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APPELLANT PRE-l·fi~ARING STATEMENT 

An appellant, Chris Otten. ANC Commissioner SMD-l.C02 (~009-2010) and Community 
Organizer with the Ward One Library Coalition .. t·cspectfblly ~ubtnHs an amended appeal for 
BZA Appeal #18152. First, ANC"l D has e11joined the appeal all.owing a waiver of the BZ.A fee. 
Second, we are amending this appeal to include oth~r appel.lan.ts who joined after the meeting of 
ANC-lC on January 5 ru.1d the meeting of ANC.·lD on January 18 which bn.mght to light zonin.g 
regulations that were .not referenced in the miginal appeal. 

Exerci.fing all options he.f()re .fee king remedy from tlze Board of Zoning Adjustment 

Concemecl ANC commissioners at1d library patr·ons of the Mt. Pleasant Library assiduously 
represented their best interests by attendi..ng and speaking out at meetings convened by DCPL; 
calling for and attending additional meetings with DCPL and other aget1cy officials including the 
DC Fire Chief as well as the Ward One Council Member; articulating their concems in writing to 
agency, appointed and elected officials; signing petitions; eve11 carrying out demonstrations. 
C01nmjssioners have lobbied :for and passed multiple resolutions, all of which ca.rry great weight 
by law, but have received 110 answers or only cursory ones with which they col1tinue to disagree 
and in some cases bcHeve to be unlawful. ANC·l C went so far as to 90mmissio.n a study of 
accessibility -isst1es and shared their findings with the appropriate officials and th~ public. 

DCPL met with citizens and commissioners whc~n they had planned to or were directed to do so. 
DCPL never proa.ctive.ly sought to work with concerned individuals to se~k soh.tt:ions. DCPL 



might well have been ahle to resolve iss\Jes with Commissioners, m-:ighbors, ru.1.d. library patrons 
had it sought to app1·oach them in a genuinely cnllaborative manner. 

Citizens and ANC Cmmnissi.oners arc all volunteers. It is not ea.sy or quick to request or obtain 
documents from government agencies even when they are legally mandated to be kept available. 
In practice, it is :far from clear and simple what acti()ns need to be tak.en and deadlines adhered to. 
Concerned citizens, library advocates. and their Advisory Neighborhood Commissioners went to 
extraor.dinary lengths to dem(lnstrate their concerns to authorities and to the public and even to 
propose solutions, which were ignored. 

Hence~ we find ourselves before the BZA. 

FACTURAL HACKGROlJ:tm_ 

The Mmmt Pleasant Libra:1-y in Washi11gto11, DC~ was bui.lt in 1925 and sits on lot 830 in Square 
2595 and is zoned R-5-D. 

The library was buHt on land donated by Mary Foote Henderson. with funds provided by library 
philanthropist Andrew Camegie, under the accomplished eye of architect Edward L. Tilton of 
New York. 

The library building was configured to sit on a unique pentagotlal-sbapecl lot that "fronts" 011 

both 16th and Lamont StTeets. There is a grand staircase that serves as the historic entrance to the 
libnuy greeting visitors at the apex of the two str.eets. 

Lot 830 and the library exist as a gateway leading fi·om 16th Street to atl historic business ru.1d 
residential. corridor which sits behind the llbrar)· 1i11ing up along Mt. Pleasant and 16th Streets. 
lt is currently the only library servi11g all ofWa.rd One. 

The residential and b\1Si11css corridor behind and adjacent to the library has heen threatened by 
three serious fires in the past thirty-six months. 011e building humed to the ground, one has been 
condemned, two people have died, a family wa~ badly burned, millions of dollars in property has 
bcet1 destroyed and many neighbors have been displaced. 

In June, 2008, DCPL held a second community design meeting~ presenting the first opportu.nity 
for patrons to view act11al proposed design dtawi.o.gs. Attendees were surprised to sec an 
expansion when the plans were unveiled as the public had never advocated .for ()1" anticipated a11 

expansion plan. 

