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Review Comments
9/8/2016

P. Yamashita
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‘ Page/Sheet/Section

‘ Comment
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Parking Management Plan

1. Pg.2 - Location 8 reflects 40 and 48 parking spaces on
the east and west side of 77 Ave. SE. These space do not
exist.

2. Pg.3—The two graphs are confusing. Please provide a
written explanation of what they are intended to convey.
The first graph is titled, “Top 50 Lots by Average Availability”.
Please indicate whether these are within % (or other distance)
of the site. It would be helpful to include a map to
accompany the graphs to put the graphs into context. Parts
of the watermark (“DRAFT”) is in the background of the
graph. Please remove. It is unclear in the second graph what
the black bars depict vs the grey ones.

3. Pg.4—(ADA Parking) The proposed ADA parking stalls
take over an existing parking pullout in the right of way used
primarily by Parks Maintenance crews and patrons of
Mercerdale Park. Converting this to ADA will require
providing replacement parking for Parks Maintenance large
enough to accommodate a truck with trailer (total vehicle
length of 40 feet). This might need to be located on site if
space is not conveniently available on the street.

4. Pg. 4 — (Drop-off/Pick-up Management) — Provide a more
detailed discussion regarding drop-off/pick-ups including
where the loop will be located, how it will be managed, and
the approximate capacity. It should be as close as possible to
the building entrance. The project team previously indicated
that it would have a capacity of 20 to 30 vehicles. Page 5
indicates that new on-street parking on 77 Ave. SE in front
of Farmer’s Insurance will have time-limited parking for short
term drop-offs and pick-ups. Is this your proposal or are you
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saying that the City has already approved this? Who will
enforce the parking restriction? It indicates that 10 stalls will
be provided. That means approximately 200’ of the street
will be used for this, which reduced the amount of proposed
on-street (longer term) parking available.

5. Pg.6—(Enforcement & Coordination Strategies) — The
second paragraph indicates that if additional signage and
enforcement is necessary, MICA will coordinate with the City.
This seems to put the responsibility on the City. MICA must
be proactive and actively monitor the use of adjacent streets
south and southeast of the site. There is a statement
indicating that MICA will “strongly discourage” the use of on-
street parking near the Thrift shop. How will this be done?

6. Pg.6 (Deployment Strategy) — Indicates that
MICA/tenant staff “could” assist with drop-off, check-in, and
pick-up and reinforce posted parking time limits as well as be
on-site to assist with drop-off on the street frontage before
performances. These statements should be more affirmative,
such as “will, as needed...”.

7. Asthe area changes over time, the use of the private
parking lots and their availability might change. The parking
management plan shall be updated annually and parking
agreements shall be in place before the project is occupied.
Add a note in the plan stating who will be in charge of
managing these agreements and updating the parking
management as needed and when during the year the update
will occur.

Restriping of 77th Ave SE & SE
32nd Street

The plan shows restriping of 32nd Avenue to allow for on-street
and accessible parking. The City engineer previously provided
comments on this plan on July 26, 2016 to the project traffic

Page 2 of 4



Mercer Island Center for the Arts (MICA) Transportation Impact Analysis
Review Comments
9/8/2016

N #

Page/Sheet/Section

Comment

Notes/Response

engineer. These comments must be addressed and the plan
updated. The July 26" comments are attached. Although the
restriping of 77t" Ave. SE to provide on-street parking is part of
the City’s long-term plan, it is not currently included in the Six-
Year Transportation Improvement Program. Therefore, all costs
associated with creating on-street parking will likely be the
responsibility of MICA.

Accessible Parking Access

Accessible parking is planned on street along SE 32nd Street. The
closest accessible ramp is the crosswalk at 77th Avenue SE,
approximately 70 feet west of the closet stall. Install new
accessible ramps at the proposed parking area so that
wheelchairs do not need to travel in the roadway to access the
sidewalk.

TIA

Refer to the redlined copy of the TIA for comments.

TIA pg. 17 (Pick-Up/Drop-Off
Trips/Plan)

This section is not specific enough. The plans submitted for the
project depict the building, site improvements, an even on-
street parking but do not show even a conceptual drop-off/pick-
up area. Provide a plan that depicts and describes how pick-
ups/drop-offs will be addressed, especially after school for the
programs focused on children at the site. Show specifically
where this will occur, how it will be managed daily (i.e. where
cars will queue, if flaggers or other staff will be managing traffic
flow so that it does not impede through traffic on 77th Avenue
SE and SE 32nd Street), and how it interacts with on street
parking including ADA parking. The project team previously
described it as a “loop” with a capacity of at least 20 to 30
vehicles. The appendix shows that the peak occurrence of pick-
up/drop-off is at 9:00 p.m. Show that there is adequate

illumination throughout the proposed pick-up/drop-off zone so
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that drivers are able to see pedestrians as they negotiate the
parked and moving cars.
6 | SEPA Checklist Refer to my comments on the checklist

Miscellaneous

It appears that the Fire Dept. access, stormwater detention
system, above-ground bioretention area, and the drop-off/pick-
up loop are outside of the proposed lease boundaries. The City
Council will ultimately need to determine whether the lease
boundaries need to encompass some or all of these

improvements.
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Replace and widen
sidewalk to 12' to
improve
=|accessibility if @
utilizing Rite Aid
parking lot for
MICA patrons.

-1t is not possible to effectively review the parking concept absent the overall
e site concept for vehicle access to the building, deliveries, pedestrian/ADA
lroutes, crosswalks, and the dropoff/pickup loop (with capacity of 20-30 vehicles
as mentioned previously). We need to see how it all fits together.

= - This parking scenario will not work without implementing the lane/parking

M reconfiguration on 77th Ave. SE either prior to or simultaneous to SE 32nd St.

B -Confirm adequate site lines from current driveways to be retained and
Blproposed driveways in light of the proposal to convert from three lanes to two
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[-The design for the corner/driveway to MICA will need to provide convenient
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Engineering Review (Patrick.Yamashita@mercergov.org)
Callout
This driveway cannot be eliminated.  Remove the easterly five salls for access and visibility.

Engineering Review (Patrick.Yamashita@mercergov.org)
Callout
Lane appears too narrow to receive backing vehicles from ADA stalls without crossing centerline.

Engineering Review (Patrick.Yamashita@mercergov.org)
Callout
Retain both lanes.  Do not create the four proposed parallel parking spaces east of the ADA angle parking stalls.

Engineering Review (Patrick.Yamashita@mercergov.org)
Text Box
-It is not possible to effectively review the parking concept absent the overall site concept for vehicle access to the building, deliveries, pedestrian/ADA routes, crosswalks, and the dropoff/pickup loop (with capacity of 20-30 vehicles as mentioned previously).  We need to see how it all fits together.
-This parking scenario will not work without implementing the lane/parking reconfiguration on 77th Ave. SE either prior to or simultaneous to SE 32nd St.
-Confirm adequate site lines from current driveways to be retained and proposed driveways in light of the proposal to convert from three lanes to two lanes plus parking.
-The design for the corner/driveway to MICA will need to provide convenient and safe ingress/egress for trucks.

Engineering Review (Patrick.Yamashita@mercergov.org)
Callout
Looks like the bus/truck parking will obstruct the visibility of ADA drivers trying to back out of the angle parking stalls.  Requires additional analysis.

Engineering Review (Patrick.Yamashita@mercergov.org)
Callout
Converting this to ADA parking eliminates existing parking for the public and Parks Maintenance personnel.  Must provide replacement parking for maintenance personnel.  May want to consider a location on site.  Needs to be big enouogh to accommodate a truck with trailer (total vehicle length of 40 feet).  The curb will need to be realigned for ADA as well as to provide a proper and consistent alignment for the ADA parking.  Where is dropoff/pickup loop relative to the proposed ADA stalls?

