Downtown Streetscapes: Street Name Inlays
Arts Council Regular Hybrid Meeting | July 17, 2024




Agenda for Discussion

1. About Downtown Streetscapes. Street Name Inlays
2. ADA Transition Plan Implementation

3. Current and Future Impacts to Street Name Inlays
4. Potential Recommendations

5. Staff Responses to Project Questions

6. Discussion / Next Steps



What are the
Street Name Inlays?

« Part of Downtown Streetscapes
Installation by artist Ellen Sollod.

e Installed on 77th and 78t Avenues SE
during Town Center street
reconstruction in 1994.

« Features original names of seven
downtown streets, which were named
after early Mercer Island families.

e Two bronze names inlaid at the base of
the curb ramps on street corners to
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Installation Detalls

 Bronze 655 plate letters measuring 4.5"
tall and .375" thick each.

e Last letters of each marker welded to
silicon bronze framework.

« Entire intersection name secured to a
block-out and filled with set grout.



ADA Transition Plan

« Plan adopted in 2022.

* |dentifies and guides the implementation
of necessary accessibility improvements
across the Island.

* Implementation focused on Town Center
IN 23-24 Biennial Budget.

« City's Transportation Engineer oversees
Implementation.

 Plan available for review at;
https://www.mercerisland.gov/ada
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SPOT1I8 ADA Transition Plan
Implementation

« Summer 2024 work includes
replacing curb ramps, adjacent
curbs/gutters, and sidewalks at 11
street corners (map to right).

« 8 of the 11 street corners include
Street Name Inlays.

* Inlays will be removed during
construction to accommodate new
warning strips known as truncated
domes.

* Other curb ramps with Street
Name Inlays will be renovated
during future CIP projects.

SPOT18 — ADA Transition Plan Implementation
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The River by Ellen Sollod; installed at Renton Transit Center
Example of place-based artwork installed in different location

Input from
Artist Ellen Sollod

« Staff met with Sollod in August 2023.

* Did nhot recommend re-siting to a new
location since the inlays are place-specific.

* Supported deaccessioning series if suitable
alternative isn’t identified.

* Suggestion #1: Develop a new project with
salvaged pieces that builds on/responds to
context and history of current installation.

« Suggestion #2: Donate pieces to fine arts
school or center to be melted down and
used for new projects.



Removal Methods from ADA Design Consultant
Concrete Block Individual Letters
« Sawcut the intersection marker « Chip each letter out of concrete,
and remove as one concrete then clean and store.
block to store. . Limited to one street corner at a

* Not extremely time-intensive time to maintain pedestrian
 Would need to be removed circulation.

carefully to maintain planar « Very time- and labor-intensive.
portion. « Cost per intersection = $2,500

* Slabs would be heavy and « Would need to be funded by 1%

fragile. for Art in Public Places fund.
* No cost estimate for this option.
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Istorical Society

« Staff met with Ml Historical Society Co- S fmamae
Presidents July 11, 2024. =T E T ==
« Discussed significance of the Street Name | e

Inlays and lack of historical representation
INn public art collection.

e Concerned about lack of notice to M|
Historical Society about possible
deaccession.
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« Ml Historical Society Board submitted a So| TR SR s
letter to the Arts Council on July 16 i e e
supporting development of a new project B s
to highlight Island history in the Town
Center.
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- Next Steps for
GRS Street Name Inlays

« SPO118 scheduled to begin construction
later this month.

« Based on input from artist and cost to
remove inlays, staff recommended the
CIP project move forward without
salvaging the impacted Street Name
Inlays.

 Still opportunity to address other Street
Name Inlays installed in Town Center.

NW Corner at SE 29th Street and 77th Avenue SE
Street Name Inlay previously removed by City ROW
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Potential Recommendations

The Arts Council may choose to:
1.  Recommend that the Street Name Inlays be deaccessioned.

2. Recommend further exploration for salvaging pieces during future capital
projects.

3. Recommend that a new project highlighting historic street names be
developed.

4. Some combination of options 1-3 OR a different recommendation proposed
by an Arts Councilmember.
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Questions Recelved by Staff

Why do photos in Exhibit 2 show corners that
already have truncated domes?

Photos in Exhibit 2 show truncated domes
already installed at corners on SE 27th and SE
28th Streets.

These curb ramps were upgraded by the
developer of 77 Central when that complex
was built in the mid-2000s.

At the time, the City required the developer to
Mmake street frontage improvements,
iIncluding adding the truncated domes to the
curb ramps and reinstalling the Street Name
Inlays on the impacted corners.

The audit for the ADA Transition Plan found
that none of those curb comply with the ADA.

Non-compliant truncated

dome placement

o

| Compliant truncated dome -
directly adjacent to roadway =
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Questions Received by Staff

Did the City consider re-siting the impacted Street Name Inlays
somewhere else in the sidewalk on the corner? (E.g., at top of curb
ramp, near building, etc.)

 The Mercer Island Historical Society suggested this.

« Design challenges for this option:
o Length of the curb ramp depends on the length of the sidewalk and
the slopes leading into the roadway.

o ROW space is limited at the corners, and the required ADA design
pushes the ramps closer to the ROW edge, leaving little to no room
for Street Name Inlays.
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Questions Received by Staff

Can you clarify the number of Street Name Inlays?

« 21 Street Name Inlays currently installed in Town Center.
« 8 Impacted by summer 2024 construction.

« 13 will not be impacted this summer.

Can you clarify the construction timing?

« Our Transportation Engineer is working on the construction contract
now, and we anticipate that construction of the curb ramp
Improvements will begin later this month.
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Questions Received by Staff

When will the remaining 13 corners with Street Name Inlays be
upgraded?

« No set timeline for future retrofits/reconstruction.

* Will continue to focus ADA Transition Plan implementation on Town
Center, including on pedestrian facilities ahead of Light Rail opening.

« Still time to evaluate opportunities for salvaging the remaining Street
Name Inlays.
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Questions Received by Staff

Can you clarify the timing of deaccessioning for each potential
recommendation?

e |[fthe Arts Council chose Recommendation #1, the recommendation to
deaccession the Street Name Inlays series would be sent to City Council

for approval in Q4 of 2024.

* |If the Arts Council chose Recommendation #2, a recommendation to
deaccession the Street Name Inlays series would only be sent to City
Council after further exploration of salvaging pieces is complete/the
Arts Council provides direction.

e If the Arts Council chose Recommendation #3, the recommendation to
deaccession the Street Name Inlays series would be sent to City Council
at the same time approval of a new public art project to highlight
historic street names is requested.
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How are deaccession needs evaluated?

Current Deaccession Criteria

1.

2.
3.

A work is not, or is only rarely, on display because of lack of a suitable site.
The condition or security of the artwork cannot be reasonable guaranteed.

The artwork has been damaged or has deteriorated and repair is impractical or
unfeasible.

The artwork endangers public safety.

INn the case of site-specific artwork, the artwork is destroyed by severely altering its
relationship to the site.

The artwork has been determined to be significantly incompatible or inferior in the
context of the collection.

The City wishes to replace the artwork with work of more significance by the same
artist.

The artwork requires excessive maintenance or has faults of design or workmanship.
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