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Ask DC government bodies to address ANC 1D resolutions on the MtP
Library

Resolved, ANC 1D advisesthe DC government bodieslisted in Appendix A to accord 1D's
resolutionsthe Great Weight duein considering permits and the changesin facilities and services
associated with the redevel opment of the Mt Pleasant Library. In particular, 1D asks, in accordance
with law, that this resolution be acknowledged within ten days, and that al the points be answered
in particularity from the perspective of 1D.

DCRA and other permitting agencies should not issue permits, and permits should be withdrawn if
aready issued, until the pointsraised in the resol utions are resolved in accordance with the ANC
law.

With the provisoslisted in Appendix B, thisresolution readopts all previous 1D resolutions on the
MtP Library, listed in Appendix C.

Here, and new, the resol utions reinterpreted but largely unchanged except for theinsertion of a
scheme of points, where each point isto be specifically answered in accordanceto the directives of
caselaw. There are 183 pointsremaining not legally answered out of 13 resolutions. The pointsare
arranged for conveniencein an outline format but with the intent that each point be considered asa
point of advice requiring an answer, regardless of whereit appearsin an outline structure.

Theadditional change of thisresolution isthat whereasthe original resolution was directed to one
or afew agencies, now theresolutions are directed to alarger number of bodies. Wherever
concernsare listed as points of discussion, theintent of thisresolution isto ask that they be
considered as points of adviceto al agenciesnoted in Appendix B, requiring Great Weight
acknowledgment and answers.

The"Why" parts of the various resolutions, aswell asthe Appendices, must be considered as
included in thisresolution with no difference in importance than had they been inserted at their
point of mention.

Why

Many bodies of DC government havefailed to faithfully observethe ANC law and caselaw on
handling of ANC resolutions. Thisresolution compiles and updates those resolutions, and further
separates out the pointsto be answered. Theintent hereisto clarify the status of the resolutions,
and especially, how the underlying issues are to be addressed.

Explicit statement that the "why" portions and appendices must be considered asfully and
unweakened parts of the resolution may seemfoolish; it ishere because DCPL tried to evade the
ANC law by ignoring them.



Appendix A

The point of listing liaisonsisto include in thisresolution arequest to forward so that inattention
cannot be blamed on 1D'sfailureto track downwho, by the ANC law, isthelatest designated
liaison. Thisexcuse has been used before.

The Mayor of DC.

The Mayor's Agent - for handling historical preservationissues. Apparently, the current incumbent
isthe Director of the Office of Planning; if not, then resol utions should be forwarded.

The Council - thisincludesthe relevant committees, especially the Committee on Libraries, and the
Member for Ward One, and the At-Large Members.

DCPL - DC Public Library. The ANC liaison appearsto be currently Archie Williams; if not, then
resol utions should beforwarded.

TheLibrary Board - The Board of Trustees of the DC Public Library. John W. Hill Jr. is President;
an executive order placesresponsibility for obeying the ANC law on the heads of independent
boards and commissions.

OP - the Office of Planning. The ANC liaison appearsto be currently Geraldine Gardner; if not,
then resolutions should be forwarded.

dDoT - The DC Department of Transportation. The ANC liaison appearsto be currently Aaron
Rhones; if not, then resol utions should be forwarded.

DPR - The Department of Parks and Recreation. The Interim Director is Jesis Aguirre.

DCRA - the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs. The ANC liaison appearsto be
currently Nicholas M gjett; if not, then resol utions should be forwarded.

HPRB - Historic Preservation Review Board. Thisindependent Board ischaired by Tersh
Boasberg, but is housed in the Office of Planning.

FEMS - Fireand Emergency & Medical Service. The ANC liaison appearsto be currently William
Wright; if not, then resol utions should be forwarded.

Office of Zoning (OZ) also support the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) and the Zoning
Commission(ZC). The ANC liaison appearsto be currently SaraBardin; if not, then resolutions
should be forwarded.

Agenciesdealing with seniorsand the handicapped include:

Disability Rights, Office of - The ANC liaison appearsto be currently Susie M cFadden-Resper; if
not, then resolutions should be forwarded.

Aging, Office of - The ANC liaison appearsto be currently Courtney Williams; if not, then
resolutions should beforwarded.

Appendix B - 183 pointsin 13 resolutions.
The newly authorized resol utions, in Reverse Chronol ogical Order of their original passage, are

1.20100316__ ANC1D advisesthe DC Council to disapprove DCPL contractsfor the Ward One
(MtP) Library

15 points.



For: the Mayor, the Mayor's Agent, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR,
DCRA, BZA, FEMS, agencies dealing with seniors and the handi capped.

2.20091006 TheHPRB should send DCPL'sMtPlibrary back for redesign.
58 points.

For: the Mayor, the Mayor's Agent, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR,
DCRA, BZA, FEMS, agenciesdealing with seniors and the handicapped.

3.20090721__ReformtheMount Pleasant Library plan
3 points.

For: the Mayor, the Mayor's Agent, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR,
DCRA, BZA, FEMS, agencies dealing with seniors and the handicapped.

4.20090616__Library Design ModificationsFor Fire Safety
5 points.

For: the Mayor, the Mayor's Agent, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR,
DCRA, BZA, FEMS, agenciesdealing with seniors and the handicapped.

5.20090317-05 The Mount Pleasant Library
4 points.

For: the Mayor, the Mayor's Agent, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR,
DCRA, BZA, FEMS, agenciesdealing with seniors and the handicapped.

6. 20081202- 13 Freeze on the Ice Cube blockage by DCPL.

The concerns about the planned large structure to the back and west side of the present library
building remain with the new structures, and still remain to be answered. Re-passing this resolution
asksthat the concerns be addressed in terms of the proposed new added structures.

16 points.

For: the Mayor, the Mayor's Agent, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR,
DCRA,BZA, FEMS, agenciesdealing with seniors and the handicapped.

7.20080902-07 DCPL should engagein serious discourse with MtP & ANC1D For: the Mayor, the
Mayor's Agent, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR, DCRA, BZA, FEMS,
agenciesdealing with seniorsand the handicapped.

4 points
For: the Mayor, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board.

8. 20080812-03 ANC1D advisesDCPL to delay closing the MtP Branch Library until it follows
the law on engagement.

35 points.
For: the Mayor, the Mayor's Agent, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP

9.20080812-02 Delay closing Mt Pleasant Branch Library until funds are availablefor alocal
temporary facility.

0 pointsremaining. Thiswasanswered satisfactorily by intervention from Councilmember
Graham. No further responseis needed.

10. 20080723-05 ANC1D advisesDCPL to delay closing the MtP Branch Library until it follows
the law on engagement.



6 points.
For: the Mayor, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR, DCRA.