In July 2008, the Mount Pleasant ANC was offidally notified by DCPL of their plans to expand 
the library from approximately 17,000 square fed to more than 20,000 square feeL 

On March 26, 2009, DCR.A Zoning Adminstrat(lr Matt LcGrant sent a letter of detem1.ination to 
DCPL's legal counsel allowing DCPL's architects to expand the library into the original rear yard, 
all the way to the pmperty line. (See Exhibit). 



The ZA's letter of determination was not shared witl1 the public at the time~ including ANC-1 D~ 
and he11ce there was no opportunity l~>r the public to review, and if 11.ecessary. object to this 
detem1ination. 

On June 3, 2009, DCPL hosted their last public clcsig11 meeting showing their "finaF~design (See 
Exhibit). 

In .Ttme 2009, ANC-1 D passed a resolution prndaimin.g the primacy of fire safety with regard to 
the 1ihrary designs. This was nrit responded to by DCPL (See Exhibit). 

In August 2009, the DC Fire Department declares the hismric area around the Mount Pleasant 
Library as a ''trouble spot" due ~o it's lack of ac0ess to adequate hydrant service and the diftict1lty 
in navigati(m for emergc11cy pd·sonnel. 

In May 201 0, ANC-1 C contracted and received a.n independent expert review of the pmposed 
library plans that examined con\lpl.ia.ncc with DC Building Code_ Thjs repot1 highlighted serious 
problems wi.th the plans, afl111n~ng community concerns about the propt'lsed expansion and 
accessibility ramp with regard t~ fire safety t(lr surrounding neighbors. (See Exhibit). 

Several plausible a.lte·rnative designs were offered to .DCPL to et1couragt:! the opportunity to 
i11crease emergency access to tlie residential cord clot: behind the library but they were dismissed 
without any mcat1ingful response (Exhibit). 

In August 2010, DCPL was awarded a bt1ilding permit by DCRA. ANC-lC's 
independent expert reviewed th~ building p.lans just before issuance t1fthe permit and again 
fCJund the plans m be deficient with regards tl1 fire safety and ADA compliance. (See Exhibit) 

DCPL begins interior demolition sometime in September 2010 continuing through the fall and 
into the winter. 

DCPL began exterior S()il excavation after mid-January 2011. 

*See Full Time!ine Exhibit 

THE AMEN,>ED APPEAL 

Te.ftimony of Immediate Neigltbor Elte/yll Brews-tel' 

Evcly11 Brewster lives overlooldng the Mt. Plea~ant Libra1)' rear yard. IfBZA Bnard members 
have time to read only one lette:Ji' from conccmed neighbors, we recommend Mrs. Brewster's 
aft1davit as one of the best exaniples of the variety and extent of concer11s and problems trom a 
citizen's point ofview. (See Affidavit). 



I)C MuqiciJlal Regulation 11 t4Q4 .• REAR YARDS (.R). 

The determination to eliminate. the rear yard elf the library ha.s precipitated a. situati.on which 
heightens the concerns of surrounding residents. The residential corridor behind the library has 
seen two major fires occur over the past thirty-:.::ix: months and most recently witnessed a fire on 
Christmas Day 2010. These fires have dcstroyl'd two buildings wo11h millions of dol.la.rs and 
have kiiJed two people and injured severa-l others, including children (Exhibit). 

By largely ignoring this dat1gerous Jire ~afety context from thcit· pla11ni11g. DCPL and DCRA 
have ignored a chance to expmid this historic lihra1y rcspo11sibly. Instead of increasing access to 
the area behind the library, the' proposed plans diminate the original rear yard, replacing it with a 
structure that expands out from: the back of the original library building all the way to the 
property line (Exhibit). 