Engineering Review (Patrick.Yamashita@mercergov.org)
Callout
maintain No Parking within 20' of crosswalks.  You'll need to possibly relocate crosswalk and ADA ramp(s) depending on how you design your access and pedestrian routes.

Engineering Review (Patrick.Yamashita@mercergov.org)
Callout
Replace and widen sidewalk to 12' to improve accessibility if utilizing Rite Aid parking lot for MICA patrons.
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Executive Summary

This section provides an executive summary of the Transportation Impact Analysis through a
set of frequently asked questions (FAQs).

Where Is the project located and what would be developed?

The project is adjacent to Mercerdale Park, at the SE 32nd Street/77th Avenue SE
intersection in Mercer Island, Washington. Development would include a performing arts
center, containing a mainstage auditorium, theatre [ab, recital studio, dance studio, and
several classrooms and practice rooms. Outside the building structure, an outdoor theater,
café, and perdformance plaza/drop-off area are included within the property's perimeter.

How _is parking to be accommodated for the site?

It is anticipated that on-street parking and parking committed by adjacent businesses will be
shared to salisfy the project parking demand, based on studies of existing supply and
utilization. Proposed changes to the town center area include the addition of on-street parking
on both east and west sides of 77th Avenue SE, as well as along other roadways surrounding
the site. No on-site parking is proposed for this project.

How many daily vehicular trips would the project generate and when would peak traffic

volumes occur?

The peak traffic volumes would occur during the weekday PM peak hour and the project
would generate approximately 166 total trips with approximately 86 inbound trips and 80
outbound trips. ,

What transportation impacts are anticipated, if any? f‘;
Pick-up and drop-off queuing activity is anticipated to occur during class start and dismissal Aa
times; however, the site will be designed such that this activity will be accommodated within 7 \ $
on-street curb space for minimal impact to the adjacent roadway network. Traffic generated £ v

by daytime classes and nightime performances is anticipated to be low enough as to not
impact levels of service on surrounding roadways and intersections.

What measures are proposed to reduce or control traffic impacts?

The site access area for pick-up and drop-off trips will be designed to manage queuing. In
addition, curb-side management and the use of MICA staff to supervise drop-off and pick-up
trips would reduce or control project-generated impacts. Additional mitigation measures for

parking demand during High Activity times will be addressed in a Parking Management Plan.
r T
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Introduction

The purpose of this transportation impact analysis (T1A) is to evaluate transportation
conditions and identify potential impacts associated with the praposed Mercer Island Center
for the Arts {(MICA). As necessary, mitigation measures are identified that would offset or

reduce significant impacts.

Project Description

The proposed project is located adjacent to Mercerdale Park, at the SE 32nd Street/77th
Avenue SE intersection. The Mercer Island Center for the Arts includes a 300-person
mainstage, 100-person theatre lab, 100-person recital studio, as well as a dance studio, three
classrooms, and four practice rooms. Dance studio and classroom activities vary in size:
practice rooms accommodate individual students, while a classrcom may fit up to 20 students
at once. Qutside the building structure, an outdoor theater, café, performance plaza, and
ick-up/drop-off area are included within the properly’'s perimeter. The project site vicinity is
in Figure 1, and the sile plan is found in Figure 2.

One vehicular access point would be provided to the site. This would include an access at the

intersection of SE 32nd Street and 77th Avenue SE, which would provide access fap——=—==—"">"

deliveries and service vehicles. A drop-offipick-up area will on-street adjacent. —CfQ enls SO W.‘\p
e

No on-site parking is proposed for this project, and it is anticipated that on-street parking and
parking available at local businesses will be shared to satisfy the project parking demand. A
parking management plan will be developed to include strategies for accommodating the

variety of events and activities at MICA.

Study Area and Approach

The analysis focuses on the weekday PM peak period (one busiest hour between 4:00 and
6:00 p.m.) operations at four study intersections as coordinated with the City. This period
represents the highest cumulative lotal traffic for the adjacent street system providing a
conservative timeframe for level of service (LOS) analysis. The study intersections include

(also see Figure 1):
1. 77th Avenue SE/ SE 27th Street
2. 78th Avenue SE/ SE 28th Street
3. Island Crest Way / SE 28th Street
4. 78th Avenue SE / SE 32nd Street

The TIA begins by describing background conditions in the site vicinity including the roadway
network, existing and future {2019) weekday PM peak hour traffic volumes, traffic operations,
traffic safety, non-motorized facilities, and transit. Future conditions, with the proposed project
constructed and occupied, were evaluated by adding site-generated traffic to future baseline
traffic volumes. Analysis of future conditions addresses cumulative impacts of the proposed
project and traffic growth in the study area. Site-generated impacts are identified based on
differences in transportation conditions between future with- and without-project conditions.



SE 24TH ST e
w
[7;]
'-éJ —
o
X
B
[t
w i
7] 1
S \
; —
E "
———___SE27THST ,-1'-\ SE 27TH ST
NS, w \\v._\
. Tt
\ | :
¥ I
\ 5 S
[+=]
[ 24 | - SE26THST | ] ~
‘ ' l CE)— | \E
I | | =
| ; z T )
| f & g \
| w =
| E i /
SE29THST | P &
[ = a
P~ b 1
3|
o SE 30TH 5T =
0 I
= |
z !
1= | \-___._..—_—
[ |
[1)
53]
\, z !
~ z |
~ k| u
SE 32ND ST
= - LITRE =
| % |

) — | Legend ﬂ
—— ) SE 34TH 5T / ) \ |||\ ® Study Intersaction
] T T T

Site Vicinity FIGURE
Mercer Island Center for the Arls (MICA) tra nspog fOUp ? I— 1

WHAT TRANSPORTATION CAN BE
May 24 2016 - 9:53am francescal Wsrv-ofs-walMM_Projects\Projectst 1 519524%.00 - Mercer Island Center for the Arta\Graphics\15249_Graphics.dwg  Layout; Figl




B O 447 COAEI T
seamnl QLB O Y M LM,

Gras)

Toud P 2 BAATL

» e
1S3AV HL
I.llllni\\m
I ]

SE3ND ST

(VA o A

)
t
i
r
]
1
1
1
1
1
i
1
1
1

T

w jwn it
5 it naps

PROPERTY LINE

..um

- 4

UPDATED LEASE BOUNDARY

o

_r
T
t
1

B
PemH.1p

ey
L

WETLAND BOUKDARY

FIGURE

transpogrouo 71 2

WHAT TRANSPORTATION CAN BE

Jun 07, 2016 - 2:18pm  (mncescal \srv-dis-wa\MM_Projscts\Projects\15115249 0 - Mercer Island Centar for the Ants\Graphlcs\15249_Gmphica.dwg Leyout: Figl {2)

Site Plan

Mercer Isiand Center for the Arts (MICA)




Draft Transportation Impact Analysis
Mercer Island Center for the Arls (MICA) June 2016

Existing & Future Without-Project Conditions

This section describes existing and future conditions within the identified study area without
construction of the project. Characteristics are provided for the roadway network, planned
roadway improvements, non-motarized facilities, transit service, existing and future without-
project traffic volumes, traffic operations, and traffic safety.

Roadway Network

The project site is located in north Mercer Island, adjacent to the bottom of the Town Center
area, and is bound by 77th Avenue SE to the east and SE 32nd Street to the north.
Mercerdale Park acts as a boundary to the south and west of the site. The major roadways
within the study area include: js TR LA asS
77th Avenue SE is a three-lane rg};t&ay classified as a secondary arterial with sidewalks
and a center two-way left-turn lane? This north-south roadway serves as a connection
between the Mercer Island town center area and Interstate 90 (I-90). The posted speed limit
is 25 miles per hour {(mph).

78th Avenue SE is a two-lane north-south roadway classified as a collector arterial with
sidewalks and a raised median. This roadway provides north-south access within the town
center area. The posted speed limit is 25 mph.