11. 20080701-15 ANC1D Asksthe DC Council and Mayor to Delay Reconstruction of the Mount
Pleasant Library and Insist on Local Engagement.

12 points.
For: the Mayor, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board.

12.20080318-17 Adviceto DC Public Library Board for amore systematic upgrade, not just a
refurbishment, of the Mount Pleasant Branch Library.

21 points, because this resol utions endorses aresol ution of acivic group, and thus these points
must be given Great Weight answers.

For: the Mayor, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board, OP, dDoT, DPR, DCRA.

13.20080318-16 DC Public Libraries should alert ANCs, including 1D, on planned changesin
service, and allow response

4 points.
For : the Mayor, the Council, DCPL, thelibrary Board.

Appendix C - ANC1D resolutionson the M ount Pleasant Library, with pointsnoted
Full Resolutionsin Reverse Chronological Order.
ANCI1D advisesthe DC Council to disapprove DCPL contractsfor the Ward One (MtP) Library

Resolved, ANC 1D advisesthe DC Council —and in particular the Committee on Libraries, Parks
& Recreation — to disapprove contracts submitted by the District of ColumbiaPublic Library
(DCPL) for the Mt Pleasant Branch Library, and to indicate that no contractswill be approved until
several conditionsarefulfilled, listed below:

1. Local needs: DCPL submitsarevised design after serious consultation with thelocal ANCsthat

la. Reflects the distinctive needs of the neighborhood and local users by asking ward one ANCsfor
their ideas, and funding astudy of local needs and alternative approaches.

1b. Respectsthe almost unique historical traditions of this Carnegielibrary by not encumbering it
with adistracting and discordant 'hunchback’. The two other Carnegie branch libraries (Southeast
& TakomaPark) did not suffer such bloat.

1c. Facilitatesrather than hinders future emergency access by aladder firetruck to about adozen
older apartment buildings, by using an expansion of the ground floor entrance reducesthe difficulty
of access by seniors, handicapped, and familieswith infantsand kids.

1d. In particular, 1D urgesthe DC Council to make clear to DCPL that — compared to decades of
better future benefits and the very large capital costs — designs must be based on local needsand
neighborhood distinctiveness, not aDC-wide templ ate.

le. 1D urgesthe DC Council to give priority to the safety needs of neighbors by waiving the "by-
right" development of this government agency so that these issues may be addressed, say by the
Board of Zoning Adjustment, and by the Historic Preservation Review Board.

1f. Specifically, 1D advisesthe DC Council to requirethat the design be devel oped in collaboration
not only with ANCs but the Department of Transportation, the Office of Planning, and the
Department of Parks and Recreation so that thisinvestment can be leveraged with the neighboring



facilitiesfor greater public benefit. The Office of Planning (and 1D) has observed that this could be
agateway that would greatly enhance cross-ANC traffic, and aid the smallest main commercial
corridor of ward one'sfour ANCs.

2. Uphold thelaw: DCPL fulfillsitslegal duty of DCPL to notify and give Great Weight to local
ANCsof planning and design process, and does so by demonstrating utmost respect for code and
caselaw to answer each point raised by ANCsin particularity from the perspective of the ANC and
with evidence-based arguments.

2a. In particular, 1D urgesthe DC Council to make clear to DCPL that there are no rewards for
shirking or skirting the ANC and other laws.

2b. 1D urgesthe DC Council to insist that the law be upheld — the main entrance of any
substantially rehabbed public building must be accessible to al.

3. Larger, longer-term benefits: DCPL revisesthe design and processto facilitate adapting to major
changes of the next half century in technology and public engagement.

3a. In particular, 1D urgesthe DC Council to make clear to DCPL that an approved design must
provide for low-cost and high flexibility to adjust spacesto meet the needs of future studiesthat
have been promised but not done.

3b. Similar flexibility isneeded for DCPL to anticipate and adjust to the radical changes now
arising from new technol ogiesand patterns of information devel opment and application.

3c. Already, argumentsfor using better present practicesto increase effectiveness by afactor of ten
has been brought to DCPL 's attention, which they haveignored.

3d. A further gain in cost-effectiveness seem possible and even likely. It appearsthat the DC
Council need require changesin DCPL's management culture, and in thefacility plantofacilitate
systematic learning.

20091006__TheHPRB should send DCPL'sMtPlibrary back for redesign

Resolved, ANC1D, asking Great Weight, advisesthe Historic Preservation Review Board, the
Mayor's Agent, the Mayor, the Board and Staff of the DC Public Libraries, to heed thefollowing
points:

I. 1D advisesHPRB & c to oppose DCLP'srear addition design.
A

1. DCPL's proposed design does not meet the Guidelinesfor Additionsto Historic Buildings
(Guidelines) published by the Historic Preservation office.

2. Nor doesit appear to 1D —and its hundreds of residents attending the sixteen meetings called on
the design —to preserve and extend the historic qualities of the Mt Pleasant Branch Library.

3. Thislibrary, listed on the DCPL website at the address of 1600 Lamont S, isdescribed in the
1985 application for the Historic District asthe primary contributing building to thisDistrict. Thus,
itisof paramount importance that the many qualitiesand architectural cultural objectsand tropes
be preserved.

4. Asthisreview below reveals, the addition proposed for the Mount Pleasant Branch Library fails
to meet numerous basi ¢ tests of compatibility and should not be approved by the Historic
Preservation Review Board without significant revisions.

B.

DCPL'sdesign fails 1D'sobservation, that of itsresidentsand, in rare unanimity anong 1D's civic
associations, and the Guidelinesfor thefollowing points:



1. Setback (distance from property lines): Whilethe additionison therear, it isvisible from behind
thelibrary on both sides. It does not respect existing setbacksfrom either sidelot line.

2. Orientation (direction the building faces): Thelibrary faces northeast whilethe addition faces
due north and invites replacement of the monumental entrance by one adjacent to rear trash storage
of two neighboring buildings.

3. Scale (relative size of building inrelation to its neighbors): Thelibrary isamonumental structure
surrounded by other large buildings and a so several small townhouses. The additionisalso of
monumental scale but too large vis-&-visthe library. An addition to a historic structure should defer
to and not compete withiit.

4. Proportion (relationship of dimensionsof building elements): L ocation of windowsin addition
are at the same height asthelibrary where they exist but they are smaller and partially obscured by
pieces of wall cladding, neutralizing the visual effect.

5. Rhythm (spacing of repetitive facade elements): Therhythm of thelibrary isgiven primarily by
beautifully articulated windowswith multiplelitesin asimplelimestonefacade, whilethe addition
offersabusy wall pattern with simple windows partially screened by thewall material.

6. Massing (use of projections such as steps and porches): The projection of the addition to the
west property line with the associated ramp creates anew dominant projection that detracts from
the massing of the existing building.