According to the statement by DCR.A's counsel to the Board or Zoning llled on .Tanuaty 7, 2010, 
DCRA is claiming that the librat·y lot is a corner lot. Assuming this is indeed a. comer lot, 
something which could be debated, it means tht:' property owner can determine the fmnt 
boundary line of the lot. DCPL through DC.RA has chosen Lamont Street as the street fl·ontage 
to the lot. 

One may imagine that a shift in: the lot frontage could shift where the rear ya.rd may be located, 
but cnmmon sense should prev~l in tllis matter. i.n that regardless of whether the street frontage 
is on Lamont Street or 16th Street, the rear yard will remain the same ~- it is the area that sits 
directly behind the original builiding (Exhibit). 

The Zoning Administrator's detem1inat.ion letter arbitrarily eliminates the origi11al rear yard. 

The original library property, Lot 830, em which sits the original library building, has two side 
yards, one on the north-west side of the hnilding and one on the t'lOlih-east side ofthe building 
and a rear y~1rd on the south sidd:: of the buiJd.ing 

The proposed library design pl~ns eliminate th~;· side yard on the north-west side of the library, 
filling it with the proposed 1 00+ foot long, 7 fo~1t high. accessibilily ramp, and eliminates the 
t·car yard by fill.ing it with the p1'oposed addition. 

Pursuant to DCM.R 11·404, since the Mount Pleasant Library does not abut or ac:Uoin any lot 
lines along a public open space,. recreation a:rca, or reservation, the rear yar.d .requirements may 
not be reduced or omitted. 

R-5-D- Minimum Deptlt of.Rear YARD-- 4 inches per foot of vertical distance from the mean 
finished grade at the middle of the rear of the structul'e to the highest point of the main roof or 
parapet wall~ but not less than 15 feet. 

The height of the library building is 45' 6", hence the minimum. rear yard setback should be 15' 2" 
(See attached DCRA Zoning Data Summary for bttilding measttrements, page 2 of the 
attachment). 



The natw·al and original rear yard has at maximum a 48' setback. and at mh1imum a 20' setback 
thus an average of a 34' rear yard setback (Sec I ~xhihit). 

Going from a 34' original and natural rear yard setback down to the proposed 15' set hack in the 
proposed new rear yard on the south-cast side of the building is more tht\n a 50% reduction. 

The .DCRA Zoning Admin]strator (Z.A) has th(· limited authodty to reduce the linear 
require1nents of the rear yard setback (See DCMR Ch.ll, 11-407.1). 

In March 2009, the ZA penned·a letter of detenninatjon that allowed switch in the rear yard 
location resulting in a major ch~nge to the lot orientation, ultimately eliminating the original and 
natural rear yard (See attached ~·s letter of dcrcrmination, 3/26/2009, page 3 of the a.ttachJ11er1t). 

However, the ZA's authority shal1not exceed a I 0% .lh1ear reduction. fn this case, his authority 
does .not hold weight because tllle resulting reduction in the rear yard setback is greater than 1 0% . 

.Furtlter, the ZA 's letter ltas l'ariou.\' ,'ttateme11ts wlticlt seem illcOI1.,~isteltt with the results oftlr.e 
determinatio11. • 

.lu the letter of March 26, 2009 fi:om Zoning Administrator Matthew LeGtfmt to attC)rlley Kirt.ley 
Bray (reprcscnt1l1g DCPL), regarding rear yard determinatiol1. the Zoning Admi.nist1·a.tor states: 

• "3. The designation of Lamont as the "front'' does not constitute a change in the location 
of the entrance, merely a minor change in designation." 

Why is a minor change in designation able to he used as justification for radically changing the 
!()cation of the rear yard'? Changing the r.ear yard 1s not ··merely a minor change in designatjo.n..'' 

The Zoning Administrator also 'states: 

• ••6. The proposed rear lot liue is oppositt:' the Lamont Street frontage." 

