
 

 

PANEL RESULTS & COMMENTS 

2018 PROJECT SUPPORT II 
 

West Creek Conservancy 
 
  
Your Project Title: West Creek Conservancy Urban Land Enhancement and Under-served Community 

Engagement Project Series 

Your Project Summary: This community driven project series will include tree planting opportunities, 

cultural/educational interpretive signage, and an educational enjoyable program to engage the volunteers 

tailored to their respective wants and needs. 

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

the funding criteria were met.   

CAC Grant Amount: $1,000 

 

 

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. 

     
Michelle Currica 

(Philadelphia, PA) 

Ashe Helm-Hernández 

(Atlanta, GA) 

Ashley Hosseini 

(Bloomington, IN) 

Miah Michaelson 

(Indianapolis, IN) 

Francisco Ollervides 

(Caledonia, OH) 

 

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: Yes 

Comment: The applicant does meet the funding criteria. The applicant presents a well thought out project 

and demonstrates public benefit with several site locations for the project to host environmental stations. 

The budget is clear and the proposal engages residents who are directly impacted by their local ecosystem. 

The project utilizes interpretive signage as a way to educate site visitors. 

 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: Artistic & Cultural Vibrancy - The application provides some evidence of artistic and cultural 

vibrancy; however, I would have liked to have seen more creativity and/or diversity in the project activities 

at the different sites. Organizational Capacity - The application provides evidence of organizational capacity 

- they clearly are well able to execute the project activities. Public Benefit - The application provides some 

evidence of public benefit. Although the application states that the series "will be carried out by gathering 

community benefit", it would appear that the decision has already been made as to which activities will be 

done where. Additionally, the applicant doesn't seem to be providing evidence of engaging the non-

traditional partners necessary to execute a project like this in an underserved community where the 

organization doesn't have much of a footprint. 

 

 

 

Score: Yes 

Comment: It is the opinion of this reviewer that West Creek Conservancy meets the funding criteria through 

their proposal for Urban Land Enhancement and Under-served Community Engagement Project Series. 

They especially show the public benefit of this project as it meaningfully engages the community with trails, 

greenways and reclaiming vacant lots. They use the knowledge of their community to drive their tree 

planting, cultural/interpretation signage and volunteer employment work. They have built meaningful 

relationships with residents, local watershed groups, park districts, and community partners. They are 

accessible and inviting to their community though volunteer free options of all the activities proposed. They 

have organizational capacity to plan and successfully manage this project. They seem to have an engaged 

board, staff, and core group of volunteers. They have a definite set of project goals, by documenting number 

of volunteers involved they intend to measure their progress. Their budget is realistic and appropriate for 

the project; The match requirement is mentioned from their own organization, but not spelled out clearly. 

 

 

 

 

 

Panelist 1 

Panelist 3 

Panelist 2 
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Score: Yes 

Comment: I find this project compelling because it is relatively low budget for a potentially very high impact. 

I appreciate how centering the community, finding out their needs/wants, and proceeding from that point is 

the top priority. This is a very clear indication of the public benefit of the project, along with the accessibility 

of the project. I think the organization will have ways to go in terms of building meaningful relationships with 

community partners (they appear to be completely new to the stated areas where they will work?) – but I 

trust that with their detailed plan for community engagement in each area, they will build these relationships 

soon. The cultural vibrancy of the project is clearly demonstrated by a) the qualified cultural practitioners 

who will facilitate the project, and b) the potential to inspire community and engage them in a creative, 

different sphere. Organizational capacity demonstrated by detailed project plan, apparent financial stability 

of organization, and reasonable project metrics. 

 

 

 

Score: Somewhat 

Comment: This proposal somewhat meets the funding criteria. Public Benefit: The WCC's strongest 

showing within the funding criteria is in Public Benefit. The project series reflects the applicant's mission 

and previous programming history. Their ability to provide programming for the project in four locations 

increases public access, education, respect, stewardship and restoration of natural habitats. I did not initially 

understand the applicants use of "underserved communities." Artistic & Cultural Vibrancy: I did not get a 

clear sense of the artistic or cultural vibrancy of the project. More information about the natural ecology of 

the region, which trees were selected for the sites, or a summary of the educational or cultural information 

shared with participants would have increased the depth of this proposal and further illustrated the project. 

Organizational Capacity: The organizational capacity or full scope of the project series was not clear. 

Multiple partners are named but there is insufficient detail on how WCC or its partners will actually make 

the project series happen. Over the 6 month period how long will each site project take? Which community 

or environmental partner will be assisting at each site? Who is responsible for education? Additionally, the 

goal of "10+" participants per site seems low; more information on how the programming would be run and 

how participants are recruited would have supported the application. 

 

 

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