7. Height (of walls, cornices, and other projections): The apparent heights of the walls of the
addition are at the level of the cornice of thelibrary, but the addition has no cornice or other
projectionsor raised details. Thetotally smooth surfaces contrast unfavorably with the classical
detailsof thelibrary.

8. Materials (for walls, windows, roofs and other visible elements): Thelibrary islimestonewith a
limestone-colored terra cotta cornice, wooden double hung windows, and apeaked red tile roof.
The addition appearsto utilize limestone blocksfor the basement level but then switchesto
elongated terra cotta baguettes arranged in obvious columnsinto which the windows partially
disappear. The material of thewindowsisnot identified but the configuration (single lites) does not
match the library. What appears asaroof from adistanceis actually aslanted open screen to shield
the view from below of equipment on the flat roof.

9. Colors(of materials): Thelibrary isgrey below and red above. The addition proposesamixture
of red and grey on the exterior walls, with red baguettes being interspersed with grey on the second
floor and the rooftop screen being entirely red. The colors are within the same range but the
arrangement isjarring.

10. Roof Shapes: The screen projecting above theroof of the addition isslanted at therear to
imitate the lines of the library roof but juts straight upward on the atrium side of the addition. The
roofsin fact do not have similar shapes and do not appear compatible.

11. Detailsand Ornamentation: “ An addition should consider the amount, location and
elaborateness of existing detailsand ornamentationinitsdesign,” but should not copy them or
obscure, damage or remove them. With the exception of the sun room, which would be removed,
the proposed addition would not damage existing exterior details.

But itsvery plainnessand lack of attractive detail clash and are thusincompatible with thelibrary.

12. Reversibility: Again, with the exception of the sun room, the proposed addition could in theory
beremoved at afuture date without significant damageto the original exterior structure.

[1.1D advisesHPRB & c to oppose DCLP'sADA accessdesign.



The large and complicated ramp design destroysthe historical symmetry of the structure by
attaching amassthat from awesterly approach dominates the appearance of the building, as
supported by the following pointsfrom the vantage of the neighborhood:

1. Astedtifiedin 1D'smany (16) public meetings, the popular impressionis predominantly:
la. Itisugly, and destroysthe previous symmetry.

l1al: Thenew forminitssize distracts attention from the whol e, historically open and balanced
current structure.

1a2: The proposed ramp includes many discordant parts. While the present structure harmonizesits
many parts, DCPL'swest-side structureisajumble.

1b. Itistoo largefor itsfunction, so that the new mass of about a hundred tons seems not just a
deviation but an obsession for some unknown motive.

1c. When approached from the west, the fence, the size, the compl exity of masses, theincongruity
of the extended structurethat isrevealed in transit presents an experience that attractsinterest and
is completely different from the slow reveal of neo-classic renaissance detail of the current
building.

2. Itisdifficult and maybe dangerousin sense, in stark negative contrast to the clean classicism of
the current building.

2a. Much like astructure that includes amenacing overhang of alarge mass, thelong ramp
bespeaksinconvenience, along hikewith twistsand turns.

2b. Sincetheramp isfor wheelchairs, thelong rise provoked many handicapped observersin 1D
meetingsto expressalarm at theimplicit dangers of runaway chairs, or abuses by skateboarders.

2b1 Thelong narrow routeishardly inviting. These observations are seconded in the latter from
Sarah's Circlein the appendix.

2b2. Therampisover ahundred feet long, and much is obscured. There are almost no humane and
user friendly touchesthat best applicable design could provide.

Thelack of thesefacilitiesreinforce theimpression that the rampsimport isto denigrateits users.
Thispoint isreinforced in the next point.

2c. In contrast to the sense of personal el evation intended with the current steps, or the welcoming
and broad incline possible with aterrace entrance, observersat 1D meeting complained that the
difficulty presented, and the rear entrance bespeaks aninsuilt.

2d. It is asthough theintent of segregating children (who, as contemporary documents attest,
should be neither seen nor heard) have been broadened to an entire underclass. DCPL 'sarchitects
may haveintended, asthey testified, to provide agreater welcome to the handicapped. Instead,
from 1D's audiences, they have donethe opposite.

The oppressive appearance noted by many in 1D's meetings contrast to the ease and functionality
of the current design, and modest ADA ramp. ANC1D has before resolved to recommend
development of theterrace alternative. That alternative can better provide an inviting enhancement
of the current design, the principal historic presencein Mt Pleasant, to serve asagateway.

3. The closed and convoluted spatial logic goes against the logic of open and comprehensibleforms
of the current building'sclassical and renaissance origins.

3a. The gated garden could easily attract crimein ahigh crime area. The architecture of classical
and renaissancetimesal so reflect their experience with elevated |evel s of assaults and personal
danger. Thesevery human realities strongly condition human perception, much asamenacing
overhang might.



3al. There are many assaultsin thisblock, so alow gate and patchy environment goes against the
previous open design. As shown by surveys by alocal neighbor's association, thereisarea basis
for fear, astherewasin classical and renai ssance timeswhen the external open architecture of the
current building originated. DCPL 'sdesign includes many hiding spaces.

3a2. A locked gate and many hidden spaces within the garden and ramp area bespeaks danger and
hidden hazards.

3b. Thelayout lacksthe immediate comprehensibility of the current design. The use of perspective
and harmoniousrepetition iscompletely lackingin DCPL's design.

Because of this, the addition degrades and detracts, and is neither acompatible extension, nor an
upgrade.

4. Thelayout and equipage goes against the empirically derived requirements, for example as
shownin Whyte's The Social Life of Small Urban Spaces.

The current design is based on examplesin architect Tilden'swork that did provide most of
Whyte's prescriptions. This design seemsto go against thefeel of the earlier schemeand its
intuitive invitation as a space that wel comes approach. By contrast, adding contributing structures
should both conform the intuitive scheme of the present style, and extend itsfunctionality. The
following are principlesestablished by Whyte asfunctional . Essentially all are contravened by
DCPL'sdesign.

4a. Thereisvery little natural flow. Instead the garden isacul-de-sac. The same spaceif integrated
moreinto the flow for aterrace entrance would satisfy thisrequirement.

4b.Thereare no natural landmarks within the space to provide orientation and easy description as
meeting places.

4c. Therewill be low-to-no sunlight except in summer midday, asthe garden and ramp are on the
north side of the proposed large and tall add- on structure and in the shadow of large buildings both
east and west.

4d. Thereislittlesitting space. If the terrace entrance were used, the garden would be joined with a
much moreinviting outside sitting areawith sun and many benches. It could then accommodate
schools and other groups.

4e. A variety of sitting places, from oneto threefeet in height. In DCPL'sdesign, fences, gates,
landscaping get in the way in chopping up the space and offering little sitting and variety for
diverse human interaction.