Appellants have contacted the ZA on several oc~.:asions to understand ht.1W he carne to this 
conclusion. He has not responded to these inqu i t·es as of yet. 

Loo.lodtlg at DC.PL's architecnJraJ documeJ1ts~ yoll can see a li11e drawn dir.ectly down the center of 
the library building. This line starts at apex of the inter.scction of 16th and Lamont Streets a.nd 
projects thro·ugh the grand thmt:sta.ircase and continues throtlgh the rear line of the building 
working all the way to the rear lot property li11e (Exhibit). 

By drawing symmetrical lines ti~o111 both the Lamont Street and 16th Street sides of the lot, one 
can sec that .no matter which stteet is determined to abut the fmnt lot line, the rear yard naturally 
remains the same area. behind the library building (Exhibit). 

Further, DCPL architects acknowledge the natur·al rear yard of the library by decladng it on their. 
public architectural documents (Exhibit). 



The Zoning Administrator a]:;,o states: 

• "8. The proposed rear yar.d will ct1sure that adequate tight and air are provided to the 
adjace11t apartment house at 3150 l 6th Street (L,lt 822 & 829, Square 2595), which ha ... 'i 
windows facing the pro;posed rear yard.'' 

The ZA fails to state that three ·ot11cr lots will be adversely affected by his determination of the 
(hmt lot l.inc and proposed rear; yard. Lots 200. 802~ and 634 aU. within Square 2595 w111 all be 
blockaded by the wall of the proposed addition which is 45 feet high and runs ahnost the length 
of the entire natural rear lot li .. ne. Lots 200 and 634 will have windows facing tltis wall which 
will sH less than twenty feet from their buildings. Tltis adversely afl·ects air and light anclt·educcs 
protectio11 of their. property by eliminating emergency access from Lamo11t Street. 

The Zonillg Administrator also·states: 

• "9. Consistent with Section 101.3 of the Zoning Regulations~ the proposed rear yru:d w111 
result in larger yard and: a greater percentage of unoccupied land area. than any other 
alternative.'' 

Appellants have also inquired wjtl1 the ZA on a couple of occasi()n!:l to lUlderstand the 
calculations used to make this statement. 

The origiJ1al rear yard is between 3,100 to 3,500 square feet in area. This original side yard~ or 
proposed new rear yard, on the )1orth-easl side, with a measurement from the ·fi-ont of the libra.ty 
building to the rear lot line, is about 1 ~900 square feet in area .. 

This would mean the Zoning Admh1istTator not 011ly wants to arbitrarily move the original rear 
yard to the north-east side ofthti: building but also wants to arh1tranly shrink the otigina] rear 
yard by about 45% in si:;,:e despiite the concerns (I bout ern.ergcncy access to the rear of library and 
surmunding properties (Exhibit}. 

There are other plausible alternatives which will achieve an expansion with<.mt riskjng people's 
property and lives. 

Fire Safe(J' Cmzcerns Raised by Reduction of tile Rear Yard 

One of the meetings requested by citizens and ccmvened by the Ward One Councilmember 
featured DC Fire Chief De1mis Rubin. The Chit-F explained multiple times that more distance 
between buildings is desirable t~ prevent tires ''jumping~' or "lapping'' across spaces between 
pmximate buildings . .Inhabitants of the buildings around the plamted new library addition, which 
will extend to the :full lot line on 011e side wonder how further reducing the distance between the 
library addition and their huil.dhi.gs helps protect them. Further, they wo11der how a 1·eduction in 
access space for cmerge11cy equipment could be seen as anything other than a reduction in the 
safety of their Jives and property. 
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DC Municipal Regulation 1'1-406. COURLS .. !.ID... 

R~S~D All otlter .'iiTUCtll.res- Milli.nzum Width of Open Court-- 3 in. per foot of height or court. 
but 110t less than 10 fi:. 

There is a brat~d new open court bci11g deve.lopcd as a result of' DC Puhlic Library's decision to 
nm a long and tall accessibility ramp on the north-west ~ide of the library building. 

