SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Adam Kastamo
April 17,2026 Proposal A

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

Up to 230 points SEiTaTiG,
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Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

U 220 points . . .. .
pto po for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Adam Kastamo
April 17,2026 Proposal A

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

Up to 200 points

200 Conae

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally

Up to 100 points sound.
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review

April 17, 2026

Adam Kastamo
Proposal A

Up to 100 points

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.

Ifthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue
forward.

10D

50 points

Attended Community Engagement Meeting. Staff will allocate these
points
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Adam Kastamo

April 17,2026 Proposal A
SUMMARY OF SCORING
RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) ‘ " POINTS

Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) ‘ao O

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) \\* 6

Feasibility (Up to 200 points) R
A [u'k )

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) \OO

Public Safety (Up to 100 points) ‘OO

Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL Q730

Name: F\&x MU ! }(&L\‘t’Q\MO

oW ,)
Signature: // / ,Z/‘-/' ( ,./—\/\
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Date: b“f l/ \7 /a(ﬂ
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Adam Kastamo %

April 17,2026 Proposal B

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Up to 230 points Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

orinquiry.
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Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

to 220 point . . . .
SRy points for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Adam Kastamo
April 17,2026 Proposal B

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,

Up to 200 points and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.
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Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally

Up to 100 points sound.
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Adam Kastamo
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B

April 17, 2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
Up to 100 points | rthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.
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50 points Attended Community Engagempeo?atbgeetlng Staff will allocate these
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Adam Kastamo

April 17,2026 Proposal B
SUMMARY OF SCORING
RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) POINTS

Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) &\ O

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) \70

Feasibility (Up to 200 points) 'l% 0

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) g O

Public Safety (Up to 100 points) 6 0

Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL b (9 )

Name: /LR_'AO\M‘ \/(QQTQMU
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review f;dam I:lasgamo (
April 17, 2026 Topos

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response
or inquiry.

Up to 230 points
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Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

Up to 220 points ) . .. .
P op for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Adam Kastamo

April 17,2026

Proposal C

Up to 200 points

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

200

fadoek  niks s

Up to 100 points

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally
sound.
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Adam Kastamo
Proposal C

April 17, 2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
Up to 100 points | jrthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.
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50 points Attended Community Engagempeor:::eeting. Staff will allocate these
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
April 17,2026

SUMMARY OF SCORING

Adam Kastamo
Proposal C

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) POINTS
Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) 9\ k O
Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) 9\3&@
Feasibility (Up to 200 points) ‘aoo
Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) \00
Public Safety (Up to 100 points) l 0 O
Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL

830

Name: A AUN\ \Kaﬁamo

Signature: V/ZZM Q'/L___/
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Alejandro Ruiz
Proposal A % \

April 17, 2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

Up to 230 points orinquiry.
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. Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate
Up to 220 points . . . -
for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Alejandro Ruiz
Proposal A

April 17, 2026

Ub to 200 points Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
P P and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.
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Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally
sound.

Up to 100 points
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Alejandro Ruiz

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
Proposal A

Aprit 17,2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
Up to 100 points | ifthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.
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50 points Attended Community Engagempeoni';l tI\:eetlng. Staff will allocate these
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
April 17, 2026

Alejandro Ruiz
Proposal A

SUMMARY OF SCORING
RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) POINTS
Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) \‘50‘
Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) Q0
Feasibility (Up to 200 points) |T6
Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) 5&%
Public Safety (Up to 100 points) 80
Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50
TOTAL ©|9

Name: ;‘4(,@ {av\é\tfo W_ W'
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Alejandro Ruiz
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review [3 Proposal B

April 17,2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response
orinquiry.

Up to 230 points
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Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate
for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.

Up to 220 points

farAS

A sile thar Con beaome a hot Spot (& ophafas/
o beasuwt ful Jije = raa)//c to \Jq/[Q ja% ]}oﬂ]
i\/" c‘ay on d hajw’. Weck(}ls A— (l‘{—yl J/;O{@}Q/f/

(ulwve gnd Fron ¢ )QCIC(C)/Q/JS ol rave fes,densy
Tre VidwiL apecs 15 ey jrgortant [t figp e ch«"m
he  nduy Niclzateen  fry C/“‘/ 'Ef(fjl 9\V\yﬂ Fic C/‘p//J

bock s Clov

Page 1 0f4



Alejandro Ruiz
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B !
April 17, 2026

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,

Up to 200 points and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.
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Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally
sound.