5o DN
SE 27th Street is a three-lane east-west roadway with sidewalks and a center two-way left-
turn lane. The roadway is classified as a p# arterial and provides east-west access

within the town center area. The posted speed limit is 25 mph.

SE 28th Street is a two-lane roadway with sidewalks. This roadway provides east-west
access within the town center area. The posted speed limit is 25 mph.

SE 32nd Street is an east-west secondary arterial with sidewalks. The road provides one
lane in each direction and a center two-way left-turn lane. Access to the project site would be
via the 77th Avenue SE/ SE 32nd Street intersection. The posted speed limit is 25 mph.

Island Crest Way is a five-lane rcadway classified as a primary arterial. This north-south
roadway serves as one of the primary accesses to and from |-80, especially to reach areas
east of the project site. Island Crest Way also serves as a primary access to southern Mercer
Island neighborhoods. The posted speed limit is 35 mph. Tt (T3 S

LeTd ¢
ﬁL:\,o el T’ACS‘#

Planned Roadway Improvements

Based on a review of the City's 2016-2021 Six-Year Transportation Improvement Prggram

(TIP) and the recently-completed Town Center visioning process, future improvements by the

City include narrowing 77th Avenue SE and adding on-street parking to both sides. These Aret et Tl P
improvements are assumed as part of the future (2019) without-project conditions.-t—— r
addition, the planned 2019 resurfacing program will repave 80th Avenue from SE 28th Street 5¢ 7 en T =
to SE 32nd Street, SE 32nd Street from 80th Avenue SE to 78th Avenue SE, and SE29th ~ <L v &
Street from 76th Avenue SE to 77th Avenue SE. The resurfacing program will also repair 7at9. (T
sidewalks and upgrade sidewalk ramps to meet ADA requirements.

cF “wiTH PrCERT

Non-Motorized Facilities o ers D LTINS

Sidewalks are provided along all of the nearby streets with crosswalks located at major
intersections allowing safe pedestrian mobility throughout the area. Signalized crossings are

T 4
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provided at the 77th Avenue SE/SE 27th Street and Island Crest Way/SE 28th Street
intersections. Unsignalized pedestrian crossings are provided at the 76th Avenue SE/SE
32nd Street and 78th Avenue SE/SE 28th Street intersections. Pedestrian routes to the
project site are clearly marked and accessible from all directions.

Transit Service

Three nearby transit stops are within walking distance fram the project site. These stops are
located at the southwest and northeast comers of the 78th Avenue SE/SE 32nd Street
intersection, as well as at the Island Crest Way/SE 32nd Street interseclion. Six transit routes
access these stops, providing service throughout the King County area, primarily to Mercer
Island and Seattle. The service areas, operating hours, and headways for these routes are
summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Existing Transit Service!

PM Peak Vehicle Trips PM Peak

Approximate Headways
Routes Area Served Operating Hours  Easthound Westbound (minutes)
201  Downtown Seattle = Mercer Island Park & 7:00 am. to §:30 a.m. 1 1 40-60
Ride 6.00 p.m. to 7.00 p.m.
204 Downtown Seattle — Mercer Island 600 am.to 7:30 pm. 2 2 30
630 Downtown Seattla — Mercer Island 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 am. 2 0 30
4:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
891, Mercer Island — Mercer Island High 7:00 am, to 800 a.m, 1 1 60
892 School 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 pm.
goa Mercer Village Shopping Center — Mercer 7.00 a.m.to 800 am. ] y -
Island High School 2.00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.
Total 7 5 30-60

1. Based on data provided by, ¥ing County Metro '-I'ransil {April 2016)

As shown in the table, most of the service is provided to Downtown Seattle and other areas
of Mercer Island. Headways range from 30-60 minutes.

Traffic Volumes

Existing Conditions

This transportation analysis focuses on the weekday PM peak hour when traffic volumes
would be greatest. Existing turning movement counts at the study intersections were counted
in April 2016. The detailed intersection turning movement traffic volumes are provided in
Appendix A. Existing weekday PM peak hour traffic volumes are summarized in Figure 3 and
were used to establish existing traffic conditions.

Future Traffic Volume Forecasts

Fulure (2019) without-project traffic volumes were forecasted using an annual background
growth rate of 0.5 percent. These volumes were forecasted using the information from the
City of Mercer Island’s background growth rate for areas outside the Town Center boundary,
as defined by the City of Mercer Island Comprehensive Plan. Project trips from the known
pipeline development, Keeler Mixed Use (The Hadley), were also applied. Future (2019)
without-project traffic volumes are shown in Figure 4.
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Traffic Operations

PM peak hour traffic operations were evaluated at the study intersections based on level of
service (LOS). The LOS analysis method was based on procedures identified in the Highway
Capacity Manual (2010), and evaluated using Synchro version 9.0.

At signalized intersections, LOS is measured in average control delay per vehicle and is
typically reported using the intersection delay and volume-to-capacity ratio (V/C). At stop-
sign-controlled intersections, LOS is measured in delay per vehicle. Traffic operations for an
intersection can be described alphabetically with a range of levels of service (LOS A through
F), with LOS A indicating free-flowing traffic and LOS F indicating extreme congestion and
long vehicle delays. Appendix B contains a detailed explanation of LOS criteria and
definitions.

Based on the Transportation Element of the City's Comprehensive Plan (2005), the City has
adopted an LOS C standard within the city boundary. Washington State Department of
Transportation (WSDOT) has set an LOS D standard. Table 2 summarizes the existing and
future (2019) without-project weekday PM peak hour LOS at study intersections. The detailed
LOS worksheets are included in Appendix C.

Table 2. Existing and Future (2019) Without-Project Weekday PM Peak Hour Level of Service

2016 Existing 2019 Without-Project
Intersections Jurisdiction LOS' Delay* WM LOS!' Delay? WM
1. 77th Avenue SE / SE 27th Street Maercer island B 159 B 17.2
2. 78th Avenue SE / SE 28th Strest Mercer Island B 1149 SB B8 11.3 SB
3. Island Crest Way / SE 28th Strest WSDOT c 207 C 21.0
4. 78th Avenue SE / SE 32nd Street  Mercer Island B 12.3 EB B8 12.3 EB

1. Level of sarvice {LOS), based an 2010 Highway Capacily Manual methodology.
2, Average delay in seconds per vehicle.
3, Worst movement reported for unsignalized Intersections where E8 = eastbound and SB = southbound

As shown in Table 2, all of the study intersections currently operate at LOS C or better during
the weekday PM peak hour, meeting the respective City and WSDOT LOS standards. Under
future without-project conditions, all intersections continue to meet the respective City and
WSDOT standards, operating at LOS C or better. Increases in delay between existing and
2019 without-project conditions are approximately one second or less at all study
intersections.

Traffic Safety

WSDOT provided the collision data for the most recent three-year period for intersections and
roadway segments within the study area. Specifically, the data was summarized between
January 1, 2013 and December 31, 2015. Table 3 provides a summary of collision history
within the study area.
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Table 3. Three-Year Collision Summary - 2013 to 2015
Number of Collisions

Annual Collisions

Location 2013 2014 2015 Total  Average per MEV'
1. 77th Avenue SE/ SE 27th Street 1 3 3 7 23 0.46
2, 78th Avenue SE/ SE 28th Streat 0 0 3 3 10 0.39
3. Island Crest Way/ SE 28th Street 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.00
1 2 1 4 13 043

4. 78th Avenue SE/ SE 32nd Strest

Source: WSDOT and Transpo Group, 2016
1. Milion Entering Vehicles

Within the analysis time period, the highest number of collisions occurred at the

77th Avenue SE/ SE 27th Street intersection with an average of 2.3 collisions per year. The
other study intersections experienced on average between 0 and 2 collisions per year. No
fatalities or bicyclist collisions were reporled at a study intersection; however, one pedestrian
collision occurred at the 77th Avenue SE/SE 27th Street intersection. The collision was the
result of driver inattention, as a pedestrian was hit when a vehicle turned right from
westbound SE 27th Sireet onto southbound 77th Avenue SE. The most common collision
type during the three-year period was an angle collision.