The height of the library buildit1g is 45' 6", hem:e the minimum open court width should he 
11'4" .. 

According to DCPL architectural plans (See attached DC office of Surveyor Document dated 
12/8/2009. page 6 of the attachment), parts oflhe court along the 11orth-west side ofthe buil.ding 
is 6' 7", far less tha11 the requil'ed court widlh of 1.1' 4". 

DC Munjcinal Regulatipn 11-3202. BlJILlUNG PERMITS 

Pursuant to 3202.2(a)(3) each application for a building pem1it shall he acc!)mpani.ed by parking 
and loading plans at1d the basis for computatio.o of those plans. 

Appellants visited DCRA of-fices to review the application Iile for Per.mit #BlOO l861 on Friday, 
January 28. 2011 at approximately 11 :30pm. Rl!vicw tn<'>k place with Deputy D1recto.r of 
Permitting, Rabbiah Sabbakhan where it was di:.;covered thc.re were no plans :for e.ithcr parking or 
loading in the application file . 

.Pursuant to DCMR Ch.ll, 3202.1 ~ a building p~o·l'lllit shall not be issued 'f()r the proposed 
construction of any structure unless that stmcturc complies with the provisions of this title. 

This is especially important as the loading area has shifted in these designs. There was a clear 
and wide loading area !or librar.y 111aterials on the northwest side of the building. 

This is being replaced with the highly controversial accessibility ramp. A loading ramp is 
proposed to be placed on the northeast side of the building approximately 10 feet from the 
adjacent apa.ttmcnt building. This wiJl risk a nu,sance lbr the ma11y residents whose windows 
face this new loacliJ1g rarnp~ which extends fnr almost the entire length of the side of the library 
building. 

Now, surrounding neighbors wil.l have library putron and cmpi()yee t..t·affic on both sides of the 
library. The accessibility ramp) as close as a fool to lot 837. the Mount Plea.osan.t Condo building. 
And the loading ramp, which is proposed to be close as 1 0 feet to lot 829, the Park Marco11i 
building. 



The applicant, DCPL. has the .right to expand library ser.vices i11 Ward One. Many re~idents 
appreciate this desire to better serve our community. 

The appllcant rnay even have the right decide to invest all potential Ward One Hhrary capital 
funds into expanding the only library serving th:: entire Ward, the Mount Pleasant Library. 
instead of choosit1g to co11duct a comprehensi.w library service analysis of the entire Ward and 
and dividing the investment between renovati111:~ the Mount Pleasa11t Library and building out 
a110ther l.ibrary in an underserved part of the W~1rcl. 

But, the applicant does NOT h.ave the right tl) dl!sign a lihl'a1.'y plan which will result in a 
substantial detriment to the public good or illl.pHirs the intent, purpose, and integrity of the zone 
plan as embodied in the aforementioned Zonint,: Regulations pursuant to DCMR Chapter 1.1, 
Section 3103.2. 

By the tcstimot1y and appeal exhibits, the Board can see that throughout the course of the 
proposed library design process many members of the public hum.bly and respectfully petitioned 
the library t<> change their plans. Signed petitions, ema.ils, letters, phl)l1e calls, expert revjew, 
affidavits, testimony, and plain common sense nl.l show that the size of the rear expansioi1 and 
side ramp would adversely affect air and l.i.ght. tl:•r sm1·mmding .neighbors, further sti·fles an 
overcrowded area behind and adjacent to the lihrar.y, a:nd results in less access for emergency 
persom1el into this known "trouble spot." 

Further, if the appellants received a copy of the .lt)ning Administrator's letter of determination in 
a timely manner. the appellants would have expressed opposition to this impottant decision that 
gave DCPL the cover to elimimlte the rear yard and fill it with their proposed expans·ion. 