Up to 100 points
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Alejandro Ruiz

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B

April 17,2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
Up to 100 points | jrthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.
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. Attended Community Engagement Meeting. Staff will allocate these
50 points points

Page 30f4



SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
April 17, 2026

SUMMARY OF SCORING

Alejandro Ruiz
Proposal B

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) : POINTS
Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) 230

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) Z ’Z 0
Feasibility (Up to 200 points) \ QO
Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) Cr5

Public Safety (Up to 100 points) C‘ O

Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL

J7S

Name: ] ¢jan o Iz

Signature: é“ 5/{/2”‘//;2 }/ﬂf

Date: 'ﬂr“)/!' ‘77"’1 ZQzC
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Alejandro Ruiz
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal C
April 17, 2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

Up to 230 points or inquiry.
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Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

10 220 point . . . .
Up P s for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.
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Alejandro Ruiz

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
Proposal C

April 17, 2026

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,

Up to 200 points and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.
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Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally

Up to 100 points sound.
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Alejandro Ruiz

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal C

April 17, 2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
Up to 100 points | jrthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.
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50 points Attended Community Engagempeor:‘:] ::eetmg. Staff will allocate these
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
April 17, 2026

SUMMARY OF SCORING

Alejandro Ruiz
Proposal C

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) POINTS
Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) 160

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) 100
Feasibility (Up to 200 points) 700

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points)

Q0

Public Safety (Up to 100 points)

10

Artist Community Engagement (50 points)

50

TOTAL

520

Name: _/4‘3_;011"&7'0 ﬂU\\Y

Signature: d-"“ (2.55”'7-? M

Date: A!l’” l7ﬂ”/ ,2024
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o AAMNS
David Judah Oliver
Proposal A

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
Aprit 17,2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

Up to 230 points orinquiry.

/
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Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

to 220 points . . . .
Upto P for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review

Aprit 17,2026

David Judah Oliver
Proposal A

Up to 200 points

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

45

Up to 100 points

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally
sound.

1%9,
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David Judah Oliver
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal A
April 17,2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not creat
nor utilize unsafe materials.
Ifthe Risk Management Department deems the

proper insurance and details of
forward.

e unsafe conditions —[

Up to 100 points project unsuitable due to lack of
project scope, then the project will not continye

. Attended Community Engagement Meeting. Staff will allocate these
50 points points

|
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review David Judah Oliver
Aprit 17,2026 Proposal A

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX)

Artistic Merit (Up t0 230 points)

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points)

Feasibility (Up to 200 points)

Durability and Permanence (Upto 100 points)

Public Safety (Up 10 100 points)

Artist Community Engagement (50 points)

Signature:

Date:
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David Judah Oliver

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
Proposal B

April 17, 2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

Up to 230 points or NG,

1D

Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

Up to 220 point i . . .
pto P : for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.

00
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David Judah Oliver

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B

April 17, 2026

Up to 200 points

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

(4

Up to 100 points

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally
sound.

B 0
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David Judah Oliver

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B

April 17,2026

Up to 100 points

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
If the Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.

50 points

Attended Community Engagement Meeting. Staff will allocate these
points
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
April 17,2026

SUMMARY OF SCORING

David Judah Oliver
Proposal B

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX)

POINTS

Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points)

<7.(0

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points)

L0

Feasibility (Up to 200 points)

(95~

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) QO

Public Safety (Up to 100 points)

%

Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL 7 70

Name: (‘—\)M\\ > \\)D A Q_,(W&;}"Z_

Signature: ; < gﬂ” —

Date: @/U// /Z/C/?é
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David Judah Oliver
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal C

April 17, 2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response
orinquiry.

