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Minutes of the October 6, 2009 meeting of Advisory Neighborhood 
Commission 1-D 

These minutes accepted at the ______ber __, 2009 meeting. 

Call to order 

[7:11 pm] Chair Scott called the meeting to order at 7:11 pm. Present were ANC1D commissioners 
Scott, Bosserman, Lepanto, and McKay, constituting a quorum.  

Public discussion 

[7:11 pm] The meeting was opened to public discussion. 

Secretary’s report 

[7:24 pm] Jack asked for corrections to the minutes of the September 15 meeting. By a vote of 3 to 0, 
the minutes were declared accepted (Dave, Jack, and Stormy voting “yes”, Phil abstaining). 

Treasurer’s report 

[7:27 pm] Jack showed the quarterly report for the fourth quarter of FY09 and asked approval. 
Approved, 4 to 0 vote. Jack asked also if there was any objection to making the payments listed: Tony 
Grillo $50 (October 6 mtg posters), Tony Grillo $50 (CM Graham flyer delivery), Rob Waldeck 
$1197.50, Community of Christ $150 (mtg room rent, July-Sept 2009), William Boteler $690 (staff 
support), Lorena Mejia $50 (interpreting). No objections. 

At 7:31 pm, Gregg Edwards arrived. 

Public discussion  

[7:31 pm] This being an informal ANC1D meeting, the meeting was opened to general public 
discussion, with focus on the Mount Pleasant Street businesses. 

Don Jaime’s Restaurant  

[8:35 pm] Jack introduced this resolution, pertaining to an ABC Board hearing scheduled for the 
following day, October 7: 
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Resolved, that ANC1D advises the Alcoholic Beverage Control Board, and the District of 
Columbia Office of the Attorney General, to deal with the voluntary agreement violations by 
Don Jaime’s Restaurant, reported in Case #09-CMP-00343, with only an admonition to 
respect the terms of the voluntary agreements in the future, without fines. 

Why: As is not uncommon in dealings with establishments owned by immigrants with 
limited English capability, and limited understanding of American regulatory systems, Mr 
Carrillo seems to us to have misunderstood his obligations under the current voluntary 
agreements. His situation is exceptionally complicated, with multiple voluntary agreements, 
and an ABC Board decision modifying the terms of his original voluntary agreement. We 
perceive no malfeasance in this case, only a failure to understand his obligations. 

ANC1D believes that Mr Carrillo will respect the terms of his voluntary agreements, upon 
being clearly advised that these are legally binding upon him. There is no need for financial 
punishment to enforce the regulations. Mount Pleasant’s restaurants are currently suffering 
severely, as a result of the closing of one apartment house and the destruction by fire of 
another, forcing hundreds of residents, many of them frequent patrons of Mount Pleasant 
restaurants, out of the neighborhood. As the current Office of Planning “revitalization” study 
has said, it’s remarkable that our commercial strip has survived at all, given these losses of 
patronage as well as the current economic hard times. It would be pointless, even cruel, to 
add to Mr Carrillo’s financial burdens at this time. 

Passed, 5 to 0 vote. 

The HPRB should send DCPL's MtP library back for redesign 

[8:40 pm] Gregg moved the following: 

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

I. 1D advises HPRB &c to oppose DCLP's rear addition design. 

DCPL's proposed design does not meet the Guidelines for Additions to Historic Buildings 
(Guidelines) published by the Historic Preservation office. Nor does it 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.  

This library, listed on the DCPL website at the address of 1600 Lamont St, is described in 
the 1985 application for the Historic District as the primary contributing building to this 
District. Thus, it is of paramount importance that the many qualities and architectural 
cultural objects and tropes be preserved.  

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

DCPL's design fails 1D's observation, that of its residents and, in rare unanimity among 1D's 
civic associations, and the Guidelines for the following points: 

1. Setback (distance from property lines): While the addition is on the rear, it is visible from 
behind the library on both sides.  It does not respect existing setbacks from either side lot 
line. 
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2. Orientation (direction the building faces):  The library faces northeast while the 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 in relation to its neighbors):  The library is a monumental 
structure surrounded by other large buildings and also several small townhouses.  The 
addition is also of monumental scale but too large vis-à-vis the library.  An addition to a 
historic structure should defer to and not compete with it. 

