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Minutes of the Meeting of October 5, 2011 
Beginning at 12:30 PM 

200 Ross Street 
First Floor Hearing Room 

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 
In Attendance: 
 
Members Staff Others 

Noor Ismail Sarah Quinn Carole Malakoff 

Ernie Hogan Makenzie Diehl Evelyn Jones 

Linda McClellan  Joel Cluskey 

Arthur Sheffield  D. Fedor 

John Jennings  Thomas Stevenson 

  Sunny Varrasso 

  Ahmed Martin 

  Safiya Hodaki 

  Russ Blaich 

  Al Cuteri 

   

   

   

New Business 
 
Approval of Minutes: In regards to the September 2011 minutes, Mr. Jennings moved to approve.  Ms. 
McClellan seconded the motion, all members voted in favor. 

Certificates of Appropriateness: In regards to the September 2011 Certificates of Appropriateness, Mr. 
Jennings moved to approve. Ms. McClellan seconded the motion, all members voted in favor. 

Applications for Economic Hardship: None  

Upcoming Demolitions: None  

Adjourn: Mr. Jennings moved to adjourn, Ms. McClellan seconded the motion, all voted in favor. 

Discussion on hearing items follows on the attached pages. 
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NATIONAL REGISTER: LISTED ....................................  ELIGIBLE..................................  
 

Proposed Changes:   Re-creation of side porch based on historical information 
 
Discussion: 

1. Betsy O’Neill, owner, says they have been residents since 1996. She says it was originally a single-
family home, became a rooming house in the 1930s, and was taken back to single-family in the 1990s. 
She says they have continued restoration work started by the previous owner. 

2. She says they have pictures of the house from 1934 which show most of what they think is the original 
porch. She says they asked their architect and builder to use these pictures to design a porch that is 
exactly the same. She says in looking at pictures of the existing property, lines of where [the porch] 
used to be are visible, and there is still a doorway which goes nowhere. She says the structure will be 
made entirely out of wood except for concrete footers and roofing materials. She says they want to 
add a small skylight to the roof over the door for light. She provides pictures of other porches on the 
street. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for public comment. 
4. Carole Malakoff, Allegheny West LRC, says the owners came to their meeting and they feel this is well 
documented and researched. She says the 1934 picture shows a beadboard porch and they aren’t sure 
this is the original porch; however they are not opposed to the beadboard porch. She says in regards 
to skylight, they suggested the owners contact the contractor to see if it can be camouflaged so it is 
not evident from the street. She says they recommended, if budget allows, that a tin roof instead of 
shingle would be most appropriate. 

5. Mr. Hogan says he wants to commend the owners on their efforts, and he thinks this will be a great 
addition. He says he is familiar with Beech Avenue, and understands there are several homes with 
quaint outdoor spaces and it is nice to see a homeowner taking the investment to bring this back. He 
says it looks like the architect has paid attention to detail.  He says he concurs with Ms. Malakoff’s 
statement about the skylight, but he believes they have done a good job of tucking it into the corner, 
and as long as the skylight material is in keeping with the roof material, he thinks it will blend. 

6. Mr. Jennings asks if there are color choices. Mr. Hogan says he assumes they will play off the colors 
of the house, which are fairly neutral. 

7. Ms. O’Neill says house trim is yellowish-white/light brown, and the porch would be the same. 
8. Mr. Jennings says the color selection should be approved by staff. He says he agrees that the skylight 
is far enough back that it won’t be obtrusive to the view. 

 

 

 

 

 

OWNER: 
Betsy and Brian O’Neill 
842 Beech Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

APPLICANT: 
Betsy and Brian O’Neill 
842 Beech Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 
 

WARD: ................................ 22nd 

LOT & BLOCK: ..............23-N-150 

INSPECTOR:.........MARK SANDERS 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: ............... 6th 

ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ............  

ARCH. RATING: ............................ 