Up to 230 points

\HO
he last cxante o QQW/{
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Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

220 points . . . .
Upte P for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review

April 17,2026

David Judah Oliver
Proposal C

Up to 200 points

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

115

Up to 100 points

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally
sound.

Page 2 of 4



David Judah Oliver

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal C

April 17,2026

Up to 100 points

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
If the Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.

50 points

Attended Community Engagement Meeting. Staff will allocate these
points
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review

Aprit17, 2026

David Judah Oliver
Proposal C

SUMMARY OF SCORING
RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) POINTS
Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) [é/&
Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) /47 é"

Feasibility (Up to 200 points)

(84

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points)

5

Public Safety (Up to 100 points)

Artist Community Engagement (50 points)

TOTAL

Name:

\ )(.z \ 'fD g{x? af\/( =

Signature: "j,/ /// /%(
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Date: _él/r // :7/ ZO Zé
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Heather Albertson

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal A
April 17,2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

Up to 230 points or inguiry.

PRI Tre AETISS TESORIPTICN OF PEFRESENIAT
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COMMUMM . 112 SO DMINOS - Wﬁg‘%

DES NoT Lo AVTRHENTIC, LOOKS LIKE LEUTATED VUSS
AND DISNEY CONCEET HALL HAD A QUIDDITCH SN PAB.

Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

Up to 220 points i . . .
P P for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.

F e A0AL DR CONGEPT WAS TO SOPTEN THE HWARD
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NOT LAND-
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CONQURE THAT SPietT- [T FEELS LIKE TIOSE
CREATIN ﬁm PROIECT DONT KNOW DR UNDERSTAND

S oA TS DTS W TCEL LIKE (T WAS CREATED
FOR T COMMUMTY TO BE PROUD UF (- TD BNHANCE (T ]
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April 17, 2026

Heather Albertson
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal A

Up to 200 points

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

TE BRHEET o~ SHEDLE ARE WL ToyaHT OUT
WO oLgke. | BELEVE "\tﬂé YROTECT (o0 BE
COMPLERD B T PROPSED DeApLINE -

Up to 100 points

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally
sound.

\ES

Page 2 of 4
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Heather Albertson

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal A
April 17, 2026
Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions /—:
_ nor utilize unsafe materials. 5@ )
Up to 100 points | jrthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of =~

proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue
forward.

THE AILINT OF 9N OFF e STINLESS STeel MEHT
CAUSE DiSTRACION. F Teople TRIED TO LLIMB up

THEST, T Wam COLD CAUSE [NgUR- TESE Lok Like
A CLMBING \NVTATION -

50 points

Attended Community Engagement Meeting. Staff will allocate these
points
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
April 17,2026

SUMMARY OF SCORING

Heather Albertson
Proposal A

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX)

POINTS

Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points)

7

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points)

7

Feasibility (Up to 200 points)

200

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points)

\00

Public Safety (Up to 100 points)

B0

Artist Community Engagement (50 points)

50

TOTAL

OO

wame: HEATHERL ALEERBON

V\

Signature: E&i&%\‘}{l\ \/
Date: l/\ l ‘:]"\2,(9
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review g Heather Albertson

April 17,2026

Proposal B

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Up to 230 points

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

orinquiry.

TRIS ARSOLUELY LOoKS AND FeeL AU ETTC

D DRIGINALTD POMONA - THe RESPONSE T
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Up to 220 points

Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate
for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.
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Heather Albertson

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review p
roposal B
April 17,2026

Ub to 200 points Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
P P and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

| YA THART | THINKE Tiie BleaesT stkubale witl
Bo IN TS CRTEacR .
M WORRED o THE 1T STEP Being FIND A SHop
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WERES - | o DBANS, SI6NFICANT ONES Dol LRI, -

5 DESGN Al BUILD A LIGHT ING e STEM 7!
o LONG WL AT TAKE-

ili P : i teriall
Up to 100 points Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally

sound.

| WORRM fBOUT THIS GeTiNG SHOT AT OB
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Heather Albertson
Proposal B

April 17,2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materiatls.
Up to 100 points | jrthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.

