: I can assume there is great public benefit, but the actual application was confusing. Exactly 

what are you asking CAC to support? You mention that it's about expansion of programming to include 

Art & Culture (yes!), but then the last line of the narrative is about musical instruments, "With your 

support AfricaHouse International: Arts & Culture would be able to provide students interested in string 

instruments, piano and other percussion inttruments(sic) an opportunity to take classes." This is where I 

got confused. Also your organizational budget is $500 though the project budget is $10,000. Why? I think 

you also got confused about the budget worksheet. It looks like expenses are listed in the income section. 

Artistic and cultural vibrancy was hard to judge because the applicant only listed "professionals and staff", 

no names nor credentials. I wanted to score this higher, but couldn't due to the inconsistency and lack of 

clear presentation. 

 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 2 

Panelist 3 
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Score: Somewhat 

Comment: The project shows a clear purpose towards building awareness and participation in solar 

energy. The project would have been more strongly positioned if the link between the expansion and the 

special needs population referenced in the narrative was more clear. ACV was difficult to discern based 

on content in the narrative - the application cites that the project will result in jobs for the youth, but this 

outcome is vague and not clearly defined. The budget cites activities that were not clearly defined in the 

narrative making it difficult to understand the organization's capacity for articulating its activities in a clear 

manner. Specificity and fully articulating the scope of the project through the narrative would have 

strengthened this application. As a side notation, proofreading is always a plus. I feel the application only 

somewhat met the funding criteria. 

 

 

Score: No 

Comment: While AHI seems to have deep knowledge of its community, the public benefit is unclear, 

because it's unclear who the target community is.  The goal is stated as expanding to MLK High School, 

but the population served is stated as going beyond the High School to include children in foster care and 

youth with special needs, but also mentions adults with special needs.  ASVGP may be artistically and 

culturally vibrant, especially because it inspires students to think differently by exposing them to 

environmental careers, but it seems like the project is trying to do too many things: environmental 

science, design, math, agriculture, music, among other things--which makes me worry they may not do 

any of them well.  The whole proposal lacks coherence which brings into question the organization's 

capacity (e.g., expense line items seem to appear on both the revenue and expense sides of the budget, 

and the organizational budget is stated as only $500).  Overall this proposal was difficult to understand, 

and I am not recommending funding. 

 

 

Score: No 

Comment: No, AfricaHouse International's application does not meet the funding criteria.  

AfricaHouse International did not clearly define the community that it plans to serve or the project it plans 

to set into motion. While there is mention of some artistic professionals engaging in the project, the scope 

of the project, who is involved, and public benefit are all unclear. Additionally, the lack of clear 

goals/outcomes, unclear matching plan, and confusing budget cause me to question the organization's 

capacity to complete the project. 

Panelist 4 

Panelist 5 

Panelist 6 