APPLICATION RECEIVED: 9/15/11 
 
SITE VISITS: 
 
CERTIFICATES OF APP.:00-000 
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MOTION: 

Mr. Jennings ..........Motions to approve the application as submitted for 842 Beech Avenue, to construct 
a side porch replicating a side porch in a 1934 photograph. 

Mr. Sheffield........... Seconds the motion. 

All members ........... Voted in favor 

..........................Motion passes. 
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NATIONAL REGISTER: LISTED ....................................  ELIGIBLE..................................  
 

Proposed Changes:   Replacement of slate landing with stamped concrete 
 
Discussion: 

1. Joel Cluskey, architect working with CCAC, says in 2004 they made an application for the rebuild of 
this stair and took existing materials and rebuilt the porch through an administrative review and 
approval. He says at that point the stair had deteriorated to unsafe conditions. He says the existing 
porch is a blue stone set in a mud-set setting, and the perimeter of top landing is limestone. He says 
they replaced everything in-kind at the time, and within the next few years they were experiencing the 
same deterioration. He says they looked at replacing it again with same materials, but felt they should 
have other options.  

2. He says they are proposing to replace the stone and slate with poured concrete that would match the 
color of the limestone. He says the inner pour of concrete would be a pressed concrete in a blue color 
stamped in a slate pattern. He says they feel this will provide CCAC with a longer term solution. He 
says the porch is not covered and experiences freeze/thaws, and even further more because it is 
elevated. 

3. Mr. Hogan confirms that they are going to remove the sandstone panning, which will then be the first 
pour of concrete. 

4. Mr. Cluskey says yes. He says they hoped originally to do it all as one pour with two colors but found 
that the colors would bleed together. He says they originally thought they would use the limestone 
color of the concrete and simply press the pattern and leave it, but CCAC wants to make it two pours 
so they have contrasting colors. 

5. Mr. Hogan asks if they will disturb the sandstone stairs. 
6. Mr. Cluskey says no. He says the stairs were replaced in 2004, but the bottom tread will actually need 
to be replaced [with sandstone] because it was damaged. He says railing will be taken out and 
reinstalled with stainless steel pins to help further resolve issues. 

7. Mr. Jennings says it looks like the existing stone pattern is smaller than what is proposed. 
8. Mr. Cluskey says the plan does not show it how it will ultimately look, but only shows the technique. 
He provides a product sheet and says they intend to use the “Pennsylvania Slate Single Stone 
Pattern”. He says Scoffield is the product manufacturer who makes the colors and the stamps. He 
says they also use an “antiquing agent” which gives it texture. 

9. Mr. Hogan asks for public comment. 
10. Carole Malakoff, Allegheny West LRC, says Bob Hamilton from CCAC came to their meeting with 
many options and asked the LRC what they preferred. She says they favor the option which was just 
described, the concrete edges, the top step, and the stamped concrete in the center tinted and 
stamped to match what had been there. She says one of their members has had stamped concrete 
work done and they can do anything now with stamped concrete. She says they are in favor. 

OWNER:  
Donald Fedor 
800 Allegheny Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

APPLICANT:  
Joel Cluskey 
RSH Architects 
363 Vanadium Road 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15243 
 

WARD: ................................22ND 

LOT & BLOCK: .................8-A-172 

INSPECTOR:.........MARK SANDERS 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: ............... 6th 

ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ............  

ARCH. RATING: ............................  

APPLICATION RECEIVED:  9/19/11 
 
SITE VISITS: 
 
CERTIFICATES OF APP.:00-000 
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MOTION: 

Mr. Jennings ..........Motions to approve the application as submitted  

Ms. McClellan......... Seconds the motion. 

 
11. Mr. Hogan suggests they specify the Scoffield Pennsylvania Slate pattern to be used in the concrete. 

 

Mr. Jennings .......... Amends the motion as stated by Mr. Hogan  

Ms. McClellan......... Seconds the amended motion. 

All members ........... Voted in favor 

..........................Motion passes. 
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NATIONAL REGISTER: LISTED ....................................  ELIGIBLE..................................  
 