| DEDUCIED POINTS N CASE AN et ComPONERTS
KLE ENOCKED OFF (L WOULD (WA ey INE DA
\NTE NOMRL ATTONS)

50 points Attended Community Engagempeor;:]tl\:eetlng. Staff will allocate these
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
April17, 2026

SUMMARY OF SCORING

Heather Albertson
Proposal B

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX)

POINTS

Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points)

N2ZD

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points)

220

Feasibility (Up to 200 points)

100

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points)

+H

Public Safety (Up to 100 points)

10

Artist Community Engagement (50 points)

50

TOTAL

=5 D

Name: "T\gf\(\\\E{Z A\/%ee:{éﬂ\l

Signature: \MW/V\WWAAV‘/

Date: l/k ‘ F(’l w
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Heather Albertson

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal C
April 17,2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Up to 230 points

\IQURLLY PLEASING BUT DESIBN DOES NUT TEEL

OPAGI AL
DEQCRAPTION AMD CONCEPT Yo WELL THOUBHT oo

j«:\% CAN B Q€T -THe (WTEATION -

. Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate
Up to 220 points ! . . .
for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.

CHANGED |, THE METAL eeA 1S STARK AND
UNINVITING [ ESPECHKUWY w] THE WAIMTH

OOMING FROM BN TT- i AT WErRE
CHANGED | BEUCWE rr\/voﬁt}i% BETE

PEriDHE INDUSTRN W COMMUNTT
pGESTION - BPTEN -
TEELS A LITLE -0 WHTIE -

Page 10f4

_ e STREET FACING COLDR weeDs o BE

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response 7’“ \

orinquiry. (\_/



Heather Albertson

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal C )

April 17,2026

Up to 200 points Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific, Q.[I)

and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

WELL DETRLED - ML

Up to 100 points IS):J:zlllty and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally /
' o0

MO COMMENT 28eMS BUPABLE -

Page 2 of 4



Heather Albertson
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal C

April 17,2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials. /5@
Up to 100 points If the Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.

MAKE SURE NO CUT DU (AN BE 8D fis
oortioLds

= BT m
50 points Attended Community Engagempeor;:ltl:eetmg Staff will allocate these
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Heather Albert

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review cather A bertson
Proposal C

April 17,2026

SUMMARY OF SCORING

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) POINTS

Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points)

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points)

Feasibility (Up to 200 points)

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) [00
Public Safety (Up to 100 points) [DO
Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL W 10

Name: \/\Em\@@ K\/P)%OE\(
Signature: W/V\WA/V\/
Date: \/\ !' lfll l‘ [2 LD
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Laura Figueroa
Proposal A
April 17, 2026 f‘—’-

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Up to 230 points SSLSC:L(:r)I:’Ient: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

T av-hoodl, Q,J) e wregrednl-

\ %/ e sies ’bwﬂms& \'m m;ssr}.
W\/U/\::': L yurtent \V\oﬁ/tﬁJfV\'di and C,WW\JWVLfy
e gy Ve  tdees o Stz 05

W On @\LJ g"wv‘ﬂd\hm
Wy

. Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate
Up to 220 points . . .. .
for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.

| e e W el gl
Q&( VS0
\zo \/xf\\S‘}\ W AVAVLCe ¥ o
Loy }“%g Pk ot TS
L\)\\(\’b e WVe's
Cmr\ﬁok/
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Laura Figueroa

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review
Proposal A

April 17, 2026

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,

Up t0 200 points and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

Do Cantuns R
Pevss Lol

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally

Up to 100 points sound.

Page 2 0f4’




Laura Figueroa
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal A

April 17, 2026

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
Up to 100 points | jrthe Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.

T dos nd lodk Yo Goeads
Lmﬂ6&§c (lMAiJ4oMé

= o Staff wi
50 points Attended Community Engagempeoni:1 tr:eetlng Staff will allocate these
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Laura Figueroa

Proposal A
April 17,2026
SUMMARY OF SCORING
RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) ' POINTS

Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) l %
Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) \ %
Feasibility (Up to 200 points) | A O
Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) 5@
Public Safety (Up to 100 points) %
Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL 75O

Name: LO«MW\_ ‘C\g\wgﬂ
Signature: %/‘5 - /?/— |
Date: l/{t//’? /?(7/
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Laura Figueroa

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B
April 17,2026 @

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response
or inquiry.

