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Your Project Title: Arts & Culture Session Days: Learning, Connecting, and Engaging with the Arts 

Your Project Summary: Arts and culture educational experiences are a key curricular component of CLC 

programs. Participants are exposed to rich and diverse arts offerings, learn about efforts to sustain and 

grow Cleveland’s world-renowned arts community as well as grass-roots initiatives, and meet with leaders 

in the arts community for meaningful conversation. The sessions help them understand and appreciate 

how arts and culture drive employment, economic development, neighborhood revitalization and quality 

of life. 

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: Yes 

Comment: This project does have public benefit.  For measuring progress, data is mentioned, but more 

specific details could be provided, especially on the arts and cultural piece.  For example, for the LookUp 

students, was the educational concert and staged reading the only experiences provided?  Did they also 

include discussion around the questions posed, etc. about the experience and how was the discussion 

integrated into the evaluation?  Do any of the experiences go beyond the major cultural institutions?  Are 

participants able to connect with arts therapy and community arts programming conducted by small-

medium sized organizations?  How much exposure is provided to individual artists, both emerging and 

practicing professionals who reflect the diversity of the community?  This is a good program, from what I 

read, it seems that a deeper exposure to the realm of the arts could provide not just an intellectually 

challenging experience, but one that is also emotional.  Experiencing the arts in a broader array of 

environments will go far in connecting participants even more with civic understanding and readiness.  

Many don't realize that while funding cuts impact larger institutions, smaller-medium sized ones are 

particularly vulnerable.  Experiencing these organizations, who work deep in the heart of communities 

and with people with strengthen connectivity, will provide more understanding of the power of arts and 

culture. 

 

 

Score: No 

Comment: This proposal doesn't meet funding criteria. This was a difficult and confusing proposal to 

evaluate. Although this seems to be a recurrent annual program, the proposal lacks specificity in listing 

the program activities. In the "What will you do? How will you do it?" sections, the applicant gives some 

broad statements on participant impact, but not much on the specific activities. First, it says that it will 

"create and deliver arts and culture curriculum that is tailored to each of the specific cohorts served", 

however no sample of such curriculums are offered, nor how they are created. Later on, it talks about 

"panel discussions and sessions" without specifically listing there content, cultural genre or the necessary 

substance to understand what they are (is it a conference, after-school program, etc?). Later, on Question 

3, where it asks about the community served, we get a glimpse of the students activities. Finally, with a 

total program budget of over $38,767 to impact 440 people, the Administrative costs represent 71% of 

the total project budget, which is high and raises questions on implementation and value. Unfortunately, 

the execution of this application made the proposal very difficult to evaluate and didn't provide the 

necessary evidence for public value and funding criteria. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 2 

Panelist 3 
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Comment: The CLC provides programming that reaches diverse groups of young people across age 

demographics, partners with public institutions for interactive support and resource access, and directly 

addresses public benefit through community building. This application is a "yes" as it meets the CAC 

criteria with a focus on cultural ambassadorship, community in-reach/outreach and leadership training. 

The supplemental materials reflect past programmatic successes and promise for the future. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: Yes, this applicant meets the funding criteria. This project creates a public benefit by engaging 

community residents from different backgrounds and across generations to learn more about civic 

engagement as a catalyst for redevelopment. It is clear throughout the proposal that all of the activities 

have arts and cultural vibrancy at their core, which further contributes to the public benefit. I like that 

your budget accounts for increased costs for 2017 v. 2016 as well, which shows you have the 

organizational capacity to successfully complete these events. Also, excellent use of a developed 

curriculum to inform your wide range of events. 

 

 

Score: No 

Comment: The applicant does not meet the funding criteria, as the application talks of neither a clear 

public benefit nor artistic and cultural vibrancy.  The applicant does not demonstrate community 

understanding or how the community drives the programming. Additionally, the public is eligible to 

participate but is not open to the public. The program is focused on sessions and presentations, and the 

applicant does not communicate how this is a) informed by a process of reflection that ensures fresh 

programming & continuous improvement and b) contributes to lively and energetic neighborhoods.  It is 

a thoughtful project that wants to help young people learn about efforts to sustain and grow Cleveland's 

world-renowned arts community, and engages qualified cultural professionals, but I would have liked to 

see how the program inspires the community to think creatively, or how it contributes to lively and 

energetic neighborhoods. The progress measurement response is not relevant to determining whether 

participants become strong ambassadors and advocates -- the project goal. What has improved? For these 

reasons I do not believe the applicant satisfies the funding criteria. 

 

 

Panelist 4 

Panelist 5 