Proposed Changes:   Renovations of building to accommodate tenant/owner needs 
 
Discussion: 

1. Tom Stevenson, architect, says the significance of these buildings is mostly on front as opposed to 
back. He says he believes they were restored around 1980.  

2. Ms. Quinn provides photos of the buildings pre-restoration.  
3. Mr. Stevenson says the buildings still survive in their restored state. He says until it was recently 
purchased by MCC it was a rental property with 12 units in total, two in each of the six houses. He 
says the idea is to sell each house to individual owners. 

4. He says they propose to add a deck on the back of the second floor [of each] so they have access to the 
backyard and parking pads. He says right now the rear of the properties is just an asphalt parking 
area. He says each house would have its own stair down to the back. He says currently they share fire 
escape stairs between units, which is okay for a renter but not for an ownership. He says there is a 
door which leads to those and they propose to switch out the windows on the rear facade for doors 
and put a window where the door is. He says the yards would be divided by decorative 4’ high 
aluminum fences, and walkways from the rear of the house to the parking area. He says there will also 
be a concrete patio for first floor units. He directs the Commission to images of the surrounding area 
and says there is not much historic fabric left. 

5. Mr. Hogan says this is a strange lot.  
6. Mr. Stevenson says yes, there is a corner cut-out [on the corner of Lake and Manhattan] that intrudes 
onto the rear yard of 1404 Juniata. He says according to the 1890 map, there were originally only 5 
units, and 1404 Juniata was added later. 

7. Mr. Stevenson shows an example of deck which was recently added at 1240 Liverpool Street. He says 
it is a Trex deck with a traditional type railing. He says the ones at Juniata Street will only be 11’ high, 
not as high as the one pictured. 

8. Mr. Hogan confirms that main structure will be built out of Wolmanized with a Trex decking material 
and Trex rail? Mr. Stevenson says yes. 

9. Mr. Hogan confirms that they will not be visible from Juniata Street, but only from the alley? Mr. 
Stevenson says yes. 

10. Mr. Stevenson says it is called Lake Street but he thinks it is considered an alley. 
11. Mr. Hogan asks what the fence material is. 
12. Mr. Stevenson says it will be aluminum that resembles wrought iron. 
13. Ms. Quinn says it was her understanding that that would be received as a separate submittal. 
14. Mr. Hogan says so they are only approving the addition of the decks and the replacement of the 
doors/windows. 

OWNER:  
Manchester Housing and 
Development, LLC 
1219 Allegheny Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

APPLICANT:  
Thomas Stevens 
LDA Architects 
33 Terminal Way, Suite 317 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 
 

WARD: ..................................21ST 

LOT & BLOCK: ... 22-K-101 TO 105 

INSPECTOR:.........MARK SANDERS 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: ............... 6th 

ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ............  

ARCH. RATING: ............................  

APPLICATION RECEIVED:  9/8/11 
 
SITE VISITS: 
 
CERTIFICATES OF APP.:00-000 
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15. Mr. Hogan asks if they are altering the size [of the window openings] at all to fit the doors. Mr. 
Stevenson says no. 

16. Mr. Hogan asks if the materials for the doors have been reviewed. 
17. Ms. Quinn says no. She says she thinks that would be something that could be reviewed over the 
counter if the Commission sees fit. 

18. Mr. Stevenson says they have only produced a schematic plan so far, and the idea was to see if this 
would get approved then to look at further details. 

19. He says at 1240 Liverpool Street they utilized a 4 panel door where the top two panels were glazed to 
let light in. He says the existing doors here are 4 or 6 paneled steel doors. 

20. Mr. Hogan asks for public comment. 
21. Ahmed Martin, of Manchester Citizens Corporation, says this is part of a neighborhood revitalization 
strategy for this street. He says these were marketed during the Great House Sale, so they have two 
placeholder deposits to buy the structures once they are renovated. He says part of the pitch was 
decking and upgrades to landscaping. He says the doors and windows would follow schedules that 
have been approved through the renaissance phase I project or through the 2000 renovation. He says 
people are interested in the properties, and as there is not much going on in the area they hope that 
the properties will be in anchor to stimulate interest in the other four corners. 