4f. To quote Whyte: "Inviting, easy accessfor all —and , by the way, for kids, and the
handicapped.” Asdiscussed in other points, this spaceisneither easy or inviting.

Whyte provides many more points, and much like the startersabove. Most arelostin DCPL's
proposed design.

[11. ANC1D advisesHPRB & cto require DCPL to set a program that informs the design based on a
needs survey in conjunction with thefour ANCsserved by thislibrary.

1. Thecurrent program wasinstituted without legal notice and ethical engagement to ANCs.

2. The structure was not designed with flex space, and so failsto adopt prudent design that respects
the unknowable future.

3. Thechoicesfor ADA access, and one of the principal driving forcesfor the designlogic, was
specified based on current usages, not best practice and technology for access and security.

4. Therationalefor meeting space, staff space, computer access, and children's programswere all
made with incompl ete and inadequate information easily available to amore collaborative process:



4a. The proposed meeting space does not afford as much space as now present — 120 often in
meetings and another 80 in the space adjoining via double doors. This space can easily be almost
doubled without building arear extension.

4b. Staff spaceisfeasible on the Terracelevel, especially since much of the equipment could be
moved behind the roof line.

4c. Computer accessin modern practice should be distributed throughout all functional areas. For
almost two decades now, computing in modern practiceis ubiquitous.

DCPL failsto keep up with modern thinking.

4d. Childrens programs - according to much of DCPL's staff - could be better handled with simple
reconfiguration of current space, using flex-space principlesand dividers. Currently, the program
reaches|essthan afifth of needs of the ca. sixty educational programswithin six or seven blocks.

5. DCPL now does not know the neighborhood. They wrongly testified that the majority of
residents support the plan.

5a. Thisiscontradicted by extensive public participation effortsby 1D. The only majority vote they
ever achieved wasin one meeting when alarge contingent of DCPL staff and consultants voted and
still astrong majority of residents opposed the DCPL design.

5b. Notably, DCPL ran the meeting, and there was no substantial presentation of alternatives and
their consequences, the standard required by the code of ethics of the International Associationfor
Public Participation. A list of the 16 meetings (co)sponsored by 1D isin the appendix.

Appendix 1: Letter dated September 24, 2009, from Sarah’ s Circle, opposing the ramp design
SARAH'S CIRCLE Where seniors create ahome, serve the community and celebratelife.
2551 17th Street, NW; Suite 103

Washington, DC 20009

September 24, 2009

Reference: Mt Pleasant Library

Towhom it may concern:

Sarah's Circle offers affordabl e housing and wellness servicesto 39 very low income senior
citizensliving in an apartment building at Fuller and 1t h Street NW. Our philosophy includes
promoting and advocating for opportunities, e.g., library access, that promotelearning and
intellectual stimulation.

Whilethat philosophy supports renovation of the Mt. Pleasant Library to makeit more accessible,
we are opposed to the current plan of avery long and elevated ramp to the back of the building.

Many of our residents have mobility challenges. Thisrequires usto put the highest priority on
access with the least degree of difficulty. That would appear to bethe lower level front entrance.

It isinteresting to note that, in addition to advocating for asmaller ramp because of easier access,
oneresident said, "People like me have had to go into buildings from the back years ago because
I'm black. | don't go in from the back anymore!”

Sarah's Circle encouragesthe Library to spend itsresources modernizing the current lower level
entrance/ramp at the front of the building. We are opposed to the ramp as currently proposed.

Very Truly Yours
Executive Director



Appendix 2: Meetingsfocused on ANC1d Mount Pleasant Library Issues
01] 2008 03 18 (tu) ANC1d meeting.
2 resolutions passed on MP Library.

1.“DC Public Librariesshould alert ANCs, including 1d, on planned changesin service, and alow
response’

2.“Adviceto DC Public Library Board for amore systematic upgrade, not just arefurbishment, of
the Mount Pleasant Branch Library”

02] 2008 07 01 (tu) ANC1d meeting.
Resolution passed on MP Library.

“ANC1d Asksthe DC Council and Mayor to Delay Reconstruction of the Mount Pleasant Library
and Insist on Loca Engagement”

03] 2008 07 23 (we) ANC1d meeting.

Resolution passed on MP Library.

“Delay closing Mt Pleasant Branch Library until fundsare availablefor alocal temporary facility”
04] 2008 08 12 (tu) ANC1d Special meeting.

Topics:. Library and ABC.

Resolution passed on MP Library.

“ANC1d advises DCPL to delay closing the MtP Branch Library until it followsthelaw on
engagement”

05] 2008 09 02 (tu) ANC1d meeting.

Resolution passed on MP Library.

“DCPL should engagein serious discourse with MtP & ANC1d”

06] 2008 11 11 (tu) ANC1d meeting.

2 resolutions passed on MP Library.

3. “Anhonest public participation program for the future of the Mount Pleasant Branch Library.”
4. " Presentation to the Library Board.”

07] 2008 11 19 (we) 1c & 1d Commissionersw/DCPL.

Commissioners Gregg Edwards and Chris Otten met with the DCPL Board at MLK Library.
ANC1c and 1d Resol utions were presented. The proposition was stated and confirmed by Historic
Mount Pleasant President Faye Armstrong that the staff’ s proposed design isunacceptableto rare
unanimity of Mount Pleasant organizations, including 5 civic associations and the ANC.

08] 2008 12 02 (tu) ANC1d meeting.

Resolution passed on MP Library.

“Freeze on the | ce Cube blockage by DCPL”

09] 2009 02 17 (tu) ANC 1d meeting.

Agreement on an Informal Meeting on MP Library as stated topic.
Stated topic: MP Library, to be held at the Library on 2009 03 03.
Changed later to 2009 03 17 at La Casa.



10] 2009 03 17 (tu) 1900 ANC meeting. w CM Graham
LaCasa 3166 MP Street NW.
Councilmember Jim Graham facilitated the meeting. Largeturnout.

ANC-1d hosted a meeting to formulate aresol ution bearing the weight of the community inregard
tothe Mount Pleasant Library project. Thisfollows on the heels of the March 3, 2009 meeting

which brought about pledges of collaboration with DCPL. In attendance were DCPL staff
including, ArchieWilliams - DCPL Intergovernmental Liaison, ChrisWright — Construction
Manager, and Joi Mecks — Marketing Director.

TheMayor's Office of Community Outreach Serviceswerethere aswell represented by Y aiza
Burrell and Rachel Kanter.

4 point resolution passed on MP Library.

“Resolved, that ANC1d will work with Council Member Graham to present the concerns of the Mt.
Pleasant and Greater Ward 1 Communitiesto the Library Board of Trusteesand entreat them to
cometo the March 26, 2009 meeting to discuss with great forthrightness and earnestness, the
following:”

1. To abandon any consideration of expansion or additionsto the existing Mt. Pleasant Library,
except possibly to accommodate mechanical upgrades.

