
 
 

 2017 Project Support II – Panel Results and Comments 

 Empowering Epilepsy 

 
  

 

Your Project Title: Empowering Through The Arts 

Your Project Summary: Art therapy is a restorative way for people who have epilepsy to express their 

thoughts and feelings and empower their everyday lives. In 2017, we will hold 3 6-week art therapy 

sessions for adults living with epilepsy, and a week long summer camp focusing on both art therapy and 

music therapy for children ages 9 - 13 and ages 14 - 18 who understand with epilepsy. Both groups will 

provide a supportive environment in which to create art, discuss feelings, and explore new ways of 

problem solving. 

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. 

     

Samuel Sellers 
(Brooklyn, NY) 

Grace Kewl-Durfey 
(Fort Lauderdale, FL) 

Jared Shenk  
(St. Paul, MN) 

Lindsay So 
(Philadelphia, PA) 

Miguel Rodriguez 
(Boston, MA) 

 

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 felt that this application met portions of the funding criteria. This project has great potential 

but the application seems to focus mostly on communicating the benefits of art therapy rather than on 

the project itself.  The definition of community and how it will be worked with does not include those who 

will benefit from the art shows (general public, and families, caregivers, friends). It would be helpful to 

include more support material, letters of support from the collaborative partners should also have been 

included.  

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: The proposal meets funding criteria. The is another good example on how arts therapy 

positively impacts peoples lives. The population served is not only limited to people who suffer from 

epilepsy, but includes children and adults who live with epilepsy, their families, caregivers and friends. I 

wish they would focus on one goal as the application suggests, instead of the  long list go goals proposed. 

However, the program activities and outreach are well described. The program budget is well represented 

and its implementation looks feasible. Therefore, the proposal meets funding criteria. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: This application does address the public benefit community participants receive from the 

proposed programming, clearly grounded in research and precedent around art therapy. And Empowering 

Epilepsy however doesn't meet the benchmark for organizational capacity nor do they articulate a 

crystalline project goal related to this proposal. The goals are reiterations of the benefits of art therapy; 

the capacity for programmatic growth and audience reached is limited by the fees that potential 

participants would need to pay. This application receives a "somewhat." 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: Yes, this applicant meets the funding criteria. The proposal clearly defines a marginalized 

community (those living with epilepsy) for which art and music therapy can be a public benefit. It would 

have been good to have known what services are available in the community for those living with epilepsy 

to get a better idea of how this particular project creates a public benefit, but I think what you have 

included demonstrates that there is potentially very good value with this project. The organization 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 2 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 4 
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demonstrates a history of providing services like this to the community, so they have the capacity to 

implement this project. And the intervention is rooted in music and art to bring a unique and therapeutic 

experience to members of the community. Good inclusion of display for artwork at the public library. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: The applicant is somewhat recommended for funding because the application does not 

address the public benefit funding criteria. It is understood that the program serves a specific community 

-- those understanding epilepsy -- and as such it is not necessarily open to the public. However, the 

participation fee serves as a second, more significant barrier and the applicant does not explain how they 

will determine scholarship need, how that will be subsidized, and how that income change will be covered 

in their budget. Additionally, how will the applicant be marketing the programming? A final question is 

how does this demonstrate knowledge of the community to drive its work and to work with the 

community? Is there a specific success or demand for art therapy for those understanding epilepsy? The 

applicant and its project builds meaningful relationships with partner organizations, engages cultural 

professionals, and inspires its community to think creatively and/or differently. The progress 

measurement is a thoughtful one that makes the project goal more concrete. However, the lack of 

evidence that the applicant works with and serves its community, and did not clearly discuss how they 

would make this program more accessible to its community leads me to say it somewhat meets the 

funding criteria.  

 

 

 

Panelist 5 