4. Proportion (relationship of dimensions of building elements):  Location of windows in 
addition are at the same height as the library where they exist but they are smaller and 
partially obscured by pieces of wall cladding, neutralizing the visual effect. 

5. Rhythm (spacing of repetitive façade elements): The rhythm of the library is given 
primarily by beautifully articulated windows with multiple lites in a simple limestone façade, 
while the addition offers a busy wall pattern with simple windows partially screened by the 
wall 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 a new 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 the library, but the addition has no cornice or other 
projections or raised details.  The totally smooth surfaces contrast unfavorably with the 
classical details of the library. 

8. Materials (for walls, windows, roofs and other visible elements): The library is limestone 
with a limestone-colored terra cotta cornice, wooden double hung windows, and a peaked 
red tile roof.  The addition appears to utilize limestone blocks for the basement level but then 
switches to elongated  terra cotta baguettes arranged in obvious columns into which the 
windows partially disappear.  The material of the windows is not identified but the 
configuration (single lites) does not match the library.  What appears as a roof from a 
distance is actually a slanted open screen to shield the view from below of equipment on the 
flat roof. 

9. Colors (of materials):  The library is grey below and red above.  The addition proposes a 
mixture 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 is jarring. 

10. Roof Shapes:  The screen projecting above the roof of the addition is slanted at the rear 
to imitate the lines of the library roof but juts straight upward on the atrium side of the 
addition.  The roofs in fact do not have similar shapes and do not appear compatible. 

11. Details and Ornamentation:  “An addition should consider the amount, location and 
elaborateness of existing details and ornamentation in its design,” 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 its very 
plainness and lack of attractive detail clash and are thus incompatible with the library. 

12. Reversibility:  Again, with the exception of the sun room, the proposed addition could in 
theory be removed at a future date without significant damage to the original exterior 
structure. 

II. 1D advises HPRB &c to oppose DCLP's ADA access design. 
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The large and complicated ramp design destroys the historical symmetry of the structure by 
attaching a mass that from a westerly approach dominates the appearance of the building, as 
supported by the following points from the vantage of the neighborhood: 

1. As testified in 1D's many (16) public meetings, the popular impression is predominantly:  

1a. It is ugly, and destroys the previous symmetry.  

1a1: The new form in its size distracts attention from the whole, historically open 
and balanced current structure. 

1a2: The proposed ramp includes many discordant parts. While the present structure 
harmonizes its many parts, DCPL's west-side structure is a jumble. 

1b. It is too large for its function, 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 complexity of masses, the 
incongruity of the extended structure that is revealed in transit presents an experience that 
attracts interest and is completely different from the slow reveal of neo-classic 
renaissance detail of the current building. 

2. It is difficult and maybe dangerous in sense, in stark negative contrast to the clean 
classicism of the current building. 

2a. Much like a structure that includes a menacing overhang of a large mass, the long 
ramp bespeaks inconvenience, a long hike with twists and turns.  

2b. Since the ramp is for wheelchairs, the long rise provoked many handicapped 
observers in 1D meetings to express alarm at the implicit dangers of runaway chairs, or 
abuses by skateboarders.  

2b1 The long narrow route is hardly inviting. These observations are seconded in the 
latter from Sarah's Circle in the appendix. 

2b2. The ramp is over a hundred feet long, and much is obscured. There are almost 
no humane and user friendly touches that best applicable design could provide. The 
lack of these facilities reinforce the impression that the ramps import is to denigrate 
its users. This point is reinforced in the next point. 