2. Torestore and renovate the library within the existing walls

3. To examinethe question of where elsein Ward 1 library services are needed and might be
located;

4. To consider aternative design concepts that might meet the needs of Ward 1.
Itistheintent of the Commission that points 1 & 2 occur simultaneously with points 3 & 4.

This 1d resolution was approved unanimously in response to the vote of ameeting of over 50 Ward
1 residentsin attendance.

11] 2009 03 23 (mo) ANC1d Commercial Corridor.
Topic: Mount Pleasant Library and alternative location on MP Street.

The unanimous sentiment of thislarge meeting wasthat the designs and programs submitted by
DCPL arelopsided, and do not meet the programmatic needs of the neighborhood.

12] 2009 04 21 (tu) ANC1d meeting
Resol ution Passed: “Mount Pleasant Library”

Thisresolution is essentially the same content asthat of 2009 0317. The Library Board did not
respond except to not bother to discussit seriously. Now, the last chanceis upon usto ask the DC
government to intervener:

ANC1D asks Councilmember Graham and the Committeeon Public Libraries, Parksand
Recreation - Mayor Fenty, DCPL and itsBoard, to follow the recommendations that emerged from
aseries of ward-wide

Meetingson next stepsin providing library services:

13] 2009 05 04 (mo) ANC1d & CM Graham, Fire Chief Held at the MP Library.

Largeturnout of community. Over 100 people. ANC1d CommissionersMcKay, Bosserman,

Edwards, Lepanto. CM Jim Graham, DC Public Library, Fire Chief Rubin and EM S Staff, Mayor’'s
Office.



Theinternational fire code appendix recommends 20’ of clearancefor ladder trucks. Chief Rubin
acknowledged this need.

However, on 2009 06 03 DCPL went ahead with their plans, irregardless of the fire-safety issues.
14] 2009 06 16 (tu) ANC1d meeting.

Resolution passed on MP Library.

“Library Design Tweaks For Fire Safety”

15] 2009 07 21 (tu) ANC1d meeting.

Resolution passed on MP Library.

“ReformtheMount Pleasant Library plan”

16] 2009 09 15 (tu) ANC1d meeting.

Agreement to have MP Library asone of stated topics 20091006.

Additional meeting

2009 06 03 Meeting onthe MtP Library. Facilitated by CM Jim Graham.

A majority of 1D Commissionerswere present.

A magjority of residentsand commissioners present voted against DCPL’ sproposal.

However, with thelarge contingent of DCPL staff voting unanimously for the design, thetotal
number of votesweredlightly infavor of the design.

20090721 _ReformtheMount Pleasant Library plan

Resolved: ANC1D advisesthe DC Public Library, and asksthe Mayor and Councilmembersand
the District offices dealing with the aged and handi capped to intervene with the Library Board and
Fireand Emergency Medical Services, to substantially reform the proffered plan for the MtP
library’ sramp and emergency accessto buildingsbehind the Library. The staff is authorized spend
up to $600 and to work with DC officesand 1D groupsto evaluate and report on the challengesto
thewelfare of local residents of theramp design.

Why:

1. The proposed ramp distributed to 1D does not reflect current designs posted on the DCPL
website.

2. The proposed ramp is over ahundred feet long, with no resting pointsfor the elderly and
handicapped, and is a continuing and significant burden and even danger.

3. The proposed ramp blocks the possibility of emergency vehicle, including ladder trucks, access
to over ten apartment buildings with perhaps athousand residents whose saf ety could be much
better assured with such an access.

20090616 __Library Design Modificationsfor Fire Safety

Resolved: ANC1D acknowledgesthe hard work and effort by DCPL design staff to make changes
to the design of the Mt. Pleasant Library Renovation Plans, referred to as Design Scheme F and
presented at the meeting on June 3rd at the Mount Pleasant Library and attended by Council
Member Jim Graham and several membersof ANC 1D.

1. ANC 1D advisesthe Mayor, DCPL, DCRA, and DCFEM Sthat despite great progress, we still
have significant concern that the current designs of a patio, garden and accessramp along Lamont
Street permanently forestall emergency access by large fire-fighting equipment, thereby potentially
endangering many residents of the ten or more multi-story apartment buildingsto the south.



2. Thefirst priority should be the safety of the residentsin these buildingsin case of fire. ANC1D
requeststhe DC Council to assist in clarifying and in providing any law changes needed to secure
an access route without serious blockages (no cars or masonry fences) that would bein keeping
with Appendix A of the most recent International Fire Code.

Why:

1. Over athousand residents are at risk in case of afire spreading in one or several buildingsin this
closely packed area. Almost all of the buildingslack sprinklersand modern fire exits, sofirescan
quickly isolate and overwhelm many residents.

2. Itisessential that aladder truck be able to reach residents from the space between the buildings.
Given the condition of most buildings, afew minutes saved by removing blockages could mean
saving many lives.

3. DCPL’scurrent design should be modified to accommodate aminimal barrier along the South

sideof Lamont Street and the Library’ sWestern property line. DCRA and the DC Council must
work with DCPL and other property ownersto accommodate an emergency path.

20090317-05 The Mount Pleasant Library

Resolved, that ANC1D will work with Council Member Graham to present the concerns of the Mt.
Pleasant and Greater Ward 1 Communitiesto the Library Board of Trustees and entreat them to
cometo the March 26, 2009 meeting to discusswith great forthrightnessand earnestness, the
following:

1) To abandon any consideration of expansion or additionsto the existing Mt. Pleasant Library,
except possibly to accommodate mechani cal upgrades.

2) Torestore and renovate the library within the existing walls

3) To examinethe question of where elsein Ward 1 library services are needed and might be
located;

4) To consider alternative design concepts that might meet the needs of Ward 1.
It isthe intent of the Commission that points 1 & 2 occur simultaneously with points 3 & 4.
20081202-13 Freeze on the I ce Cube blockage by DCPL

ANCI1D resolvesto advisethe DC Public Library (DCPL), Office of Planning (OP), and the Office
of the Deputy Mayor for Planning and Economic Development (DM PED):

1. to explore aternative conceptsfor this space, such asamews of development of the clear space
between the buildings facing the 3100 blocks of 16th and Mt Pleasant Streets NW, while not
selling public space to become private.

2. ANCI1D requeststhat DCPL'sbranch library plans be atered, in ways consonant with previous
resolutions, and that the huge potential advantages of |everaging an expanded but moreflexible
library space be provided for.

Why:

1. DCPL'sproposed 'l ce Cube’ —to be constructed over the parking lot on the western side of the
Mt Pleasant Branch Library —would annul the best possihilities of devel oping thislarge block by
plugging itsmost critical point of access.

1la. Worsg, it would hinder the economies of scale and scope coming out of connecting similar
developmentsin adjoining blocks.

