
 

 

PANEL RESULTS & COMMENTS 

2018 PROJECT SUPPORT II 
 

Friends of Euclid Creek 
 
  
Your Project Title: Euclid Creek: The Next Generation 

Your Project Summary: The project is designed to educate children and their families about the importance 

of nature and the environment in their lives. This will be accomplished though activities and crafts that are 

designed to educate as well as spark creativity. 

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

application that the funding criteria were met.   

CAC Grant Amount: $4,000 

 

 

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. 

     
Michelle Currica 

(Philadelphia, PA) 

Ashe Helm-Hernández 

(Atlanta, GA) 

Ashley Hosseini 

(Bloomington, IN) 

Miah Michaelson 

(Indianapolis, IN) 

Francisco Ollervides 

(Caledonia, OH) 

 

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: No 

Comment: Arts and Cultural Vibrancy - The application demonstrates some evidence. Tie dye is an 

interesting activity - would have liked to have been sure that the materials selected were ecologically 

sensitive. What will they be dyeing? Wanted to hear more specifics on the activities at the festival event – 

how will these be "active" and "engaging" stations? It wasn't clear. Organizational Capacity - The application 

doesn't demonstrate evidence here. It wasn't clear how the events would be managed and the intersection 

between each. Again, not sure the project is designed to give them the outcome and impact they are looking 

for. Public Benefit - The application doesn't demonstrate evidence here. Although a laudable endeavor 

overall, the application doesn't seem to be taking the needs/interests of the community it's trying to serve 

in project design - what is their current attitude about the watershed (we're only given generic info about 

baby boomers, etc.)? Will this community come to an event for a free hat...? 

 

 

 

Score: No 

Comment: Project has potential for great public benefit, but does not show a meaningful knowledge of 

community served by project nor a process for getting to know them. Therefore, the engagement piece is 

very one-sided. It appears the organization just selected a community to work with no consultation of 

community and little to no knowledge about the community members therein. Arts/cultural vibrancy is 

unclear. Some interesting individuals and community partners are listed as involved, but it's unclear what 

they will be doing for the event. Process of reflection not included. Event could be an inspiration to 

participants and help to challenge them to think differently about their relationship to nature - but 

organizational capacity is in question. I am left seeking more details about the event and who is able to do 

what to make it happen. Budget is hazy and more detail would have been appreciated. From this application 

I am not sure if progress will be tracked, or who will really be implementing. 

 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: This proposal somewhat meets the funding criteria. Public Benefit: Friends of Euclid Creek is 

building meaningful relationships between residents, community partners and the local ecology of the 

organization's region. The organization is attempting to engage the general public through nonlinear 

associations such as accepting handcrafted items as donations which will in turn be used as incentives for 

attendees at a library event. This is a unique and clever way to conduct outreach. Artistic & Cultural 

Vibrancy: The applicant did not provide adequate information regarding the qualification of project partners 

or volunteers involved. More information about the two (three? Collinwood Library?) events would have 

been useful. Why is a fish stunner relevant to the Wildwood program? Will participants observe a survey of 

the local fish population? At the Praxis program, will participants learn what types of plants make dyes? 

Which plants are native to the area? Or learn how to make natural dyes that are nontoxic? What roles will 

FOEC volunteers have at each event? Organizational Capacity: As written, the application did not convey 

that the organization has a clear plan to implement the project. Although there are two programs the 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 2 
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organization's method for assessing the achievement of their goal was only based on the outcomes of the 

Wildwood program. The budget also lacked necessary details like: what a consultation from the Euclid 

Creek Watershed Coordintor would entail and how much that would cost; what the cost of commissioning 

Freida the Fish would be or how much printing an approximate number of passports would be. With an 

emphasis on public benefit, I believe the organization has a meaningful mission and will make both parts 

of the project happen. The application does not provide the necessary detail to vote yes. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: The applicant meets the funding criteria. The applicant’s proposal reflects a tangible way the 

community can be engaged with the arts and learn more about watershed and the environment. The 

proposal is clear and support materials are sufficient. I don’t question the applicant’s ability to carry out the 

project, but I do wish that the applicant could provide a sliding scale for folks who want to attend but may 

not have a donation of a winter item or $10 to enter the event listed as “Winter Warm Up”. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: “The Next Generation” demonstrates public benefit through its outreach activities (warm up 

winter and summer). Good ideas of donations to subsidize winter fees. Appreciated the detailed 

PowerPoint. 

 

 

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 
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