
 
 

 2017 Project Support II – Panel Results and Comments 

 Greater Cleveland Media Development Corporation 

 
  

 

Your Project Title: GCFC: REEL Education for Real Jobs  

2017 Production Assistant Training Workshops 

Your Project Summary: GCFC's efforts are focused on investing in the local workforce by creating 

sustainable, structured educational opportunities and experiences in Northeast Ohio, designed to provide 

training in all aspects of production. GCFC will offer two Production Assistant workshops in 2017 for 

students, local business owners and aspiring crew members. 

Final Score: No. Overall, the panel found that the applicant provided insufficient evidence throughout the 

application that the funding criteria were met.   

CAC Grant Amount: $0 

 

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. 

      

Trey Hartt 
(Richmond, VA) 

Hollyann Vickers 
(Alameda, CA) 

Rebecca Berrios 
(Nashville, TN) 

Christy Uchida  
(Chicago, IL) 

Ruby Lopez Harper 
(Washington, DC) 

Andrew Goldberg 
(Miami, FL) 

 

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


Greater Cleveland Media Development Corporation - Continued  
 

2 
 

 

Score: No 

Comment: I applaud the organization to provide public benefit through its efforts to advocate for and 

grow the media production workforce. However, there are a few issues with the application that prevent 

me from recommending this project for funding.  It was unclear how the two workshops would actually 

get the results of artistic vibrancy the organization is looking for by helping workers "land jobs". The 

vagueness around the source for matching funds caused concern for the organization's capacity to reach 

that requirement. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: This project somewhat fulfills the funding criteria. By providing an educational opportunity for 

locals interested in a career in film production, this project provides public benefit. With the goal of hiring 

an industry professional to lead the workshops, there is artistic vibrancy. Although I believe there is the 

personnel and organizational capacity to complete and manage the project, I do question the budget 

needs as itemized. The airfare/hotel/meals seem quite high, and I would hope that a Cleveland native that 

has gone on to career success and is qualified for PA training would not have such a fee. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: Obvious public benefit: supporting young professionals in the film industry, pipeline for 

workforce development, and simple, executable concept. Focus on veterans is an interesting and 

important workforce group. It was unclear whether the expert had been selected, but I think they have. 

Unclear if matching funds have been secured. I wanted more info on that. Why are travel costs so high for 

one person? 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: The project met the funding criteria. I appreciated the focus on workforce development and 

strengthening skills to advance the ability for individuals to thrive in the film business. The project goal 

was very straightforward and I would have liked to have seen the organization focus on other more 

substantive measures - Diversity? Specific participation levels? Long term results? It is clear from the 

content of the narrative that the organization understands the community it serves, but I would liked to 

have seen more detail about how they will work with this community. They also mention small business 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 2 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 4 
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owners and it was not listed or referred to in the construct of the narrative which left me wondering what 

their role will be or how they are being engaged or targeted. The budget appears reasonable but I was 

confused as to how many workshops will be presented. Additional information would have been helpful 

around their intent to secure corporate support given the challenging climate around corporate giving. 

 

 

Score: No 

Comment: No, this proposal does not meet the funding criteria.  GCFC probably could demonstrate public 

benefit because the organization has offered this type of training in the past, so it must understand, work 

with and serve its community.  But the proposal is too vague to know if it's realistic to attract 100 people 

to pay $25 each to attend this training (note that the PA training on the website for this year costs $120 

each - why the discrepancy?).  It would be helpful to know actual past attendance for comparison 

purposes.  Identifying veterans as a target population was one of the only helpful details in the proposal.  

It sounds like the training probably engages qualified arts and culture professionals, which would 

demonstrate artistic and cultural vibrancy, because an 'expert' with 20 years of experience is mentioned 

(unfortunately she's not from Cuyahoga County).  It would have been much more helpful to include that 

person's bio and/or identify other industry experts (or even identify who 'Ivan' is).  The fact that the 

educational partner (Tri-C or Cleveland State) has not been confirmed, the matching corporate sponsor 

has not been identified (even naming some prospects would be helpful), and the attached calendar 

doesn't even mention PA trainings seems to point to a lack of organizational capacity. 

 

 

Score: No 

Comment: No, Greater Cleveland Film Commission does not meet the funding criteria. Their project, a 

workforce development program to train  people to be part of the media industry, could certainly have 

an impact on the local economy and potentially contribute to energetic neighborhoods. What's missing is 

a focus on the public benefit, particularly the community served. The organization defines their 

community as students and older people who want to know more about the media production industry, 

but there is not evidence that the organization has deep knowledge of the community or uses knowledge 

to drive its work. Descriptions of the participants involved is very vague - and given that the focus of the 

CAC grants is on public benefit and the organizations ability to successfully engage its community through 

its project, I am unable to say that this proposal qualifies. Additionally, I am unclear how having two large 

training workshops without other supportive programming will help individuals break into the industry 

and get hired for jobs. Finally, I think the project expenses could be further explained (how many people 

are flying and from where for $4,000?). 

Panelist 5 

Panelist 6 