1b. It would forecl ose the possibility of a back-path whereby fire and emergency vehiclescould
accessalarge cluster of apartment buildingswith thousands of residents.



1c. It would interfere with safety and convenience of several apartment buildings, especialy its
neighbor 3155 Mt Pleasant St NW.

1d.If the available funds wereinstead directed to improving the utility of internal space, providing
for modular technol ogical improvementsin the future, and extending the space in the rear of the
current branch, then the parking lot space could be used temporarily for many other purposes, and
the benefits of leveraging the space preserved.

2. Therecent fire at the Deauville Apartments — which totally destroyed this habitation, and the
spread of thefireand total destruction of the building behind it — vividly demonstratesthe
imminent threat to thousands of residentsin that block.

2a. An emergency access route could have saved much of those buildings. Whileluckily no one
died, hundreds of lives have been disrupted.

2b. Without some simple and low cost design changes, the potential of more than athousand deaths
remain, athreat that could be greatly mitigated by opening access.

3. This open space — especialy if connected to the devel opment of similar back-spacesin adjoining
blocks — could provide space for hundreds of small shops and officesthat together would constitute
one of the DC aredslargest incubatorsfor innovation and local growth of good jobs.

3a. Not only would this help energize the DC economy, such adevel opment would help promote
walkable neighborhoodswherefar fewer carswould be needed, and where energy consumption
and pollution production could be cut drastically.

3b. DCPL could then play amajor rolein vitalizing this devel opment with information services
needed for an innovative economic enclave.

4. If plansare not changed now, our chance to mitigate these threats and leverage the opportunities
will be permanently lost.

4a. The proposed structure more points backwardsto a 19th century crystal palace built for élite
grandeur. Instead, it could inspire aforward vision with an architecture that preservesthe best of
the past while — behind the facade — dramatically supports personal and economic growth for all
parts of our population.

4b. A revised design could serve both theinterestsin residents' health/safety and their hopesfor
breakout improvements.

20080902-07 DCPL should engage in serious discourse with MtP & ANC1D
ANCI1D resolvesto advise the DC Public Library (DCPL) and the DCPL Board:

1. To correctly engage ANC1D, the democratically elected branch of the DC government, by DC
Charter and DC law authorized to represent Mount Pleasant.

2. Theresponses so far from DCPL do not demonstratethelegally required accordance of Great
Weight. For example, DCPL failsto provide detailed evidence and argumentsto each particular of
ANCI1D'sresolutions, oftenincluded in the part of the resolutions denoted by "Why".

Why:

1. Asthe appeals court ruled in Kopf v. DC ABC Board, an agency need not only show it paid
attention to ANC resolutions, but must in each specific, "articulate why or why not the particul ar
ANC itsdlf, given itsvantage point, does or does not offer persuasive advice under the
circumstances..."

2. Please note that DCPL 's opinion from its vantage point is not the test, and amere restatement of
itsopinion does not initself constitute any kind of admissible answer.



20080812-03 ANC1D advises DCPL to delay closing the MtP Branch Library until it followsthe
law on engagement

ANCI1D resolvesto advisethe DC Public Library (DCPL):

1. Todelay closing the Mount Pleasant Branch Library until it followsthe ANC law on
communication with ANC1D, and until thereisachancefor substantial consideration of alternative
approaches.

2. ANC1D asksthe Mayor, Deputy Major, and DC Council for their assistance in this matter,
specifically the Ward One Councilmember and the chair and members of the committee on
Libraries.

Why:

1. DCPL has not complied withthe ANC laws, nor hasit acknowledged nor substantially answered
previous ANCI1D resol utions onthe Mount Pleasant branch library.

la Similarly, it has neither acknowledged nor answered resol utionsfrom civic associationswhose
members are users of thelibrary.

2b. It has not answered critiques of the " community meetings' and does not wel come substantial
"input" or "participation”, nor reveal much about the situation.

3. These meetings do not replace thelegal requirementsfor substantial communication required by
law.

3a. Infact, the very function of the meetingsis questionable given Director Cooper'srevel ation that
amost al of the design decisions have been made.

3b. Yet, therecent certified |l etter suggeststhere will be more design meetings. Thisnoticeis
incompletein many ways.

3c. Thelawsare clear in requiring relevant agenciesto acknowledge and address affected ANC' s
concerns: 8 309.10(d)(3)A) statesthat “ Theissuesand concernsraised in the recommendations of
the Commission shall be given great weight during the deliberations by the government entity.
Great weight reguires acknowledgement of the Commission asthe source of the recommendations
and explicit reference to each of thee Commission’ sissuesand concerns.”

4. Furthermore, D.C. Code 8 309.10(h)(1) statesthat ” Each Commission may initiateitsown
proposal for District government action.

4a. The District government entity to which the proposal is made shall acknowledgethe proposal in
writing to theinitiating Commission within 10 days of receipt of the proposal and shall issuea
statusreport to theinitiating Commission within 60 days of receipt.”

4b. And, according to thetext of 8 309.10(i)(1) “Each commission shall have accessto District
government officialsand to all District government official documents and public data pursuant to
§ 2-531 et seq. that are material to the exercise of its development of recommendationsto the
Districtgovernment.”

5. DCPL isadvised to abide by the requirements set forth in the Real Property Disposition
Economic Analysis Amendment Act, and the Amended Act of 2006, D .C. Code § 10-801, which
requiresthe Mayor to describe the manner in which economic factors are weighted and eval uated,
including estimates of the monetary benefitsand coststo the District for contemplated changesto
thelibrary structuresor associated public property.

4a. 8 10-801(f) requires. “ The Mayor shall take any steps necessary to ensure continuous
community input inthe disposition of any real property.”



4b. Changing servicesin public facilitiesincluding apublic library isundoubtedly achangein
disposition, and so invokesthe requirements of continuous community input, transparency and
economic accountability under § 10-801 et seq.

5. The Mount Pleasant Branch Library sitscloseto thefour corners of thefour ANCsin Ward One;
thisisoneof, if not the principal branch library serving Ward One.

5a. Thefailureto givelegally required notices and to sincerely work with ANCs 1A (acrossthe
street), 1B and 1C (both two blocks away) constitutes aseriousfailurein DCPL handlingitslegal
duties, afailurethat by itself requiresaremediating delay and re-engagement.

5b. Much harm can beinflicted on the residents of Mount Pleasant and Ward One by arushed
design and construction.

6. ANC1D and other civic groups have expressed concernsthat the essentially 19th century design
theorieswill greatly constrain the usable potential of the rushed construction for ahalf century or
more.

6a. Director Cooper announced at the 10 June 2008 meeting that she has decided against flex space
that allows adaptation and learning in the use of the building. Flex space has been the best practice
for building adaptabl e structuresfor over forty years, reinforced by scientific studiesthat show that
less than 10% of the life-cyclevalueisdelivered by theinitial structure, and lessif that structure
reguires expensive alterations to adjust the space to changing needs.