Up to 230 points

| lowe e dea i\ikl«%v @md:»t}
e
(}cm/ U N = g&/m ekt

Ol 0 Gire e Ve e
L Stums | wedd g 125 Sy
W’ glows e wol e Lsdkide® >
- ndisinal Gl M | upld .Wb
o St eamw Qﬁ}lru mote egrdn inbapabe g

\ A d.sz ‘)\f'f A ﬁ\-
Site Speclflcny Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate

220 point
Up to points for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.

) A 0(
Q’(A/\ Wneve O ML e e
\&m o conneck o T ot

oy weS  Comnediiy b e
o)e
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Laura Figueroa

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B

April 17,2026

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,

Up to 200 points and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

\ ot VL6 W Cony cras e

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally

Up to 100 points sound.

L et cones it P

d\tv\rc\\ﬂl'\Fvb/& W\":tmvg on A
oo
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Laura Figueroa

SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B

April 17,2026

Up to 100 points

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
If the Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.

50 points

Attended Community Engagement Meeting. Staff will allocate these
points
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Laura Figueroa
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal B

April 17, 2026

SUMMARY OF SCORING

RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) POINTS
Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) \ %/0
Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) \’7 '®,
Feasibility (Up to 200 points) \ 0( )
Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) 7 O
Public Safety (Up to 100 points) q O
Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL (76;C)

Name: Lu,,mﬂ'\ P(\Luk.r’f A

Signature: V A /M

Date: b/ ltalz,
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Laura Figueroa
SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Proposal C @
April 17,2026

PART B: Artwork Proposals

Applications will be scored using the following criteria (900 points):

Artistic Merit: Artwork reflects authenticity, originality, evokes response

Up to 230 points or inquiry.

[ Sed Ve piece  wobes Ghak e

(90K Cev . |
&mwi \(\Ma‘:“"“f‘“@% o vay Seackex Y s
N ' oo
W \\/\'\)’W\QB,(/ oS @/Lc@: Lo
! Q\%c@%\p\\}w b to gee b Mﬁ
W/L&/ C@LL\ . £ Nh{of‘*ff/t/"\'ﬂ\/(‘ o, I kwne
ot o ,

. Site Specificity: Artwork demonstrates relevance and is appropriate
Up to 220 points . . . .
for the site, architecture, occupants, visitors, and environment.

L Gl Vs Qe 15 v ol
) M alr owd ot
v bre S e o >

\: et msed ook ¥ ek
Mb

Ced \E bﬂ%& med-}
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review

April 17,2026

Laura Figueroa
Proposal C

Up to 200 points

Feasibility: Project budget and the project schedule are clear, specific,
and detailed, indicating the artwork can be fully implemented.

\br cancens

Up to 100 points

Durability and Permanence: The artwork is materially and structurally

sound.

\dewd W FUA \vseu. Sk s>
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review

April 17, 2026

Laura Figueroa
Proposal C

Up to 100 points

Public Safety: Proposed artwork does not create unsafe conditions

nor utilize unsafe materials.
If the Risk Management Department deems the project unsuitable due to lack of
proper insurance and details of project scope, then the project will not continue

forward.

50 points

Attended Community Engagement Meeting. Staff will allocate these
points
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SIEMENS Proposal Committee Review Laura Figueroa

April 17, 2026 Proposal C
SUMMARY OF SCORING
RUBRIC (900 POINTS MAX) POINTS

Artistic Merit (Up to 230 points) UL

Site Specificity (Up to 220 points) /2/\ O

Feasibility (Up to 200 points) \ @" CD

Durability and Permanence (Up to 100 points) q O

Public Safety (Up to 100 points) 20D,

Artist Community Engagement (50 points) 50

TOTAL|  \gH 550

Name: L O )Gi)ufkff/&

Signature: L/// |
Date: '/f/ rz }?/9
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