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Pursuant to Section (s) §3100 and §3101 of the Zoning Regulations of the District of Columbia, an appeal is hereby taken 

Address(es) of Affected Premises Square(s) Lot(s) Zoning Districts 

Present use of Property: 

OWner of Property: Telephone No. 

Address of Owner: 2.. 0(1)0 f 
Name, address and telephone number of lessee: 

Name, address and telephone number of appellant, if other than owner: 

State specifically manner in which appellant is aggrieved by the administrative decision, the allegations of error in the 

administrative decision, and the relevant sections of the Zoning Regulations (see reverse for more detailed explanation). 

Please use a separate piece of 8 %" x 11" to respond and attach it to the Form 125 Appeal. 
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APPEAL: Issuance of pennit to renovate and build an addition on the Mount Pleasant Library 
Appel ant: ANC Commissioner Chris Otten, SMD 1 C02; ANC Commissioner Gregg Edwards, Chair 
1D; Commissioners en bane 
Date: October 12, 2010 
Square: 2595 Lot: 0830 

On August 17, 2010, The DC Public Library (DCPL) infonned the public by way of press release, 
limited to their website and one listserve, that their agency received a building permit from the 
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (DCRA) to begin construction on the Mount Pleasant 
Library renovation and expansion project. 

This filing serves as an appeal to the arbitrary and capricious building plans and issuance of the permit 
to build such plans. The plans will affect adequate light and air to the surrounding neighbors, further 
overcrowd land in an already tight residential and commercial corridor known as a "trouble spot" by 
DC Fire Department officials, create conditions unfavorable to the protection of life and property to 
sunounding properties and the library by eliminating emergency access points to the rear of the 
library and surrounding properties, and does not follow building code with regard to safe and 
welcoming access to seniors and those with disabilities. 

DCRA's zoning administrator has unfortunately in part helped to precipitate the above problems by 
arbitrarily redefining the location of the rear of the library so to allow DCPL to eliminate the rear yard 
zoning requirements. This has allowed the library to expand the library all the way to the rear property 
line, putting the new addition as close as fifteen feet to the surrounding properties. 

Further, affected Advisory Neighborhood Commissions were never invited in to discuss the change in 
yard requirements and were never asked to pass a variance for the required parking pursuant to zoning 
regulations for the library and proposed addition. 

The issuance of the permit has also ignored the rules set forth by Federal rules pertaining to safe and 
welcoming access to those with disabilities. The plans depict an accessibility ramp which is three times 
and long and high as the current accessibility ramp. This will reduce access to those with mobility 
issues and is unnecessary given the size and location of the current ramp. 

There have been plausible design alternatives offered by Ward One Councilmember Jim Graham and 
other ADA/Universal Design architects that have been summarily dismissed by DCPL with no 
meaningful reasons as to why. Instead we are left to the arbitrary and capricious longer, less safe ramp 
as proposed in DCPL's building plans as permitted by DCRA. This ramp does not follow the 
Americans with Disabilities Act rules as well as International Building Code and International Existing 
Building Code. If this ramp is built it will put the City at risk of lawsuits for injury to library patrons 
either by direct accidents or indirectly by putting patrons in unsafe situations, and for reducing access 
and discrimination. 

Further, construction safeguards are not in place to make sure the safety of the library property and 
sunounding neighbors are maintained. 

DCPL's proposed plans themselves show the discrepancies with Building Codes and we expect the 
BZA to determine that the work-pennit should be revoked. However, we have also attached expert 
review of the plans showing the major deficiencies. 