6b. Thedelaysimplicit in Director Cooper's announced decision translateinto large future | osses of
servicesto users, and alarge net present valueloss arising from designing a public building without
benefit of genuine public discourse.

6¢. Inthisway, failureto delay and mitigate would contribute to substantial harm Director Cooper,
again in the 10 June 2008 meeting, announced her decision to keep adesign based around large
public roomswith asense of grandeur. Interviewswith library staff suggest that such aestheticsthe
already present aggregation of public spaceinto afew largeroomsare aready in place and
seriously constrains current use to perhaps 20% of current demand for established programs, and
perhaps much morefor potential programs.

7. A rushed design and construction precludes the possibility of seeking synergiesand many
additional public benefitsthat likely will arise out of the current Comprehensive Plan, and the
strong possibility of aSpecia Planning Areafocused in aone block wide strip with the branch
library almost in the middle.

7a. Torush this plan evadesthe benefits possible from a synergy in working with the Department
of Parks and Recreation, whose headquartersisjust acrossthe street, and whose programs offer
many pointsof contact if not overlap.

7b. It evadesthe synergies possible with working with the over fifty education programswithin six
blocks, including the more than $50 million newly opened ColumbiaHeights Educational Campus
acrossthe street.

7c. For athird of acentury, a"silo" approach -- to designing public servicesagency by agency
without regard for synergies -- has been depreciated as simplistic.

7d. Itiswell accepted that having asingle agency, like DCPL, design abuilding and programin
isolation losesthe possibilities of greatly extended public benefits, and |oses one of the few means
for increasing public sector productivity.

7e. The stagnation of public sector productivity seemsto be one of the major sources of slowed
economic growth over thelast third century, and has been blamed for impoverishing the country by
40% compared to the trend-line of the previous century. Inthisway, failureto delay and mitigate
would contributeto substantial harm.



8. DCPL'sfailureto follow public policy and the ANC law evadesthe synergies of a potential
public-private partnership involving aplanned unit devel opment where representatives of almost a
dozen neighboring buildings have expressed interest; the prospect for such aPUD hasincluded the
mutual benefits of acultural force centered inthelibrary and operating with an endowment
deriving from air-rights at the rear (not messing with the historical facade) of thelibrary.

8a. It evadesthe awesome potential leverage of anchoring several hundred alley oriented |ow-cost
live-above store frontsin the two large blocks of and across the street of the branch library.

8b. An entreprenurage center with alibrary to support an outcrop of the knowledge economy is
aready proven to be part of some cities stoking ten timesthe growth of good jobs than others.
DCPL current design approach contributesto great harm.

9. Yes, thelossisimportant of potential outreach to underserved but yearning to learn neighbors
that live nearby inthe DC region'slargest concentration of low-cost housing and immigrants.

9a. Perhapsthe worst impact of DCPL’ s apparent approach, if not delayed and changed, isthe loss
of asense of neighborhood civic effectiveness.

9b. Thisfactor —which has emerged out of statistic studies on what makes neighborhoodswork in
the sense of more effective schools, lower crimerates, higher health status and longevity, lower
recidivism,...—isdirectly linked to experience of fate control, and thuswith the behavior of city
agencies.

9c. When DCPL does not follow the ANC law, rudely and systematically ignorescivic association
resolutionsfor decades, and puts on "community meetings' that are not open, fair, balanced, and
wel coming, then asense of neighborhood effectivenesswithers, along with many other component
of Quality of Life measures.

20080812-02 Delay closing Mt Pleasant Branch Library until funds are availablefor alocal
temporary facility

ANCI1D resolvesto advisethe DC Public Library (DCPL) to delay closing the Mt Pleasant Branch
Library until therearefundsavailablefor atemporary facility within three or four blocks of the
current facility. ANC1D requests the assistance of the Mayor, Deputy Mayor, and DC council to
become actively engaged in fulfilling thisadvice, requests the Councilmember for Ward One and
the chair and members of the Council committee on Librariesto assist, and requests
Councilmember Jim Graham to withdraw hisletter asking DCPL to proceed without delay and
instead send aletter supporting thisresolution.

Why:

Again, the concern of ANC1D isnot just the impact of loss of local library service on Mt Pleasant,
but on library usersin most of Ward One. The MtPL iscloseto the four cornersof all four ANC
areasin Ward One, and servesamost equally all four areas.

Since ANC1D'slast resolution requesting alocal facility, it has become apparent that the current
financial condition of the DC government would makefulfillment of our earlier request
inconvenient if not politically impractical. Indeed, we hear informally that the current plan would
be to close both the Petworth and M ount Pleasant (MtPL) branch libraries at the sametime, and
open atemporary facility near the Petworth metro station, which isawalk of one mile from the
MtPL.

Incorporating, to avoid repeating, the argumentsin our previousresolutions asking for delay and
for alocal temp facility, ANC1D notesthat the likely Petworth facility would substantially disrupt
thelibrary usage for most of the over fifty educational programslocated within six or seven blocks
of the current facility, and all serving Ward One.



The delays we suggest need not be mgjor: A rehab project could start soon if designed with flex-
space and with provision for later add-onsthat could facilitate at | east the above mentioned
opportunitiesfor leveraging thisfacility to better serve our neighbors.

20080723-05 ANC1D advises DCPL to delay closing the MtP Branch Library until it followsthe
law on engagement

Resolved, that ANC1D advisesthe DC Public Librariesto refrain from any decisions concerning
the renovation of the Mount Pleasant Library until ANC1D has been given an opportunity to
review specifically the plansfor those renovations, and further to undertake consultationswith
residents of Mount Pleasant, and with ANCsand residents of neighboring communities as well.

Rationale:
1 We have not had the opportunity to review any such plans, and

2 furthermore we are concerned that the residents of neighboring communitieswhich areequally
important users of Mount Pleasant Library have not been consulted.

3 A rushed design and construction precludesthe possibility of seeking synergiesand many
additional public benefitsthat likely will arise out of 3athe current Comprehensive Plan, and

3b the strong possibility of a Special Planning Areafocused in aone block wide strip with the
branch library ailmost in themiddle.

4 To rush this plan evades the benefits possible from a synergy in working with the Department of
Parks and Recreation, whose headquartersisjust acrossthe street, and whose programs offer many
points of contact if not overlap.

5 It evadesthe synergies possible with working with the over fifty education programswithin six
blocks, including the more than $50 million newly opened ColumbiaHeights Educational Campus
across the street.

6 The delays we suggest need not be major: A rehab project could start soon if designed with flex-
space and with provision for later add-onsthat could facilitate at | east the above mentioned
opportunitiesfor leveraging thisfacility to better serve our neighbors.