By incorporating the traffic volume at the intersection, the rate of collisions per million
entering vehicles (MEV) allows a uniform standard for evaluating accident history. Generally,
a collision rate at intersections greater than 1.0 collision per MEV is considered higher than
normal. Based on this threshold, there were no safety issues identified at the study
intersections.
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Project Impacts

This section of the analysis documents project-generated impacts on the surrounding
roadway network and at the study intersections. First, peak hour traffic volumes are
estimated, distributed, and assigned to adjacent roadways and intersection within the study
area. Next, 2019 volumes are projected and potential impact to traffic volumes, traffic
operations and non-motorized facilities are identified.

Project Trip Generation

Project trip generation estimates were developed for the project based on assumptions
cansistent with MICA's intended use as a performing arts center. Trips were calculated using
methodology found in Federal Way Performing Arts & Conference Center — Traffic & Parking
Study’. The 41,000 square foot Federal Way (WA) Performing Arts & Conference Center
includes a 700-seat auditorium and 8,000 square feet of additional conference space, as well
as an outdoor plaza area. The event space is designed to accommodate music and dance
performances, seminars, and local or regional meetings. Based on similarities in size and
uses between the two venues, the trip generation methodology was also applied to MICA.
The Federal Way Performing Arts & Conference Center study relies on average vehicle
occupancy {(AVD}) rates from surveys conducted at Seatile’s McCaw Hall? The following
paragraphs summarize the preliminary trip generation methodology and estimate for the
proposed use.

Twao scenarios were evaluated to estimate trip generation and parking demand based on
utilization and room capacities of the performing arts center. Activity schedules and class
sizes for both scenarios were developed through coordination with MICA's largest tenants,
Youth Theatre Northwest (YTN) and Island Youth Ballet (IYB). The scenarios are listed
below:

1. Design Capacity: This scenario includes an evening mainstage performance, as
well as evening classroom or recital studio events, with each venue at 75 percent
capacity. Mid-day classroom events at 100 percent capacity are also included in this
scenario. Classes occur throughout the day, with six approximately 60-minute dance
studio classes between 1:00 p.m. and 9:00 p.m. Classroom events, typically with
Youth Theatre Northwest, occur during the afternoon, between approximately 2:30
p.m. and 4:30 p.m., but can also occur during morning hours or throughout the day.
Rehearsals in the theatre lab, recital studio, and classroom venues occur between
approximately 6:00 p.m. and 9:00 p.m. The Design scenario represents the majority
of the facility's use,

2. High Activity Capacity: The High Activity scenario includes performance and
classroom events listed above in the Design Capacity scenario, as well as an
additional mid-day rehearsal. The evening performance in this scenario would be
sold out or at 100 percent capacity. This scenario is used for the overlap of multiple
classes, rehearsals, and shows. It is expected that this High Activity scenario would
occur only a few nights per year.

A Design capacity and High Activity capacity were estimated to account for differences
between Design and High Activity capacity audiences in the center's venues and activity

' Memorandum - Federal Way Performing Arts & Conference Center - Traffic & Pariing Study, K. Jones to P.
Doherty (September 23, 2014).

2 Memorandum — Kirkland Resourea Library and Parforming Arls Center Draft Environmental Impact Statement —
Transportation and Parking Analysis, The Transpo Group to Huckell/Weinman Associates Inc. and The City of
Kirkland (February 4, 1991).
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spaces. The two scenarios account for multiple activities taking place at the performing arts
center during the same time period. These assumptlions wereXconservative, considering an
average performance is not anticipated to reach 75 percent audience capacity. AVO values
of 2.2 persons per vehicle are consistent with the Federal Way Performing Arts & Conference
Center - Traffic & Parking Study and were assumed for staff, performers, and audience of
evening performances at each venue. For daytime classes and rehearsals, AVO value of 1.0
persons per vehicle was assumed for staff of the classrooms and studios. The performers
and students in the recital studio, dance studio, and classrooms were assumed to be younger
than driving age and transported to/from MICA by a parent or chaperone. For trip generation
purposes, classroom and studio performers were assumed to have an AVO of 1.0 or 2.0,
depending on the class or rehearsal type, through coordination with Youth Theatre Northwest
(YTN) and Island Youth Ballet {I'YB).

No pass-by or internal trips were assumed to be included due to the nature of the venue and
its events. Small percentages of transit and walk trips were included to account for the use of
nearby transit and pedestrian facilities, although the majority of generated trips are assumed
to be by vehicle. The project site is connected to the Mercerdale and First Hill neighborhoods
by pedestrian pathways to the south and west. King County Metro provides daytime transit
service one block away on 78th Ave SE, Based on extrapolations from American Community
Survey data, 5 percent transit (daytime only, not for performances) and 5 percent
pedestrian/bicycle trips were included. Transit trips were not included for performance peak
hours because study area transit routes are not in service directly before or after performance
times.

Trip generation was calculated for classes occurring during the PM peak hour (the peak of
the surrounding roadways and the peak of the facility) as well as for the evening
performances (both the Design and High Activity scenarios). The weekday PM peak hour trip
generation assumed 100 percent capacity for events at that time (classes and rehearsals
only). Pick-up.and drop-off trips occuiring around class and rehearsal times were included in
trip generation calculations. For evening performances, trip generation was carried out for
both 75 percent Design capacity and 100 percent High Activity capacity, using a peak hour of
6-7pm, These performance peak hours assumed a 7pm performance start time as this is a
typical start time for performances. The traffic impact assessment evaluated the peak hour
during 4-6pm. The performance peak hour (6-7pm) trip generation was used for parking
accommodation. Additional traffic was expected for on-street parking circulation near the
project site.

Table 4 summarizes the project's estimated trip generation for the weekday PM peak hour

fiime period and evening performance scenarios, Detailed assumptions regarding activity
schedules and trips generated are included in Appendix D.
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Table 4. Weekday PM Peak Hour Trip Generation

Network PM Peak Performance Design Performance High

Hour {Highest 60  {75% Capacity) Scenarlo  Activity (100% Capacity)

minutes, 4-6pm) (6-Tpm) Scenario (6-Tpm)
Venue Total in Out  Total In Out Total In Out
Proposed Uses
Mainstage 22 20 2 123 113 10 163 149 14
Theatrs Lab 18 11 7 0 0 0] 0 0 0
Recital Studio a8 11 27 ] 0 o 0 v} 0
Dance Studio 44 22 22 0 0 0 0 o 0
Classroom 18 1" 7 0 0 0 0 0 0
Classroom 18 11 7 0 0 0 o 0 0
Daytime Staff 10 ¢ 10 o 0 0 0 0 0
Subtotal 168 86 g2 123 13 10 is3 148 14
Maoda Split Reduced Trips
Transit Trips {5%) -8 -4 -4 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 -0
Pedestrian & Bicycle Trips {(§%) -8 -4 -4 -7 -6 -1 B T -1

Total Proposed Trips

In summary, the project would gen during the weekday PM peak
hour with 78 inbound and 74 ] cenano, the project would
generate approximately sGtbound, during the 6-7pm hour before
an evening perf CIFF : i cenario, the pFO]ECl would generate

Project Trip Distribution and Assignment

The development of the inbound and outbound trip distributions is consistent with previpus
studies submitted in the vicinity of the project. Distributions were developed based on travel
patterns in the study area and through the scoping process with the City of Mercer Island,

It is anticipated that 75 percent of project trips would distribute throughout Mercer Island,
while the remaining 25 percent of project trips would originate off-island, utilizing eastbound
and westbound [-90. Based on this distribution, project trips were then proportionally
assigned to the netwark. Trip distribution and assignment of the inbound and outbound
project trips are shown in Figures 5 and 6, respectively.

