
 
 

 2017 Project Support II – Panel Results and Comments 

 Dunham Tavern Museum 

 
  

 

Your Project Title: Bringing Dunham Tavern Museum's collection of the Cleveland Print Makers into the 

spotlight 

Your Project Summary: In 1932, the Cleveland Print Makers' expanding membership and the 

organization’s more diversified activities demanded more convenient headquarters and an exhibition 

gallery, so space for the print market was obtained in Dunham Tavern. Dunham Tavern Museum (DTM) 

retains several prints from this era that are in need of proper documentation and preservation. The goal 

would be to have an art show to showcase this wonderful collection of art and to celebrate DTM's long, 

varied, and vibrant history. 

Final Score: Somewhat. Overall, the panel found that the applicant provided some evidence throughout 

the application that the funding criteria were met.   

CAC Grant Amount: $4000 

 

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. 

     

Shin Yu Pai      
(Seattle, WA) 

Ernest Disney-Britton 
(Indianapolis, IN) 

Al Jacobsen 
(Pittsburgh, PA) 

Leah Bowe                
(St. Paul, MN) 

Giuseppe Taurino 
(Houston, TX) 

 

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: Somewhat 

Comment: I recommend the Dunham Tavern Museum's Cleveland Print Makers project for partial funding 

from the CAC. I think this is an extremely worthwhile project that brings what's clearly an important 

moment in Cleveland's art history to light in a free, public way that is a mirror of how the art was supposed 

to be displayed and consumed at the time of its creation during the WPA era. That in itself is to me a 

cleaver way of bringing the art history of the region to life in a manner that contributes to the cultural and 

artistic vibrancy of the place. My only issue with the application is that the DTM says it retains "several" 

prints, but doesn't give a concrete number - and I therefore really can't say if they have the organizational 

capacity to complete this project with $5,000 from CAC. If the DTM could clarify this, I'd have no problem 

recommending full funding for this project. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: Somewhat - This application might meet the funding criteria. This is clearly an example of a 

historic site leveraging its artistic legacy to promote interest in Cleveland history. The proposal describes 

a fresh and culturally vibrant project that will put a new spotlight on the printmaking history of Cleveland 

during the WPA. They propose very appropriate partnerships too including the Cleveland Museum of Art. 

They also have the organization capacity, between paid staff, board volunteers, members, and proposed 

community partners to successfully manage the proposed project. My concern is that the proposal did 

not make the case that this new artistic direction, however valid, was driven by any desire of their 

stakeholders or others in the community. While the program is laudable, I wish they had made a stronger 

case for who wants this to happen other than the staff? I am also concerned about their plan for a budget 

match by selling 50 posters for $100 each. They do not show a history of being able to have such an art 

sale, and while they refer to a "large membership base" they do not quantify the size of that base or their 

artistic interests. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: Yes, this application meets the funding criteria. Knowledge of community history is present 

and the desire to partner with other organizations demonstrates public benefit. This is a new project that 

is fresh and engages professional. A clear and measurable goal is set and the budget and matching funds 

are sufficient. One small critique is that you may want to conduct surveys in order to garner some valuable 

feedback on the project. 

 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 2 

Panelist 3 
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Score: Yes 

Comment: Yes - this archival digitization and exhibition project seeks to revive the history of a group of 

printmakers that affiliated themselves with the Dunham Tavern in the early 1900s and to bring that history 

back into the public imagination. The project seems like an unusual and artful way to elevate and animate 

the Dunham Tavern (which used to be a stagecoach stop) from a different perspective or period of history, 

thus expanding its public impact and benefit. Budget seems modest and reasonable with plans for earned 

revenue through poster sales. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: This application somewhat meets the funding criteria. While the proposal identifies a very 

specific community, it does not give clear indication of how the applicant plans to work with that 

community or make the program accessible to the public at large. Additionally, while the proposal is 

comprised of a few pieces that would potentially provide a public benefit (print making workshop, poster 

design contest) the crux of the proposal seems to revolve around how this program would benefit the 

applicant - i.e. professionally framing and archiving materials that have never been framed or archived 

before(?) The support materials might have provided an opportunity to demonstrate public benefit 

and/or programmatic vibrancy, but what it included - though informational - doesn't speak to a broad 

public benefit or the ability to contribute to lively/energetic communities. Additionally, the general goals 

and measurements, and the lack of an identified match (beyond projected sales of prints @ $100 each, 

which seems to be quite expensive) leads me to question organizational capacity. 

 

 

Panelist 4 

Panelist 5 


