
 

 

PANEL RESULTS & COMMENTS 

2018 PROJECT SUPPORT II 
 

Time Canvas 
 
  
Your Project Title: Home Not Home - Musical Explorations of Global Exile 

Your Project Summary: 'Home Not Home' will be a three-part concert series exploring the global narrative 

of exile through music. Compositions inspired by the Sephardic Jews, the African American tradition of Hip 

Hop, and the Latin-American baroque will each serve as a focal point of an installment of the series. Each 

of the three parts will feature multiple performances in diverse venues across Northeast Ohio. 

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: There is a clear public benefit from the programming, particularly in light of our current climate 

where we need to spend more time listening and learning from one another. I don't at all question the artistic 

excellence of the programming and the artists involved, in particular with the potential partners they have 

identified. They have taken time to identify three community groups that are in need of reflective 

programming and a need to offer open and community programming. However, there is a question if this 

programming in religious based locations truly allows this program to be as accessible if it happened in a 

religious neutral location. I think that is something that should be taken into consideration when planning 

out the locations. Based on the thorough work based on communities to serve and highlight this applicant 

does meet the funding requirements. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: Time Canvas is a violin, cello, and guitar trio formed in 2012, and I love how they’ve defined 

their goal: “To expand the presence of those 35 and under at our concerts” and they will measure it by the 

how they fill the seats at nine house concerts. I would like to know why they see house concerts as the 

important measure versus other venues, and also why they feel that they have an “under-utilized strength” 

in reaching millennials, but even without those answers, I see the public benefit and cultural vibrancy. 

Finally, I also appreciated how they described the use of the funds and provided such a helpful expanded 

narrative on the subject. 

 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: While very impressive in terms of artistic content, I don't believe this project shows enough 

emphasis on public benefit. The application states that the community you wish to serve are local residents 

"who believe that music plays an important role in their lives." I am sure that applies to a lot of Cleveland 

residents but many will have little to no interest in chamber music. The 'Exile' theme is intriguing to me but 

I don't see evidence that this project includes ways to have meaningful dialogue around this topic. In 

Question 3 of the narrative section you state that by listening to these pieces, you hope that audience 

members will become more understanding and compassionate regarding our global humanitarian crisis. 

With well curated program notes and a panel discussion following each performance, maybe. The project 

goals seem to be more about engaging millennial audience members via house concerts and less about 

the discussion of Exile and what it means in our culture today. Both are appropriate project goals to have 

but I suggest picking one as the focus for this specific project. 

 

 

 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 2 
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Score: Yes 

Comment: Time Cannvas has varied programming that reaches many different people in different ways. 

This is a good example of public benefit. 

 

 

 

Score: No 

Comment: The programming for Time Canvas' 2018 concerts was clearly demonstrated throughout the 

application. There is a clear understanding and rationale for why the themes of the program are being 

presented. The application does not address the inclusion of public input or working alongside other 

Cleveland based organizations. The absence of these components makes it difficult to assess if the 

organization has taken into account community needs or how accessible and inviting these programs are 

to the public. Considering the bulk of the performances are ticketed, this too impacts the ability for a broader 

public engagement. Finally, the organization budget figure ($7,285) does not align with your project budget 

figure ($14,500) and should be reviewed moving forward. 

 

 

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