2c. In contrast to the sense of personal elevation intended with the current steps, or the 
welcoming and broad incline possible with a terrace entrance, observers at 1D meeting 
complained that the difficulty presented, and the rear entrance bespeaks an insult. It is as 
though the intent of segregating children (who, as contemporary documents attest, should 
be neither seen nor heard) have been broadened to an entire underclass. DCPL's architects 
may have intended, as they testified, to provide a greater welcome to the handicapped. 
Instead, from 1D's audiences, they have done the 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 the terrace alternative. That alternative can better provide 
an inviting enhancement of the current design, the principal historic presence in Mt 
Pleasant, to serve as a gateway. 

3. The closed and convoluted spatial logic goes against the logic of open and comprehensible 
forms of the current building's classical and renaissance origins. 

3a. The gated garden could easily attract crime in a high crime area. The architecture of 
classical and renaissance times also reflect their experience with elevated levels of 
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assaults and personal danger. These very human realities strongly condition human 
perception, much as a menacing overhang might. 

3a1. There are many assaults in this block, so a low gate and patchy environment 
goes against the previous open design. As shown by surveys by a local neighbor's 
association, there is a real basis for fear, as there was in classical and renaissance 
times when the external open architecture of the current building originated. DCPL's 
design includes many hiding spaces. 

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

3b. The layout lacks the immediate comprehensibility of the current design. The use of 
perspective and harmonious repetition is completely lacking in DCPL's design. Because 
of this, the addition degrades and detracts, and is neither a compatible extension, nor an 
upgrade. 

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

The current design is based on examples in architect Tilden's work that did provide most of 
Whyte's prescriptions. This design seems to go against the feel of the earlier scheme and its 
intuitive invitation as a space that welcomes approach. By contrast, adding contributing 
structures should both conform the intuitive scheme of the present style, and extend its 
functionality. The following are principles established by Whyte as functional. Essentially 
all are contravened by DCPL's design. 

4a. There is very little natural flow. Instead the garden is a cul-de-sac. The same space if 
integrated more into the flow for a terrace entrance would satisfy this requirement. 

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

4c. There will be low-to-no sunlight except in summer midday, as the 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. There is little sitting space. If the terrace entrance were used, the garden would be 
joined with a much more inviting outside sitting area with sun and many benches. It 
could then accommodate schools and other groups. 

4e. A variety of sitting places, from one to three feet in height. In DCPL's design, 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 access for all  – and , by the way, for kids, and the 
handicapped." As discussed in other points, this space is neither easy or inviting." 

Whyte provides many more points, and much like the starters above. Most are lost in 
DCPL's proposed design. 

III. ANC1D advises HPRB &c to require DCPL to set a program that informs the 
design based on a needs survey in conjunction with the four ANCs served by this 
library. 

1. The current program was instituted without legal notice and ethical engagement to ANCs. 

2. The structure was not designed with flex space, and so fails to adopt prudent design that 
respects the unknowable future. 
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3. The choices for ADA access, and one of the principal driving forces for the design logic,  
was specified based on current usages, not best practice and technology for access and  
security. 

4. The rationale for meeting space, staff space, computer access, and children's programs 
were all made with incomplete and inadequate information easily available to a more 
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 a rear extension. 

4b. Staff space is feasible on the Terrace level, especially since much of the equipment 
could be moved behind the roof line. 

4c. Computer access in modern practice should be distributed throughout all functional 
areas. For almost two decades now, computing in modern practice is ubiquitous. DCPL 
fails to 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 principles and dividers. 
Currently, the program reaches less than a fifth of needs of the ca. sixty educational 
programs within six or seven blocks. 

5. DCPL now does not know the neighborhood. They wrongly testified that the majority of 
residents support the plan. This is contradicted by extensive public participation efforts by 
1D. The only majority vote they ever achieved was in one meeting when a large contingent 
of DCPL staff and consultants voted and still a strong majority of residents opposed the 
DCPL design. 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 Association for Public Participation. A list of the 16 meetings (co)sponsored by 
1D is in the appendix. 

Passed by 4 to 1 vote (Phil voting “no”). 

Adjournment 

[9:00 pm] The meeting was adjourned. 
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