Trips were assigned to parking lots closest to the project site within the study area. Lots were

chosen based on proximity to the project site and average evening availability, using
information from MICA's Mercer Island Parking Analysis to Assess Availability (2015).
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Traffic Volumes

The project traffic volumes were added to the future without-project 2019 traffic volumes to
form the basis of the with-project analysis. Figure 7 shows the weekday PM peak hour with-
project fraffic volumes at the study intersections.

Table 5 summarizes the anticipated increase in total entering traffic as well as the percent of
future with-project volume attributable to the proposed project.

Table 5. 2019 Weekday PM Peak Hour Traffic Volume Impact at Study Intersections

2019 PM Peak Traffic
Study Intersections Without-Project  With- Project Project Traffic  Project Impact
1. 77th Avenue SE/ SE 27th Street 1,490 1,556 66 4.2%
2. 78th Avenue SE/ S& 28th Street 720 753 33 4.4%
3. Island Crest Way/ SE 2Bth Strest 1.255 1.280 25 2.0%
4. 78th Avenue SE/ SE 32nd Street 845 831 86 9.2%

s T . ¢ L — e R T —
Source: Transpo Group. June 2016

As shown in the table, project traffic would account for about 2 to 9 percent of the total PM
peak hour traffic volume at the study intersections in 2019. At intersections closer o the
project site, including the 78th Avenue SE/SE 28th Street study intersection, project traffic
would have the greatest volume impact.
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Traffic Operations

Intersection operations analysis was conducted in the study area to evaluate the future 2019
conditions with the development of the project. Intersection LOS were calculated at the study
intersections using the LOS methodology described previously.

Table 6 provides a comparison between the 2019 with- and without-project conditions. The
detailed LOS worksheets are included in Appendix C.

Table 6, Future (2019) With and Without-Project Weekday PM Peak Hour Level of Service

2019 Without-Project 2019 With-Project
Intersections LOS! Delay? WM? LOS Delay WM
1. 77th Avenue SE / SE 27th Street B 17.2 B 18.1
2. 78th Avenue SE / SE 28th Street B 11.3 SB B 116 SB
3. Island Crest Way / SE 28th Street C 21.0 C 222
4. 78th Avenue SE / SE 32nd Streat B 121 EB -] 14.3 EB
1. Level of service (LOS), based on 2010 Highway Capacity Manual methodology.
2. Average delay in seconds per vehicle.
3, Worst movement reportad for unsignalized intersections where EE = eastbound and 5B = southbound.

As shown in Table B, all study intersections would operate at LOS C or belter, meeting LOS
standards. All study intersections would operate at the same LOS under with-project
conditions relative to without-project conditions, adding approximately two seconds or less of _ 7

delay. 7 ems b 1
W(}-,;@E (/ GASE R
Pick-Up and Drop-Off Trips ol

Youth classes and rehearsals at the MICA facility cause drop-off-and pick-up tri
especially during class start and dismissal times. Based on projected Youth Thea

Northwest (YTN) and [sland Youth Ballet (IYB) activity schedules, back-to-back cla
during daytime and afternoon hours will cause simuitaneous pick-up and drop-off trips during

to the site,

the same time frame. It is estimated that a maximum of 35 drop-off trips and 15 pick-up trips '
could occur during the weekday PM peak hour for the roadway network. The loading area at rn‘!—l 7
the site access will be designed to accommodate queuing during dismissal times with high — - co. -
pick-up and drop-off volumes. Additionally, a management plan will be developed-+toThitigate T1e =

riegafive pick-up and drop-off impacts to traffic in the area. The plan will incorporate curbside
management with through-only time limits and supervision by MICA staff members during
class dismissal times. The maximum number of pick-up trips occurred at 9pm with 48 trips
from pick-ups after simultaneous class/rehearsal dismissals. These trips will be
accommodated with curb space management adjacent to the site.

Parking

Supply

Parking is proposed off-site along MICA frontages at SE 32nd Street and 77th Avenue SE. -
Two studies, the Mercer Island Parking Analysis to Assess Availability (2015, MICA) and the o3 !
Town Center Parking Study {April 2016, BERK/City of Me%&na-lsl d), assessed the - . 7
availability of off-site surrounding parking lots. More than Doff-street parking stalls are ., o 28 *
located within a quarter mile of the MICA site, and their occupancy ranged from 20% to 40%

in the highest studied occupancy period, 12pm to 3pm. Based on these studies and i F
commitments from surrounding lots, it is anticipated that on-street parking and parking - (7.
available at local businesses will be shared to satisfy the project parking demand.
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b
Proposed changes by the City to the town center area include on-street parking on both east (’ L TH HL
and west sides of 77th Avenue SE, as well as along other roadways surrounding the site.
Existing on-street parking supply is currently under-utilized, as discussed below. No on-site / K
parking is proposed for this project.

On-Streetf Parking Supply

An on-street parking utilization study was conducted to determine the available on-street
parking supply and occupancy within a 1200-foot walking distance of the project site.
Information at 800-foot, 1000-foot, and 1200-foot walking distances from the site are
summarized in Table 7. Parking supply and demand counts were conducted from 2 to 3 p.m.
and 6 to 7 p.m. in April 2016, The roadways included in the study area were SE 29th Street,
80th Avenue SE, and SE 32nd Street. A detailed summary of the parking utilization study is
provided in Appendix F.

Table 7. Parking Utilization Study Summary

Walking Distance from Site

800-feet 1,000-feet 1,200-feot

On-Strest Supply! 19 106 116
Afternoon

Average On-Street Occupancy? 11 (58%:) 70 (66%) 71(61%)

Available Parking Supply 8 36 45
Evening

Average On-Street Occupancy? 3(13%) 37 (34%) 38 (33%)

Available Parking Supply 16 69 78
1. Estimated on-street parking spaces based on standard SDOT procedures for maasurements July 2015, r O"J Ss&
2. Based on an average of two days of data collection on April 26 and 27, 2016. At H—sz.ﬁ'

T H"=S = wc nts
As shown in the table, the average on-street occupancy ranges from approximatel@/ Frrom cn TABLE
percent of the available on-street supply in the afternocon and evening. During the afternoon,
a total of 45 spaces are available within 1,200 feet the site, with 36 available within 1,000 feet
of the site, and 8 available within B00 feet of the site. During the evening, a total of 78 spaces
are available within the site vicinity, with 69 available within 1,000 feet of the site, and 16
available within 800 feet of the site. Note these figures do not include the approximately 88
new on-street parking spaces that are expected to be added on 77th Avenue SE; see
Appendix Gk,

Demand

Parking demand was evaluated through multiple factors. The Institute of Transportation
Engineers ({ITE) Parking Generation, 4th Edition, and City of Mercer Island code
requirements were consulted while developing parking demand. The ITE Land Use 441 (Live
Theater) recommends an average of 0.33 spaces per seal, or 1 parking space per 3 theater
seats. ITE provides guidelines for parking demand; however, due to the unique
characteristics of the project site, activity schedules for both Design and High Activity
scenarios were analyzed.

Within the Mercer Island commercial zoned areas, City code requires 1 parking space for
every 4 seats.? The City of Mercer Island zoning does not specifically require a minimum
amount of parking for performing arts uses in the P land use zoning, but MICA will propose

3 Mercer Island City Code, Chapter 19.04, Section 19.04.040
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zoning changes to require an amount of spaces. ADA parking requirements will be
accommodated with on-street designated handicap parking at the nearest areas to the site.

Parking accumulation was estimated based on venue capacity for each activity space. Two
scenarios were developed to match the trip generation scenarios, a Design (75 percent
capacity) Scenario, and a High Activity Scenario. As described above, the Design Scenario
includes an evening mainstage performance, as well as evening classroom or recital studio
events, with each venue at 75 percent capacity. Mid-day classroom events at 100 percent
capacity are also included in this scenario. In addition to these activities, the High Activity
Scenario includes an additional mid-day rehearsal and a sold out or 100 percent capacity
performance. Average vehicle occupancies (AVO) of 2.2 persons per vehicle for staff
members, performers, and audience were assumed to be consistent with trip generation
methodology, as well as the Federal Way Performing Arts & Conference Center — Traffic &
Parking Study. Figure 8 summarizes the estimated parking demand.