22. Mr. Hogan says as he understands it, what is in front of the Commission is the addition of a deck on 
the rear to be made out of Wolmanized and Trex material. He says he want to approve the project as 
submitted with the requirement that final drawings be submitted to staff for final review of the 
railings, doors, fencing, etc. 

MOTION: 

Mr. Jennings ..........Motions to approve with conditions as stated by Mr. Hogan, and understanding that 
the fencing will be reviewed separately. 

Mr. Sheffield........... Seconds the motion. 

All members ........... Voted in favor 

..........................Motion passes. 
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NATIONAL REGISTER: LISTED ....................................  ELIGIBLE..................................  
 

Proposed Changes:   Alterations to main facade 
 
Discussion: 

1. Sunny Varrasso, owner, says her architect could not be here today. She shows a picture of the existing 
building, and says at the last meeting they were approved for only the first floor façade renovations. 
She says they ran into a problem with signage because the windows on the second floor are so large 
there wasn’t enough room allocated for signage. She says they intended to address the second and 
third floors, but that was going to be phase two or three. She says they took into consideration things 
that were mentioned at the last meeting, such as using squared windows on the second floor, and also 
keeping the building line at the very top, in consistency with the buildings on either side.  She says the 
Cultural Trust owns the buildings on either side and she went through the plans with Rebecca White 
of the Trust who was OK with everything. She says if they are going to attempt the construction they 
would do the project all at once, because of the signage and because they would probably have to 
close the sidewalk down for the renovation, so they decided to come to the HRC and address the 
whole thing all over again.  

2. Mr. Hogan confirms that at this point Ms. Varrasso is looking for approval of the second and third 
floors. 

3. Ms. Varrasso says in regards to the signage, because of how large the second floor windows are and 
they way the brick is bumped out on the arcs, it makes it difficult to get the appropriate signage that is 
in accordance with the historic review requirements. She says they also actually found an ATM that is 
smaller, which allows them to use double entrance doors instead of one door. 

4. Mr. Hogan asks if Ms. Varrasso is asking them to reevaluate the first floor. 
5. Ms. Varrasso says no. She says she just doesn’t remember if in the original plans there were one or 
two doors shown. 

6. Mr. Hogan says they didn’t approve the ATM. Mr. Jennings agrees. 
7. Ms. Varrasso says they have the Certificate of Appropriateness for the first floor. Staff confirms the 
ATM was approved. Ms. Quinn reads a copy of the C of A. 

8. The Commission reviews the property file. Mr. Hogan reads a letter found in the folder dated 
September 9, 2010 regarding the continuation of the September hearing, and changes requested by 
the Commission. 

9. Ms. Varrasso says they came back after that. 
10. Mr. Hogan says it was approved at the November meeting according to the C of A, but he does not 
have the minutes. 

11. Mr. Hogan says he is inclined to continue the hearing for more research. 
12. Mr. Jennings says the current drawing does not match what they approved so the first floor will need 
to be reconsidered as well. 

OWNER:  
Caterina Varrasso 
4769 Oakhurst Avenue 
Gibsonia, Pa 15044 

APPLICANT:  
Sunny Varrasso 
4769 Oakhurst Avenue 
Gibsonia, Pa 15044 
 

WARD: .................................. 2ND 

LOT & BLOCK: ..................9-N-44 

INSPECTOR:...... BOB MOLYNEAUX 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: ............... 8th 

ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ............  

ARCH. RATING: ............................  

APPLICATION RECEIVED:  
8/23/2011 
 
SITE VISITS: 
 
CERTIFICATES OF APP.:00-000 
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13. The Commission reviews the previous sets of drawings, and compares the changes. 
14. Mr. Hogan says he remembers a dialogue of a lot of health code/safety issues that were raised 
because of the dual entrance and uses. He says now when you enter you go into a vestibule and then 
there are two entrances. He says they are now proposing bringing the façade forward. 