Although the library is a commendable publi.c s1.:rvice use, flexible judgment would still not 
allow the library's unvarying ''building program" to endanger people's property and lives . 
.Appc11ants wot1ld expect that even if the applicant requested a variance in this case they could 
not show an institutional11ecessity :for the desi.g.11.. Draude v. DC Board ofZ011.ing At(juslment, 
527 A.2d 1242. 1256 (DC 1987). 

There have been too ma.ny inconsistencies with 1 he choice to expand th.is library without more 
comprehensive pla.nning~ especially in the context ofthc suJTounding neighbors. 

For example. DCP.L did not force a 20,000 square foot building program onto two other Carnegie 
libralies which have also been renovated since Ginnie Cooper came on board as Chief Lihralian. 
Tn recent times~ the historic Takoma Branch librm:y and the historic So1.1thcast Branch library both 
were renovated within the.ir original walls -- Hkc hnw the plan had been for Mount Pleasant 
library up until the second desig11 meeting in .Tune 2008. when the expansion plan wa.s revealed 
for the first time. . 

Th~ appel.lat'lts bel.ieve the applicant, while at hemt is a.ttetnpting to help our community. has 
de:;1gned plans which will put our 11eighbors at risk of serious danger. We believe the ZA 
stepped beyond hi.s authority and in 1hct erred in his determination allowing the applicant to build 



an expa11sion all the way to the original rear prnperty line. The result is a. proposed library plan 
which reduces air and l.ight to surrounding neighbors, will affect land values, overcrowds the 
.land behind the library, and diminishes the protection of pr:oper.ty and lives of library neighbors 
who have witnessed a steady nightmare of fires which cat1not be easily dealt with by emergency 
personnel due to already limited emergency acce::~s. 

The appellants ask the Board to revoke building permits until the applicant actively engages with 
the co111munity and City Council to develop a C0111pi"Omise plan that seeks more safety for library 
users and libra1-y 11eighbors. There arc already plenty of plausible design alternatives that have 
been offered, so a delay need 110t be kmg. 

January 28, 2010 

CERTfFlCATE OF SERVICE 

Respectfully submitted. 

CHRIS OTTEN 
ANC Commissioner (2009-201 0) 
Cotnmunity Organizer, 
Wal'd e ibr it1on 

., hereby certify that a copy of the forgoing .Pre-hearing statement was served by electronic 
transmittal on this 28th day of .Tat1uary 2011 to the following: 

Jay A. Sm-rahian, Counsel DCRA 
jay.surabian@dc.gov 

Ginnie Cooper, Director DCPL 
ginojc,cooper@clc.gov 



Affidavit of Evelyn Brewster, President of the 3150 -16th Street Residents' Association, Park Marconi 

My name is Evelyn Brewster. I am of legal age, and current1y reside at 

~J5D-)t. f{.,~ -.MiJ,Jf'~C J~~~lo ·~Q./t);)}l(_¢)'-~ 

Ajjidavil Deed 
• DC Public Library have proposed plans to renovate and expand the Mount Pleasant Library, located 

at 3160 Lamont Street, NW, Washington, DC. 
• The proposed plans ca]] for a three-story expansion off the back ()f the original library building, 

extending out all the way to the rear property lot line. 
• The proposed expansion will block emergency access fmm Lanlont Street to the rear of the libt·ru·y 

and adjacent Mount Pleasant apartment build i 11gs and businesses. 
• The proposed expansjon wil1 also block light and air and will reduce the qualit-y of life lhr 

surrounding residents livi11g in the apartments. 
• There has been no mea11.ingful analysis of how the proposed library expansion will affect the ability 

of emergency personnel in any emergency situation to rescue people and property of those jn the 
surrounding area. 

• There have been at least two major fires in tht~ past two years along this residential conidor 
destroying two buildings and damaging a third, plus there was loss of life. 

• This corridor is know to the DC Fire Department as a .. trouble spot" in tenns of the inability of 
emergency personnel t<) navigate easily and the Jack of adequate hydrant service. 

