
 
 

 2017 Project Support II – Panel Results and Comments 

 Lesbian Gay Bisexual Transgender Community Center of Greater Cleveland 

 
  

 

Your Project Title: Intergenerational Theater Project with SAGE (Services and Advocacy for Gay 

Elders)Cleveland 

Your Project Summary: A black box multi-media theater production celebrating 4 generations of LGBT 

though personal story telling.  SAGE Cleveland will engage members of the LGBT Community for a period 

of approximately 12 months to gather personal stories about how being LGBT affected their lives. 

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 is an important project and of public benefit.   It's clear that the organization has the 

partnerships to produce results.  I think the application narrative could have been better organized and 

the support materials did not tell as much of a rich story as they could have.  It would have also been  

helpful to provide a letters of support from partners. The organizational budget shows at zero dollars, I 

wondered if this was correct.  

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: This proposal somewhat meets criteria for CAC funding. Unfortunately, although a very 

interesting idea, the proposal has many holes and application mistakes. The initial information sheet has 

the Project Budget at $5,000, but the budget worksheet shows $23,722. I will assume this was a typing 

mistake. The idea of a stage performances that touches on four intergenerational stories is very 

interesting, but the proposal fails to establish how, when, where and what. The dates are yet selected, as 

well as the venue. When asked to select one project goal for this project, the applicant submits eight 

project goals. This makes one wonder if the applicant understood the question. By focusing on one goal, 

the applicant could have made the application stronger (e.g., To Introduce role models to younger LGBT 

individuals, etc. ) The project budget seems implementable and relies on in-kind from cultural and art 

professionals, which is impressive. Again, this is a very compelling project that lacks some specificity of 

planning to make the grant application stronger. For those reasons, it somewhat meets the criteria for 

funding. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: This application receives a "yes." The project outlined proposes intergenerational narrative 

documentation and art creation lending voice to stories critical to not just the LBGT community, but to 

the expanded audience reached through live and recorded performance. The public benefit, 

organizational capacity to carry out the plan and the cultural vibrancy of creation and celebration are 

captured in the application. Empowering ownership and perpetuation of underrepresented stories is 

essential work in our communities. 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 2 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 4 
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Comment: Yes, this applicant meets the funding criteria. I like that you have proposed a completely new 

theater project that will cover not only a somewhat hidden topic within communities, but also something 

that has the potential to create tangible benefits for the public. The stories of LGBT elders are often left 

out of cultural narratives, as demonstrated by SAGE's existence and work in the community, and this 

project is a great way to use theater arts to engage LGBT community members across generations to 

create something that could have value for years. As the original LGBT organization in the community, the 

group has the organizational capacity to carry out this project. I have no reservations about funding the 

organization, but I think it will be important to make sure a diverse range of voices are represented in this 

work. The application includes one sentence about this, but does not elaborate. This should be one of 

your central values guiding the project. If only certain subsets of your community are represented, others 

may feel left out, and this is an especially important value within marginalized communities. 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: The applicant somewhat meets the funding criteria. It satisfies the public benefit by being open 

to the public and demonstrating a knowledge of its community. It also inspires its community to think 

creatively and/or differently. However, 2 items could use clarification: The project goal is not as thoughtful 

as it could be -- currently it's completing the project. But what is the goal of the project? Progress 

measures given read like more of a to-do list and are not measures. Second, the production is being 

planned, organized and produced by SAGE Cleveland. What is role of applicant? Lastly, there is a 

discrepancy in project expenses ($5K vs $23,722). With those points lacking, it is unclear whether or not 

the applicant has the capacity and understanding for the project. 

 

 

Panelist 5 


