
 

 

PANEL RESULTS & COMMENTS 

2018 PROJECT SUPPORT II 
 

LYLESART 
 
  
Your Project Title: ARTUCATION 

Your Project Summary: ARTUCATION links middle level students and professional artists through 

advanced visual education. The artist provides the classroom teacher of record with mentoring, expertise 

and content knowledge in the selected medium while guiding an individual classroom of up to 35 students 

in art production, instruction, career background and pathway options. 

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

the funding criteria were met.   

CAC Grant Amount: $4,750 

 

 

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. 

     
Chanel DaSilva 

(New York, NY) 

Brea Heidelberg 

(Philadelphia, PA) 

Christie McKinney 

(Washington, DC) 

Michelle Polgar 

(Austin, TX) 

Dameun Strange 

(St. Paul, MN) 

 

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: Somewhat 

Comment: The application somewhat meets the funding criteria. The supporting documentation provides 

evidence of public benefit and was helpful. Without that documentation I would not have recommended 

funding. The application left me with many questions, however. How are the schools selected, for example, 

and what is the structure of the workshops? If you are teaching the teachers, is there any information 

available on how the programs continue after Lylesart has left that classroom? Are there plans to expand 

to other schools? It would help to include more information on the teaching artists. I was confused by the 

budget information, which does not seem to align with the program description. I have concerns about the 

agency's ability to meet the CAC match. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: I believe this kind of work is some of the most important work that can be done in our society. 

Providing educational opportunities to link young people with experienced people in the artistic world so 

that they can see what the possibilities are is vital to the public benefit of the community Lylesart is working 

with. Young people, especially in “high need” communities, far too often aren’t exposed to the arts or people 

who are working in the arts. To be able to see that a life doing what you love is actually a possibility could 

be just the inspiration a young person needs. I know first hand that it can influence a young life greatly. This 

could lead to a young student from the Cleveland Metropolitan School District becoming the next Kehinde 

Wiley or Jackson Pollack, all because they had exposure to what is possible at a very young age. That is 

priceless and invaluable engagment with your community. I love that the workshops and showcase are free 

of charge and that Lylesart is combating the LACK of Art in schools currently with this initiative. Bravo, 

Lylesart! 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: This project has a limited audience, but it is in tune with the needs of this audience and the 

environments that are affecting it. This project works for public benefit because it is free and open to any 

student who wishes to participate in the target grades. The artistic vibrancy is evident in the access to 

different types of visual artists as partners. Past success shows that the organization can successfully 

complete the project based on organizational capacity. 

 

 

 

 

 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 2 
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Score: Yes 

Comment: Appears to have a clear understanding of the community. The list of collaborators seems 

thoughtfully put together. Overall, it's a strong plan. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: This program is clearly defined and is poised to provide long-lasting impact on the identified 

communities. The program is well thought out, especially the creation and tracking of the mentorship 

relationship, and the organizational capacity to do this work was clearly demonstrated. 

 

 

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

