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June 24, 2014

Dear City Council members,

| have huge concerns about your newest plan for the Gladstone Library. While no one in Gladstone has
any doubt that we need a new library, no one can agree how to go about it either. You are in a difficult
position, and { empathize with you. | would not want to be in your shees. | believe that your current plan
is inherently flawed. The attempts of city staff to move forward are based on no real research and guite
a lot of noise from a small but vocal group of individuals who do not have the wants and needs of the
larger population of Gladstone in mind. There is much more to Gladstone than Portland Avenue.

If | had to pin the last failed library election on any one thing, it would be the utter and complete lack of
information about the library project from the city. It is the city’s responsibility to provide factual
information during an election. For example, the County spent $100,000 on the informational campaign
for the library district. For our library election, the City of Gladstone produced one flyer, very late in the
election. All that Gladstone citizens understood is that our taxes are too high and a new library project
would likely increase them. They heard this over and over again by Save Gladstone who spent 560,000
dollars on their anti-library campaign. This fact was also revealed by a survey — actual data that told us
what voters were thinking. Has the city every contemplated such a survey to find out how citizens feel
about Portland Avenue? Or where the library should be located? if not, why not? A survey isn't
expensive.

By tying the library measure to an undisclosed location on Portland Avenue, you will have made several
critical mistakes:

1. The proposed plan abandons the original design by THA and the substantial efforts of the library
design committee (which city council appointed and which included Qak Grove citizens), who
spent months working through that process. Is it reasonable to throw away $1.2 million dollars
and all those citizen hours? According to THA architects, the original plan could be modified
incrementally to reduce the costs by at least 10 percent without a costly design change.

2. There is no available plot of land large enough on Portland Avenue for the building or the
parking. And even if you could find one, the prices people will demand for their property will be
unreasonable; or if you condemn property, the city could be tied up in court battles that could
last for years.

3. This plan also abandons the Webster property after the city council twice designated it for a
library, first when it was acquired; and again when you began the process to design the new
library, It's in the city council minutes. The Webster property is already owned by the city and is
available now.

Gladstone Nature Park is a beautiful setting and a real asset to our town. Many of us use the trail for
exercise, walking the dog, and getting to the middle school. My neighbors share many concerns about
future development there. We are gravely concerned about the specter of a gravel pit in the middie of a



residential area. Add to that the noise and traffic of several hundred thousand of dump truck loads of
gravel and think about what will happen to Webster and Qatfield roads. Purchasing a different location
when we already own a suitable one doesn’t make any fiscal sense. The property is available and paid
for, which is not the case for Portland Avenue.

My concerns for the sale of the property are real. The city manager has suggested it be sold and the
proceeds used to help finance the library on several occasions. He originally instructed the new library
committee to disregard the Webster property as a library site. As long as the Webster property is owned
by the city, it will be a target for this council or a future council to look at it as a kind of bank account to
fund some yet unnamed city shortfall.

You can prevent this. You can build a really nice library, one that we all can be proud of, on the Webster
Road property and safeguard the Gladstone Nature Park for the future at the same time. Please think
about the needs of the entire City of Gladstone before you make this decision.

Respectfully, g
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