• Residents of the Park Marconi believe the proposed library expansion plans heighten the problem of 
emergency access and fear for. their property and lives. 

See attached exhibit for narrative o(the concerns. 

Washington, DC: 

Evelyn Brewster, being first duly sworn on oath according to law, deposes and says that she has read the 
foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF The 3150- 16th Street Residents' Association, Park Marconi, by her subscribed, 
that the matters stated herein are ttue to the best of her inlhrmation, knowledge and belief 

~t~ I ~~~~~----
[ onc11t's ~....EZ; 

_Lw& .0 !1'{"J2_.u.) ~~~-r 
[ depo~s name] 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 7th clay of January, 2011. 

·' 



THE 3150- 1~1 STREE'"f llESIDENTS' ASSOCIATION 
PARK MARCONI 

The Park Marconi has stood in the heart of Mount Pleasant for 75 years and 
was designed by none other than the architect, Robert 0. Scholz, who was 
known for his Art Deco buildings. Located at 3150 16th Street in Northwest 
Washington, DC the Park Marconi boasts a residency that has lived in the 
building for as long as 48 years to more recent residents, and neighbors who 
are multicultural, intergenerational and multi-lingual. 

Standing between what was once the historic Meridian Hill Baptist Church 
and the Carnegie-designed Mount Pleasant Library, this apartment building 
is home to me and my neighbors. 

This affidavit serves as notice of concern to be conveyed to DC 
commissions, boards, panels, and courts that the Park Marconi is being 
placed in unnecessary jeopardy. Conveyance of this concern is evidenced by 
the many letters we, the residents, have sent over the past two years and 
the number of meetings we attended. 

This affidavit also serves as notice that Chris Otten, an ANC Commissioner 
and local organizer with the Ward One Library Coalition, has been a partner 
with the residents of the Park Marconi in expressing these concerns to DC 
leadership and we appreciate his help as our civic partner. 

We are deeply concerned because we live within five feet on the South of the 
now burned out and condemned Meridian Hill Baptist Church and within 10 
feet on the West of the burned-out Deauville apartment building on Mount 
Pleasant Street. The Deauville was totally destroyed in a five alarm fire in 
March 2008, displacing more than 80 families. Leaping flames from this 
tragic fire also destroyed the Church. Only the burned shell remains -
supported by an iron framing structure. 

In November of 2010, a neighbor fell to his death, a mother died from 
serious burns, an entire family seriously burned with life-threatening 
injuries, and numerous residents injured in a fire in Sarbin Towers ... just 
three doors away from our homes. 

On Christmas Day 2010, a fire occurred on the top floor (Sth) in our 
building, the Park Marconi. To our dismay, horror and deep concern, as we 
have forecast, the ladder truck was unable to make the turn to enter the 
curved access road in front of the building. Only the smaller truck was able 
to gain entrance. Adding to the Fire fighters dilemma and O'Ur fear was the 



fact that none of the fire hydrants near the building or library were 
operational. Fire fighters were forced to close 16h Street between Park Road 
and Irving Street and run a hose from the smaller truck in front of our 
building acrossthe national park and across 16th Street to a hydrant near 
the Department of Parks and Recreation building some 175 feet away. 

We are thankful that no toss of life or property occurred at the Park 
Marconi. But, understandably with the number of fires, deaths, injuries, loss 
of homes and property along this fragile residential corridor, we continually 
express our concerns that that our area, aptly named by the DC Fire 
Department a ~~trouble spot'' is a tragedy in-waiting. It is extremely difficult 
to navigate by emergency personnel. This is quite disconcerting to not only 
the residents of Park Marconi, but also to our more than 1,000 nearby 
neighbors. 