250
200 -———Design
Scenario
L]
T 150
@ = = High
5 Activity
s 100 Scenario
o
50
1]

Before 2.00 3:00 4:00 500 600 7:00 800 9:00 10:00
200 PM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM PM
PM

Figure 8: Parking Accumulation Curve

As shown in Figure 8, the peak parking demand ranges from a total of 162 to 205 parking
stalls for the Design and High Activity scenarios, respectively. These assumptions are
conservative because attendance levels are anticipated to be lower. In addition, the parking
demand estimates for the performances do not include ride sharing trips, walking trips, or
drop-off trips. While it is expected that multiple activities could occur throughout the
performing arts center simultaneously, it is unlikely that every venue would be filled at the
same time period.

The accompanying parking management plan details strategies that will accommodate
parking demand. This will include discussion regarding added trips generation as vehicles
circulate the study area to find on-street parking. During larger events when parking
management is necessary, parking ambassadors will be utilized to direct vehicles to available
lots. In addition, an on-street parking utilization study was conducted to accompany shared-
parking agreements with local businesses. Detailed assumptions regarding activity schedules
and parking accumulation are included in Appendix E.
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Draft Transportation Impact Analysis
Mercer Island Center for the Arts (MICA) June 2016

Findings and Recommendations

This transportation impact study summarizes the project traffic impacts of the proposed
Mercer Island Center for the Arts (MICA). General findings and recommendations include:

MICA would develop a performing arts center, containing a mainstage auditorium,
theatre lab, recital studio, dance studio, and several classrooms and practice rooms

Based on a conservative estimate of project trip generation, the project would
generate approximately 152 net new PM peak hour trips with 78 inbound and 74
outbound.

Project traffic would represent 2 to 9 percent of the 2019 PM peak hour traffic
volumes at off-site study.

All study intersections are anticipated to meet the respective City and WSDOT
standards, operating at LOS C or better under both future 2019 with- and without-
project conditions.

The peak parking demand ranges from a tolal of 162 to 205 parking stalls for the
Design and High Activity scenarios, respectively.

The project could generate a maximum of 35 drop-off trips and 15 pick-up trips
during the weekday PM peak hour for the roadway network. These trips will be
accommodated with site design, with a curbside loading area able to accommodate
drop-off and pick-up queuing. A management plan will be developed to mitigate
negative pick-up and drop-off impacts to traffic in the area.
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CITY OF MERCER ISLAND, DEVELOPMENT SERVICES GROUP
9611 S.E. 36 ST., MERCER ISLAND, WA 98040

(206) 275-7605 FAX: (206) 275-7726

WWW.MERCERGOV.ORG

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
(WAC 197-11-960)

Date Received
File No.

Fee
See Development Application for fees

Purpose of Checklist:

The Stale Environmental Policy Acl {SEPA), chapler 43.21C RCW, requires all governmental agencies to consider
the environmental impacts of a proposal before making decisions. An environmental impact statement (EIS) must be
prepared for all proposals with probable significant adverse impacts on the quality of the environment. The purpose
of this checklist is to provide information to help you and the agency identify impacts from your proposal (and to avoud
impacts from the proposal, if it can be done) and to help the agency decide whether an EIS is required.

Instructions for Applicants:

This env ironmental ¢ hecklist asks y ou t o de scribe s ome basic i nformation abou t y our proposal. G overnmental
agencies use this checklist to determine whether the environmental impacts of your proposal are significant, requiring
preparation of an E 1S. A nswer the ques tions briefly, with the m ost precise i nformation k nown, or give the be st
description you can.

You must answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. In most cases, you should
be able to answer the questions from your own observations or project plans without the need to hire expens. If you
really do not know the answer, or if a ques tion does not apply to your proposal, write “do not know” or “does not
apply.” Complete answers to the questions now may avoid unnecessary delays later.

Some questions ask about govemmental regulations, such as zoning, shoreline, and landmark designations. Answer
these questions if you can. If you have problems, the govermmental agencies can assist you.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of time or on
different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal or its environmental
effects. T he agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your answers or provide additional
information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant adverse impact.

Use of checkiist for nonproject proposals:

Complete t his checklist for nonproject proposals, even though que stions may be ans wered “does not apply.” I N
ADDITION, complete the SUPPLMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D).

For nonproject actions, the references in the checklist to the words “project”, “applicant,” and “property or site” should
be read as “proposal,” proposer”, and “affected geographic area,” respectively.

A. BACKGROUND

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable:
Mercer Island Center for the Arts

2. Name of applicant. Lesley Bain, Architact for Mercer Island Center for the Arts
3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

Framework Culturat Placemaking
1429 12th Avenue, Suile C,
Seattle WA 98101

SADSGWORMS\LanduseForms\SEPAChecklist 01/2012



4. Date checklist prepared: =" [+ ]
5. Agency requesting checklist:

City of Mercer Island

6. Proposed timing or schedule {(including phasing, if applicable).

There are four components to this project {1) Lease Agreement between the City of Mercer Island and MICA for the
property whare a petforming arts center is 10 be located; {2) a laxt amendment to the Cily's 2oning code; (3) a possible Shorl Plat if required by the
City, and {4) construclion of a performing arts center.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansions, or further activity related to or connected with this
proposal? If yes, explain.

No

List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, directly related
to this proposal.

Geotechnical Engineering Design Report, Proposed Mercer Island Center for the Arts, Harl Crowser, July 26, 2016

upplemenial Memorandum, Harl Crowser, May 68, 2015

Waetland Delinaation Report, Mercar Island Center for the Aris, The Watershed Company. May 21, 2015

Mercer Island Center for the Arts Conceptual Mitigation Plan. The Watershed Company, Juty 20, 2016

9, /7Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other proposals directly affecting
the property covered by your proposal? |f yes, explain.

No b
2D &e 7
A1
10. List any government approvals or pemnits that will be needed for your proposal, if known. v
-
Lease of underying property, City of Mercer Istand AlLSe ALt ¢ F 7¥r CemnyTruacite
Building Parmit Approval, City of Mercer Island
Texi Amendment to Cily of Mercar Island P-zona regulations, City of Mercer Istand [Fevert 175,

Short Plan, if necessary, City of Mercer Island

11. Give brief, complete description of your propesal, including the proposed uses and the size of the project and
site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal.
You do not need to repeal those answers on this page. (Lead agencies may modify this form to include
additional specific information on project description.)

As noled above, thare are four components to this proposal:
(1) Lease Agreemaent between the City of Mercer Istand and MICA for the property where a performing arts center is to be located.

{2) A text amendment lo Public Institulon (P) designatian of the City's zoning code to allow the uses planned lor the performing arts center, including n

Hmmbme il 4wl At mbdimnc w eledia and swhihiban LIRS i E LT imme P,

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufﬁcnent information for a person to understand the precise location of your
proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. If a proposai
would occur over a range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site
plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if reasanably available. While you should submit any plans required by
the agency, you are not raquired to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications
related to this checklist.

The localon is generally on the Southwest comer of 77th Avenus SE and SE 32nd Street. See Attachment A: Proposed Lease Boundary, and
Atlachment B: Proposed Building Foolprint,
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR

.
.

AGENCY USE ONLY
ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS
Earth
General description of the site (check one}. Elz r steep slopes, mou ﬁnous other...
What is the steepest slope on the site (appmx{nate percen s.lt::pe)cj

Tha steapest portion of the slope is approximately 22%

What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat, muck)? If you know the
classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any prime farmland.