15. Ms. Varrasso says the façade is not being brought forward but staying exactly as is, because they 
didn’t want to touch the pillars on either side of the building. 

16. Mr. Hogan asks if they are proposing a similar NANA type system for the second floor. 
17. Ms. Varrasso says they are windows but they can open. 
18. Mr. Jennings says according to the drawings they are folding wall/glass panels NANA SL60. He says 
with the ribbon windows going across, it draws in the other building. 

19. Ms. Varrasso says the NANA windows on the second floor were something they added in, but she is 
not stuck on that and it was just an option. 

20. Mr. Hogan says the original drawing was only a two story building with a three window penetration 
versus a continuous penetration. He says he is not opposed to opening windows on the second floor. 

21. Ms. Varrasso says they tried to square everything out because everything on the street is so square. 
22. Mr. Hogan says he understands the approach. He says there is nothing original to this building, but 
the guidelines are very clear that when you do the next generation of a building, it should be in 
keeping with the rhythm and pattern of the street. 

23. Ms. Varrasso says she is not opposed to keeping the center pillar of stonework, and just squaring out 
each side. She says because the building doesn’t match anything on the street they were just trying to 
make it match as best they could.  

24. Mr. Hogan says because a sort of deck is being created on the third floor they could easily keep the 
rhythm going up and down.  

25. Ms. Varrasso asks if they would like to see the center column continued up to the third floor and 
create to other square windows. 

26. Mr. Hogan says even if it is still the open balcony, just to sort of make an open window so they are 
carrying the rhythm up. 

27. Ms. Quinn provides the minutes from the November 2010 meeting. 
28. Ms. Diehl confirms that it was first heard at the September 2010 meeting, and continued to October 
2010 at which time a cancellation was placed by the applicant. She says the decision was made at the 
November 2010 hearing. 

29. Ms. Varrasso says one of the reasons they chose to have such an open third floor was because they 
wanted to do not only a deck, but a garden deck, and so to have the greenery visible from Smithfield 
Street it was important to keep it as wide open as possible. 

30. Mr. Hogan says his concern is this looks very suburban office park. 
31. Mr. Hogan says he thinks they should continue so staff can do more research. He says it looks like it 
was the Commission’s understanding that the ATM was recessed in an alcove. 

32. Mr. Jennings says there is a lot more going on than the ATM. He asks if they should have her 
resubmit. 

33. Ms. Ismail says they need a legal opinion because they already have the decision. 
34. Mr. Jennings says the decision is based on a different set of drawings, and the façade has been altered 
again. He says they now have a set of double doors as opposed to one, the transom has been removed, 
and the NANA windows appear to be narrower. 

35. Mr. Hogan says he thinks they need to go back through their records to see what they originally 
approved and have staff work with Ms. Varrasso to give her direction. 

36. Mr. Jennings says yes, but the latest application should also include whatever changes are being 
made to the first floor, for review once again of the first floor. 

37. Mr. Hogan asks for public comment.  
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38. Al Cuteri, Penn Liberty LRC, says they didn’t get a chance to review this, but he did see an earlier 
version of the drawing. He says they did review the last submission, and he believes there is a letter 
on record. He says he is not here in support or denial of it. He says he is happy to hear that because it 
is in a historic district - while the building that is there now does not really reflect the original 
architecture - along with rhythm and proportions and scale is also an issue. He says he is sure the 
Commission would be interested in seeing a more detailed explanation of what the façade would be 
like. He says he thinks in the last submission the glass was out to the street, and he is hearing that it is 
now pulled back again. He asks the Commission to take that into consideration and how this façade 
fits in with the rest of the fabric on the street, along with the concerns about the ATM.  

39. Mr. Jennings says on the third floor level, if it is going to be open deck, what will be behind the open 
façade, and what type of finishes will be used beyond that. He says this needs to be reviewed as well. 