20080701-15 ANC1D Asksthe DC Council and Mayor to Delay Reconstruction of the Mount
Pleasant Library and Insist on Local Engagement

ANCI1D resolvesto ask the DC Council, DC Public Librariesand Mayor
1. to Delay Reconstruction of the Mount Pleasant Library and
2insist on Local Engagement.

3. Further, ANC1D asksthat the ANC |law mandating acknowledgement and responseto ANC1D
resolutions be adhered to.

4. ANC1D advisesthe DC Council, the Mayor, the DC Public Library (DCPL) Board and
administration to assurethat DCPL changesits misleading practice of holding "community design”
meetingsthat do not seriously engage residents and other users (like schools) in finding needsand
interests.

5. ANC1D authorizesits staff to set ahigh priority for these changes, and authorizes an
expenditure of up to $3000 to clarify thelegal situation sufficiently so that users can decide upon
appropriatelegal responses. The staff should advertisefor and sel ect consultant servicesto assist
towardsthe success of this project, and seek other partners (on amatching fund basis) and
participants.

Why:



1. DCPL hasignored itsduty and the law by not responding to ANC1D resol utions on this matter.

la. Instead, DCPL at great expense has put on so-called "community design” meetings which have
mostly been top-down lectures with negligible participation by users and residents, and with small
and unrepresentativeresponsefromlocal residents.

1b. At the second such meeting, June 10th, Director Cooper noted that almost all of the decisions
had already been made, and that much of the presentation by the architects had already been ruled
out by her decisions.

1c. Similarly, there has been no response to the petitions by local civic groups.

1d. Thiskind of pseudo public meetings appears Machiavellian and would be afarce except for the
expense, and for the distraction away from asincere effort at understanding and providing for the
needs of potential users.

1e ANCI1D notesthat this misbehavior by DCPL seemsto be part of alarger pattern around five
branches and not just Mount Pleasant, apattern that has aroused law suits, protests by other ANCs,
and the mobilization of neighborhood groups.

2 ANCI1D invites participation by other ANCsand civic groupsto encourage or force DCPL to
obey thelaw, and start to reap the benefitsfrom amore progressive policy: Encouraging
participation from all parts of the city towards greater literacy, public education, and an
imaginativeengagementinacreativecivilization.

3 DCPL’scurrent behavior beliesitsintended public purpose. We call on other organs of
government and civic groupsto persuade DCPL away from its patterns of misbehavior that so
misrepresent theideals of civilization supposedly carried inits collections and by its dedicated
staff.

20080318-17 Adviceto DC Public Library Board for amore systematic upgrade, not just a
refurbishment, of the Mount Pleasant Branch Library

Resolved, ANC1D advisesthe DC Public Library System and Board, the DC Council, and the
Mayor, to hold back on the currently planned "light" rehab of the Mt Pleasant Branch library until
this Commission, and other groups served by thelibrary, can consider aternatives, somethat might
offer far better use of the funds.

Why:

1 ANCI1D believesthat the renovation of the Mount Pleasant Library could complement anumber
of other public/private opportunitiesintheimmediate vicinity including

1a the potential relocation of the Department of Parks and Recreation Offices;

1b. theavailability of several commercial propertiesfor sale adjacent to and in the vicinity of the
library; and

1c. the shared needs of other District Officesto reach residentsin Ward 1.

2 This confluence of opportunities should position the District of ColumbiaPublic Library System
in

2a. acentral role of bringing District Officestogether and

2b. re-envisioning the Mount Pleasant Library and

2c. itsrolein serving the Midtown communities of the District of Columbia.

3 ANC1D would liketo seejoint planning and implementation by the Public Library System,
Housing and Community Development, Planning and Economic Devel opment, Public Schoolsand
Parksand Recreation;



4 Thecitizensof Ward 1 would like to see an approach to library servicesthat placesthe resident
first and eliminates the bureaucracy that plaguesevery interaction District residents have today
with their government.

5 ANCID realizesthat such coordination, planning, and community involvement will taketime.

5a. The Commission believesthat reasonable delaysin order to produce a better outcome would be
worth thetime and wel comed by the community.

5b.The Commission also feel sthe architecture and engineering work being contracted for at this
timeisneeded and would contribute to an expanded project once thoseideas are explored.

6 ANCI1D feelstheresidents of Ward 1 deserve more than agently restored branch library. The
Commission seesgreat promisein thisrenovation and in the expanded consideration of theentire
service area of this branch.

7. ANCL1D asksthat due consideration be given to the unanimous resol ution of the All-Ways Mt
Pleasant Nei ghbors Association, whichreads:

1] A modest rehab will not empower the branch library to engage with the many potential partners
acrosstheward.

2] A modest rehab might well disqualify usfor ahalf century from getting the kinds of building
changesthat we strongly need, for example:

a) Moreand moreflexible space, especially providing diversity and adaptability impossibleinthe
old conception of grand reading roomsthat require highly constrained behavior by isolated
individuals;

b) A mechanical and technology module that can be cheaply upgraded as we go through major
technological revolutionsin energy andinformation systems;

¢) An opennessto theworld and neighborhood, that while preserving the current grand entrance,
asoinvitesall to enter at the ground floor, without asense of stigmafor seniors, toddlers, and the
handicapped;

d) An opportunity to expand the space, or to better use the land nearby for future needs and revenue
streams.

3] A modest rehab would preserve aconception of librariesthat arosein thelate 19th Century, and
isincreasingly at oddswith the rapidly changing and broadening needsfor the 21st.

20080318-16 DC Public Librariesshould alert ANCs, including 1D, on planned changesin service,
and allow response

Resolved, ANC 1D advisesthe DC Public Library System and Board to provide early and
continuing information on plansfor changesin the Mt Pleasant Branch Library. Thisisalegal
responsibility of DCPL for al ANCs.

1. Specifically ANC1D reminds DCPL that this Commission hasalegally required roleto play, so
that it can consider and comment on the renovation of our branch library prior to action being taken
by the District government.

2. Therefore, prior to development of construction documents; prior to closure of the branch library
facility; prior to selection of aninterim facility; and prior to the altering of library hours, the
Commission requests notice and great weight consideration by the administration of the Library
System.

Why:



1 Thisistheroleset out in the DC Charter for ANCs, and has been reinforced by numerous further
legislation and court decisions, including some recent oneswith DCPL asaparty.
2 The Public Library provides afundamental serviceto our residentsanditisimperativethat their
voi ces be sought as changes are proposed.
Passed by 4 to 1 voteat the legally noticed, public meeting of ANC1D on April 20, 2010, with a quorum
present. Voting “ yes’ : Commissioners Edwards, Scott, Bosserman, McKay. Voting “ no” : Commissioner
Lepanto.
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