
 
 

 2017 Project Support II – Panel Results and Comments 

 LakewoodAlive, Inc. 

 
  

 

Your Project Title: Front Porch Concert Series 

Your Project Summary: Through collaboration, LakewoodAlive has developed and orchestrated the free, 

open-to-the-public Front Porch Concert Series for residents and visitors alike to enjoy music in historic 

Downtown Lakewood during the summer on the front porch of a community gem: Lakewood Public 

Library, designed by renowned architect Robert A.M. Stern. These open-air concerts feature music of 

varying styles and attract more guests each year, further supporting and adding vibrancy to Lakewood's 

economic renaissance. 

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

that the funding criteria were met.   

CAC Grant Amount: $5000 

 

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: The support materials were good and the photo collage and press release revealed diversity in 

the organization's work.  The rack card did not have the same effect.  This project is of benefit to the 

public.  I wonder if there could be more involvement from other arts and cultural organizations to 

increase/expand offerings and attendance?  These organizations could participate under the front porch 

banner. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: This proposal from LakewoodAlive meets the criteria for CAC funding. However, this proposal 

was a bit confusing because the activities section of the application was used mostly to explain the impact 

of the project on the community instead of explaining "the project." This activities section lacked the 

project details such as which bands, how many, what genre, how are they selected, etc. I was able to get 

some of these answers, however, in the last paragraph of the application where they ask for "further 

explanation on project budget." I was glad to read this section, because otherwise the proposal would 

have not met funding criteria. The public value is high and evident by the number of expected participants 

and the impact in the community served. Great collaborations are exhibited with the community partners 

in planning and implementing the project (Lakewood Public Library, LakewoodAlive, Vance Music Studios, 

residents and musicians.) Project budget is well presented and seems implementable. Therefore, meets 

funding criteria. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: This application receives a "yes." It presents a series that offers diverse musical programming 

to a growing community audience in a central location. The proposed allocation of CAC funds supports 

accomplishing these goals and evidences organizational capacity functioning professionally and 

efficiently. The public benefit is reflected in the goal for the upcoming season in increasing attendance 

numbers, celebrating the community's civic improvements and encouraging local commerce. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: Yes, this applicant meets the funding criteria. The use of a diverse range of free outdoor 

concerts throughout the summer, at a public library, in the midst of a vibrant downtown commercial 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 2 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 4 
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district, is an excellent way to bring arts into the community and create something that residents will 

enjoy. There is a great potential for public benefit with this proposal, and the expansion of outdoor space 

by other local businesses shows that your work is having a positive impact on the community. The 

organization has shown for the last seven seasons of summer concerts that they have the capacity to 

complete this project, and I have no reservations about their continued success next year. One thing to 

keep in mind when evaluating the concert series (and it sounds like you already do this on some levels by 

choosing different genres for concerts) is to evaluate the diversity of community residents attending. If 

there are communities within your city not regularly attending, maybe think about ways to engage those 

people with future concert selections. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: The applicant somewhat meets the funding criteria because of a dearth of a clear plan and the 

how. The "front porch" concept is a creative approach to energize the neighborhood. The project 

demonstrates how the applicant will work with the community and stakeholders: Lakewood Public 

Library, LakewoodAlive, Vance Music Studios, residents and musicians. The response to question #1 could 

have used more clear plan of the what and the how to touch on community significance and input. I very 

much appreciate  the applicant quantifying how the increase will change attendance. The applicant 

provides insight into evolution of project, but what will be different this year? The relationship to the 

community is needed: what drives band selections? I also like to that the applicant included see equitable 

artist fee rates in the budget. 

 

 

Panelist 5 


