
 

 

PANEL RESULTS & COMMENTS 

2018 PROJECT SUPPORT II 
 

Campus District Inc. 
 
  
Your Project Title: Creating Street Vibrancy for Learning, Healing and Comfort 

Your Project Summary: This "creative placemaking" project will engage community stakeholders (including 

shelter clients, students and parents), artists and KSU CUDC and CSU students in planning and creating 

public art and artistic streetscape elements to reflect and promote the vibrancy of the learning taking place 

at the new K-8 Campus International School (CIS) at 2160 Payne Avenue and the healing happening across 

the street at the Norma Herr Women's Shelter at 2227 Payne Avenue. 

Final Score: Yes. Overall, the panel felt that the applicant provided evidence throughout the application that 

the funding criteria were met.   

CAC Grant Amount: $5,000 

 

 

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. 

     

Sean Benolken 

(New York, NY) 

Ernest Disney-Britton 

(Indianapolis, IN) 

Laurel Fisher 

(Nashville, TN) 

Elisheba Johnson  

(Seattle, WA) 

Brittnie Knight  

(Philadelphia, PA) 

 

On the next page 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. 

  

http://www.cacgrants.org/assets/ce/Documents/Project%20Support/2018-PS-II-Panel-Guide-for-Web.pdf
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Score: Yes 

Comment: It’s an interesting project, and the Campus District does provide evidence throughout the 

application that funding criteria are fully met (Public Benefit, Artistic & Cultural Vibrancy, and Organizational 

Capacity). CD provides great detail on their plans for engagement and their budget. I noted their track 

record crowdsourcing as just one more example of their capacity to deliver on their plans. My one concern 

is their audience number of 75 people. That number is contradicted in Narrative Q1: “…so the thousands 

of people who work…”. Perhaps the 75 are the residents of the homeless shelter? They don’t say that, but 

it’s a guess. Anyway, they need to be more clear. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: Yes, Campus District Inc. has done a large amount of community analysis and building to 

respond to the public's desire for "Creating Street Vibrancy" They have done the ground work to engage 

not only the immediate community such as Norma Herr Women's Shelter and the outlying community such 

as local universities to come together for this project. There was a direct community need "a comfortable 

place and space for the community to engage" and CDI is working within the communities that have 

identified that need to build a response. Their ties are strong within designers, facilitators and artists that 

will ensure the beauty, usability and access to the design work. I do question the crowd-sourced funding 

initiative and whether other forms of programming within the space will take a hit. Along with that, I would 

enjoy seeing that a few of the workshops actually took place within the identified homeless shelters in the 

planning process to meet the community where they are - since there is emphasis on their ownership along 

with the larger businesses and university communities. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: A very thorough, well outlined project. I appreciate the thoughtfulness and engagement with the 

diverse set of stakeholders. Such conversations and commitment to these initiatives gives me the 

confidence that the public's needs have been heard and the organization has the vision and capacity to 

execute it. The inclusion of the lead institutions in the neighborhood and student body showed me a deep 

understanding for how you intend to effectively influence change in the neighborhood. Note: Your start and 

end dates are incorrect. According to your timeline, the program starts Nov 17, not 18. 

 

 

 

 

 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 2 
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Score: Yes 

Comment: Yes, this application certainly meets the funding criteria and instrinsically provides public benefit 

since it is a creative placemaking project. There are so many great things about this application. One of the 

drivers of this project was the unwelcoming space that the homeless women experience daily as they wait 

for services. I like the use of the MOOS for youth engagement. And the public participation element of 

creating the mosaics on the concrete trash cans is stellar. It is one thing to solicit community feedback but 

engaging the public in something as specific as installing a mosaic shows real dedication to incorporating 

the community's collective voice. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: This application meets the criteria of public benefit. I appreciate that this is a project that will 

work with the community to develop the design of the mosaics. They also have a good plan for reaching 

out to many different constituencies. 

 

 

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

Dan McLaughlin  India Pierre-Ingram 
manager – project support associate – communications & grant programs 
dmclaughlin@cacgrants.org     ipierreingram@cacgrants.org 

 216.515.8303 x101  216.515.8303 x107

Panelist 4 

Panelist 5 

mailto:dmclaughlin@cacgrants.org
mailto:ipierreingram@cacgrants.org