According 1o the geotachnical repori, soils ara fine-grained glacial deposits, everlain by non-glacial deposils, clay and Vashon till. For more detail, see
Geolechnical Report, Attachment B

Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?

If so, describe.

According ta the geolechnical report, the site is in a landslide location and partially within mapped landslide deposiis. In the opinion of the
geotechnical engineers, the construction of the building will not increase or decrease the landslide hazard in the vicinity. Thers is a risk that debris
could travel down slope if there were a landslide up the hill o the west. The slope near the proposed building, according 1o tha report, is not
considered steep enough to pose a seismic slopa stability risk.
Describe the purpose, type, and approximate quantities of any filling or grading proposed. Indicate source of fill.

Excavation: Approximalely 2,000 cubic yards of cut is expected
Fill. Approximately 1,300 cubic yards of fill will be used to shape grade below tha first floor. The source will depand on selected earthwork contraclor,
but typically comes from either the Kent/Auburn or Issaquah/Praston araa.

Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.
Best management praclices will be used to minimize ercsion on the site during clearing and consiruclion,

About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project construction (for example,
asphalt or buildings)?
The site boundaries are an approved leass lna purposefully sel near the building. For that reasan, the majorily of the site Is the building foolprint iise,
plaza space and fire access.

Proposed measures {o reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any:

Multiple bast management praclices will be used including a conslruclion entrance, silt fance, a concrete truck and pump washoul area and caich
basin inseris. Strict maintenance and monitoring criteria will be provided so that the temporary erosion ard sedimant control systems are in good
working order throughout the duration of construction.

Alr

What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal (i.e., dust, automobile, odors, industrial wood
smoke} during construction and when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give approximate
quantities if known.

Typical amissions from construction equipment during construction

Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so, generally describe.

No

Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

None neaded
Water
Surface;

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including year-round and seasonal
streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state
what stream or river it flows into.

Waetlands are in the vicinity, as described in Attachmani E: Wetland Delineation Report, Mercer Istand Cenler for the Aris, The Watershed Company.
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR
AGEMCY USE ONLY

2) Will the project require any wark over, in, or adjacent to {within 200 feet) the described waters? [f yes,
please describe and attach available plans.

Yes. Wark is anticipated outsize of {ha minimum allowed bufier of 25 feet near the welland. Wetland mitigation will be proposed per Cily of Marcer
Island requirements, 159.07 0BO(C)

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or remaoved from surface water or
wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.

No fil or dredge material will be placed in or removed from the wetland.

4) Wil the propasal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general description, purpose, and
approximate quantities if known.

No

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan.
No

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so, describe the type of
waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

No

b. Ground:

1) Will ground water be withdrawn, or will water be discharged to ground water? Give general description,
purpose, and approximate quantities if known,
No

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other sources, if any (for
example: Domestic sewage; industrial, [containing the following chemicals...]; agricultural; etc.). Describe
the general size of the system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if
applicable), or the number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

None

pDETENTICH VAVLT

c.  Water runoff (including stormwaler):

1) Describe the source of runoff (inciuding stormwater) and/method of collection and disposal, if any (include
guantities, if known). Where will this water flow? Wil this water flow into ofher walers? If so, describe,

Stommwaler runoft will come from paved and plaza ameas, and from thegbuiding roof. Roof downspouts will be directad into a bioralenlion area (o
{reat water belore discharge inlo a proposed deleniion vauit. Slormwgter runoff from the non-pollulion generating areas of the site wil be collected
in area drains and calch basins before being routed 1o th - Runoff from impervious surface where motor vehicles apy

2) ‘Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.
No

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water impacts, if any:

Surfaca runolf from the hillside will be intercepted by the proposed swale that will be strategically graded into the hillside to minimize impacts to the
existing vegelation. Welland mitigation for buffer reduction is addressed in Atlachment F. Mercer Island Center for the Arts Conceplual Miligalion
Plan, prepared by The Watershed Company. Waler from impervious surfaces will be handled peritem C.1. above
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TO BE COMPLETED 8Y APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR

4.

a.

AGENCY USE ONLY
Plants

Check or circle types of vegetation found on the site:

deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other

\I\ -

levergreen free: fir, cedar, pine, other
shrubs

grass

pasture

crop or grain

wet sail plants: cattail, buttercup, bulrush, skunk cabbage, other

water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

other types of vegetation

What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

Vegelation will be removed on the portion of the site that is not currently impervious. The vegsiation is in fill dirt and is not generally healthy. Some
grassy areas n the park will disturbed during construction and replanted,

List threatened or endangeied species known to be on or near the site,
None known.

Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures 1o preserve or enhance vegetation on the site, if
any:

Site will be replanted around the new buillding with new trees and shrubs that will be pianted in appropriate scil and growing condilions. Drought
res stant and native plantings will be favored.

Animals

State any birds and animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on or near the
site:

Birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other: typical bird and small mammal spacies are likely ta be on the sile

Mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other.
Fish: bass, salmon, trout, heming, shellfish, other:

List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.

Nona known,

Is the site part of a migration route? (If so, explain.)
No

Proposed measure to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:
The praject will include planting healthier nalive habitat. The work done for wetland buffer mitigation will improve localized habilat.

Energy and natural resources

What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet the completed project's
energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating, manufacturing, etc.

Elactricity will ba used to power variable air volume heal pump units for healing, cooling and ventilation. Elactric will also be used for lighting,
equipment and other power needs.
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR

b.

AGENCY USE ONLY
Would your preject affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If so, generally describe.
No

What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? List other proposed
measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any:

The building will mest, at a minimum, the provisions of the Washington Stale Ensrgy Code, and LEED Silvar. We expect a well-insulated bullding
envelope and energy efficient building systems.

Environmental health

Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk of fire and explosion, spill,
or hazardous waste that could occur as a result of this proposal? If so, describe.

in terms of exsiing environmental hazards, a Phase 1 Environmenlal Review was done, and indicates thal any environmental conlamination is
highly unlikely. The raview found thal no Phase 2 Review would ba merited. See Attachment, Phasa 1 Environmental Review, Aerotech, December
18, 2015, Minor amounts of hazardous material, such as painl or cleaning supplias would be o small o constilule 8 hazard.

1) Describe special emergency services that might be required.

Emergency services such as fire and emergency medical assistance would be provided by first responders from the City of Mercar Island. No
special emargency services are anticipaled.

2) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:

Mo measures anficipated 10 be necessary.

Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: traffic, equipment,
operation, other)?
None

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a shori-term or a long-
term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from
the site.

In the short term, construction naise will nccur during the construction phase. In the long term, sounds generated within the building will primarily
stay within the building. Ouiside of he building, outdoor parformances will take place during summer monihs.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

Construction will be done during hours allowed by City of Mercer island. For the building. a professional acoustical engineer is providing inputl to
the project,

Land and shoreline use

What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties?

Much of the sile was used as a racycle center unlil 2010. On the north end of the site is a small concrele plaza with a flagpole. The Farmers New
World Lifs Insurance office building is adjacent to the site on ihe north. To the west is a woodad siope and to the east is the lawn of Mercerdale
Park. To the south is a vegelated area located on top of ﬁ“: dint, generally in poor condition, A skalapark is also 1o the south. A stair and trail [~

Has the s‘iie't‘a'eén'used for agricui'ture'?' If éo. describe.
No

Describe any structures on the site.

The site has a one-story structure buill in the 1970°s for a recycle center. The sile also has public restrooms, and sinks used by the Farmers
Market,

Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?
The structures described above will be demolishad.
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR

10.

1.

AGENCY USE ONLY
What is the current zoning classification of the site?

Publie Instituton—P

What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?
Park

If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?
The sile is not covered by the shoreling masiter program

Has any part of the site been classified as an “environmentally sensitive” area? If so, specify.
Yes. The Landslide Hazard Area Map (MICC 18.16.010) indicates that there has bean an identified landslide on the site. The area is identified for

potential high water table. For more specific Information, refer to the geolechnical report and wetland mitigation report.
Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?
Approximately 12 people would work in the completed building. There would be no residents.

Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?

None
Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: -~
None .

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and prgjected land uses and plans, if any:

Regulations for the P-zone will need to be medified by the Cily of Mercer Island 1o allow & ot hnd building permit approval for the
project. The project will provide plaza space for public use and new landscaping lo tie the building mto ILa park setting. The trail to First Hill will be
retained or replaced. We ara working with Mercer Island Parks & Recreation on supporting and supplementing park functions.

Housing

Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, middle, or low income housing.

Naone

Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, middle, or low income
housing.

None
Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

Not applicable

Aesthetics

What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas? What is the principal exterior
material(s) proposed?
The tallest porlion of the structure is approximalely 35" high. The exterior building materials on the most visible facade will be heavily glazed.

What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?
The building itself will not alter or obstruct any views.

Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetics impacits, if any:
The partion of tha building atong the edge of the park will be lowered for scale, with quality malerials and views inta the cafe, lobby, a reclaimed

wood truss roof and arl gallery. Landscaping along the park edge of the buiding will integrate the building into the park.
Light and glare

What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly cccur?
Tha butld ng will nnt sigmreanlly contribule to glare. After dark, light from the Interior of tha building will be visible along the path and as viewed n
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR

12

13

14.

C.

AGENCY USE ONLY

Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views?
No.

What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?
None

Proposed measures o reduce or conlrol light and glare impacts, if any:
Lighting will be selacted to reduce glare, and will typically be downlighting. Landscape screening wil conirol also glare from across the park.

Recreation

What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?

Mercerdale Park's lawn and walking path. trads through the woods; a skatepark and exercise equipment. A children’s play area is also nearby, to

the soulheast of the lawn area. Tha Farmers Market iakes place in the adjacent streets during warmer moniha SE 32nd Street and 77th Avenue

SE are closad on Sundays from 10 to 3 for tha Farmers Market, and for Summer Celebralion waekend. Concerts and other events lake place uu
Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? [f so, describe.

The project will ramove exisling public restrooms available to park users and sinks used by the Farmers Market. however ihe project wil provide

temporary replacement during construction and permanent replacemnent wilh the finished project. The flagpole and concrete plaza al

Bicentennial Patk will be remaved. Part of what was once rarerred toas the nahve plant garden wﬂl ba removed, A portion of the park will be
Proposed measures to reduce or control :mpacts on recreation, lncludlng recreation opportunities to be provided
by the project or applicant, if any:

Mercer Island Center for the Arts has been working with the Parks Depariment and the Farmers Market 1o ensure thal these recreational

aclivities are supporied by MICA's new Taciity. The project will provide improved public rastrooms: il will replace the sinks and provide storage for

the Farmers Market, A plaza area with seating will be provided by the new project, and the flagpole will be relocated. The design will incorporate
ouldoor performance space. The addilion of lhe new ognter for the arts is expected to increase usage of the park. The First Hi trail will remain,

Historic and cultural preservation

Are there any places or objects listed on, or proposed for, national, state, or local preservation registers known to
be on or next to the site. If so, generally describe,
MNone known,

Generally describe any landmarks or evidence of historic, archaeological, scientific, or cultural importance knawn
to be on or next to the site.
None known.

Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts, if any:

If Rams of historic or cultural value ar found on sita, we will contacl the Washinglon State Depariment of Archagology & Historic Preservalion at
(360) 586-3065

Transporiation

Identify public streets and highways serving the
Show on site plans, if any.
The sile is served by the strest grid of Mercer Islang m own Center. The site is southwest of the intersection of 77th Avenue SE and SE

32nd Streel. Primary access is {rom this interseclion Ava SE and SE 32 nd St). Access from the south shown is for use in case
of emargancy (fre trucks) during the Farmers Market or Summer Celabration when the siresls are dosad 1o vehiclas.

Eite, and describe proposed access to the existing street system.

Is site currently served by public transit? If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop?

The Town Center is well servad by King County Metro and Sound Transit at the Park and Ride, which is approximalely a ten minute walk from
the sile. Metro routes 201 and 204 have stops a block to the east of the site, on 78th Avenue SE. Buses from the Mercer Igland School District
also taka children 1o and from schools, and are expecled to be a major source of transporiation for classes.

How many parking spaces would the completed project have? How many would the project eliminate?

The proect will not eliminate parking. Parking will be avaiable on nearby streels and through amangements with MICA and nearby property

-
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR
AGENCY USE ONLY

@ Will the proposal require any new roads or streets, or improvements to exiting roads or streets, not including

driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or private).

Ses AttachmentG. Crv— S TESEYT TG CA<9evy 43 PePraT o> rS
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Ce b AT S,
e. Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of} water, rail, or air transportation? If so, generally
describe,
No.

f.  How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? If known, indicate when peak
volumes would occur.

See Attachment G. Ao S np TS L Tiony

g. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

Tha proposal Includes classes and other educational forums. To mitigate pedestrian and vehicular traffic volumes during beginning and ending of
classes, we intend to stagger the class schedules as much as raasonably possible_ In addition, we plan to have 1+ staff putside during drop
offfpick up limes to assist In managing queued vehicles, pravent parking, keap traffic moving, and sign kids infout as neseded.

15. Public services
a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services {for example; fire protection, police protection,
health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe.
Mercer Isiand Fire Depariment will provide fire protection for the facility. The City will also provide police protection. Tha project does not
significantly increase the need for public service
b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.
The building will be fully sprinklered and have a full fire aiarm system. Staff will be fully trained in First Aid and First Aid equipment will be
available on sile
18. Utilities
a, Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary
sewer, septic system, other,
Electricily, natural gas, waler, refuse sarvice, telephone, sanitary sewer, cable, phone and intermel service are available lo the sile.
b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service, and the general
construction activilies on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might be needed.
Electricity: Pugel Sound Energy
Water City of Mercer Island
Refuse Service: Alied Wasle

C. SIGNATURE

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the answers to the
attached SEPA Checklist are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. | understand that the lead agency is
relying on them to make its decision.

H Digitally signed by Lesley Bain
Lesley Bain  oie ez sz oroo

Signature:

Date Submitted: JUIy 27' 2016
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR
AGENCY USE ONLY

SEPA RLULES
D. SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS
(do not use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction with the list of the
elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of activities likely to result from
the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or at a faster rate than if the proposal were not
implemented. Respond briefly and in general terms.

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; productions, storage, or release of
toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise?

The proposal is not likely 1o increase any of ihe listed tems because the language of the Text Amendment is very narrow and highly unikely to
rasull in other project aclions
Proposed measures to avoid or reduce increases are:

None needed.

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

The proposal is not likely to cause impacis beyond Lhe project covered in the SEPA checklist bacause the language of the Text Amendment is
vary narmmow and highly unlikely to resull in othar project actions,

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:
None needed.

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?
The proposal is not likely to cause impacls beyond the project covered in the SEPA checklist because the language of the Text Amendment is
vary narrow and highly unlikely 1o resull In other project actions,
Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:
None needed.

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas designated (or eligible or
under study) for governmental protection; such as parks, wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered
species habitat, historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

Tha proposal is not Ikely to cause impacts beyond the project covered in the SEPA checklist because the language of the Text Amendmant is
very narrow and highly unlikely to result in other project actions.

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

None needed.

5.  How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it would allow or encourage land or
shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

The proposal is not Fkely 1o cause impacis beyond the project covered in the SEPA checklist because tha language of the Text Amendment is
very narrow and highly unliksly to result in olher project actions.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

None needed

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public services and utilities?
The proposal is not likely lo cause impacts beyond the project covered in tha SEPA, chacklist because the language of the Text Amendment ig
very narrow and highty unlikely to result in olher project actions.
Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:
None needed

7. ldentify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or requirements for the protection
of the environment.
No conflicts known,
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