We believe that these concerns are totally justifiable and meritorious. These 
life-threatening events make it necessary for us to continue to resist the 
plans to renovate and expand the Mount Pleasant Library under its current 
design. Library expansion is needed and welcomed, and we commend the 
District of Columbia library Board for its vision. However, we strongly 
believe and have continuously urged that the renovation and expansion be 
done responsibly. Unfortunately, our presence at meetings, letters and 
pleadings have fallen on deaf ears. The plans, in fact, further endanger those 
of us living .near the library and along this dangerous corridor. 

The plans call for an addition to the original library that will expand 
the building all the way to the rear property lot line. This will put 
the library less than 20 feet from residents living in two adjacent apartment 
buildings. The expansion further raises the building to a total of three 
stories, not including rooftop HVAC units. This will block light and air and 
ruin our quality of life. 

Further, a long and high accessibility ramp on the Northwest side of the 
building Will prevent emergency personal and equipment from being able to 
access the rear of the library and adjacent buildings. Reducing emergency 
access for this corridor simply is not prudent given the history of disaster on 
this corridor and endangers the lives of those living at the Park Marconi and 
surrounding apartments. 

Residents in the Park Marconi and the two adjacent buildings on Mount 
Pleasant, as well as concerned neighbors have asked Fire Chief, 
Dennis Rubin, to help the community evaluate how best DCFD will navigate 
emergencies given the library plans. We heard from him twice. First in 
Spring 2009 when the plans were still in development stage and he said in a 



public and recorded meeting, "the greater the distance between the 
buildings the safer things are for his fire personnel and to limit fires jumping 
across the building gaps." Chief Rubin was referring to the library's 
anticipation of bringing the addition less than 20 feet from surrounding 
buildings. 

Then in Summer 2010 and with no changes to the size of the expansion, 
Chief Rubin said he gave an ''eyeball'' evaluation of the property and 
approved the proposed library plans. We felt betrayed and insulted that he 
provided no meaningful report with calculated data or figures as to what 
project components were actually evaluated and no analysis of how under 
the proposed plans, he and his staff would respond to fire and EM 
emergencies of the more than 1,000 affected residents. We believe the 
proposed plans will reduce emergency response time to this troubled area. 

The proposed addition includes a massive wall attached to the rear of the 
current structure that will expand to less than 20 feet from our 
buildings and the buildings behind the library on Mount Pleasant Street. Not 
only does it encroach upon us, this proposed structure will block precious 
light and air and limit the quality of our lives. It further heightens any 
already frightening fire and emergency situation. 

In summary, the proposed addition will indeed block an emergency access 
point from Lamont Street and forever forestall a chance to make this 
"trouble spot" a safer place to live. Given the last two years and three 
buildings that have witnessed devastating fires with loss of life and property 
we fear that the Park Marconi may be next to face the:se serious 
consequences. 

We are seeking help to rectify these plans, bring the plans into compliance 
with safety protocol, and prevent any additional senseless deaths, injuries, 
loss of homes and property from occurring because of the failure to act 
responsibly and now. 

Plausible alternative plans have been offered to DCPL and their project 
managers have met with community leaders to discuss these alternative 
plans. But, again, DCPL moved ahead with its original plan - ignoring the 
residents, Fire Chief and EM Chief. Our Council member, Jim Graham held 
meetings to discuss alternatives solutions. But now insists that we move on 
from this issue. With all due respect to Mr. Graham, he does not live in this 
corridor and has not had to clothe, feed, and house neighbors who have 
been displaced. Nor, has he had to attend the funerals and visit the injured. 
Nor does he have the "founded" fears that we have when we hear the wail of 
a nearby fire truck or ambulance. And so, this issue of safety still and 



continues to be an important matter to us because it directly affects our 
lives and homes. 

The Park Marconi asks that City leadership seek a more reasonable 
expansion of the Mount Pleasant Library -- one which puts the safety of 
we, the residents as a priority. 

Thank you. 

/:::itt::: 
The 3150 15th Street Residents' Association 