 

MOTION: 

Mr. Jennings ..........Motions to table the application until the November hearing so staff has an 
opportunity to review the former approval for the front façade. He says staff should 
also work with the property owner to determine what amendments to this 
application need to be made to accommodate the changes on the first floor façade 
that have previously been approved. 

Mr. Sheffield........... Seconds the motion. 

All members ........... Voted in favor 

..........................Motion passes. 

 

40. Mr. Hogan asks Ms. Varrasso to contact staff and work with them on the second and third floor 
discussions, and how the first floor changed from what they approved to what is being submitted 
now, so they can do a side by side comparison, and understand what they are approving going 
forward. 

41. Ms. Varrasso asks in terms of the second and third floor if the architect should change the drawings 
as far as squaring the windows. 

42. Mr. Hogan says his recommendation is to look at the rhythm of the street and try to reflect. He says 
he is not asking them to replicate the street but be sensitive to the pattern of the street. He says 
because they are introducing a continuum of glass on three levels, that is not the standard of the 
street or the plate of it. He says if they can mimic the architectural intent of the street in opening, size 
and massing, it would be preferred based on the guidelines of the historic district. He says there have 
been situations where they have approved what they’re suggesting on the third floor, but the openings 
have to still mimic the architecture of the street in size and mass. He says they are creating something 
that is contrary to the pattern of the street.
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NATIONAL REGISTER: LISTED ....................................  ELIGIBLE..................................  
 

Proposed Changes:  Demolition. 
 
Discussion: 

1. Mr. Hogan asks if this is one that was continued from last month. Ms. Quinn says it was continued 
from 2 months prior. 

2. Mr. Blaich says nothing has changed. 
3. Evelyn Jones, Manchester LRC, says they have tried to contact the owner but have not been able, so 
they have no objections because they have nothing to stand on. 

4. Ahmed Martin, MCC, says they also tried to contact the owner. He says MCC did not oppose the 
demolition the first time, it was more in reference to the LRC to do their due diligence; and they do 
not have any objections to the demolition at this point. 

 

MOTION: 

Mr. Jennings ..........Motions to approve the demolition of 1446 Columbus Avenue. 

Mr. Sheffield........... Seconds the motion. 

All members ........... Voted in favor 

..........................Motion passes. 

 

OWNER:  
Joyce Coleman Jr. 
10 Shady Hollow Drive 
Pittsburgh, PA 15239 

APPLICANT:  
City of Pittsburgh, BBI 
 

WARD: ...................................21ST 

LOT & BLOCK: ............... 22-J-301 

INSPECTOR:.............RUSS BLAICH 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: ............... 6th 

ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ............  

ARCH. RATING: ............................  

APPLICATION RECEIVED:   
 
SITE VISITS: 
 
CERTIFICATES OF APP.:00-000 
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NATIONAL REGISTER: LISTED ....................................  ELIGIBLE..................................  
 

Proposed Changes:  Demolition. 
 
Discussion: 

1. Mr. Blaich says this is the same situation, he believes they were given 60 days to contact the owner. 
2. Mr. Hogan confirms that this is the building that is collapsing in the back. Mr. Blaich says yes. 
3. Mr. Hogan says this is a great street. 
4. Evelyn Jones, Manchester LRC, says they have tried to contact the owners. She says the people on 
either side are having problems. She says they don’t have the money or authority to do anything 
without the owners and they will not come forth at all.  

5. Mr. Hogan says he doesn’t know if this would qualify for right of action under the new blight laws. He 
says it would have to be moved by the neighborhood. 

6. Ms. Ismail says the problem is the neighbors are having significant damage. 
7. Ahmed Martin says MCC was originally opposed but without being able to contact the owner, and 
without the funds to make it a part of their program their hands are tied. He says they would rather 
not see the building demolished as it would be a missing tooth in the block and it has historic 
significance. He asks if Mr. Hogan can explain the right of action. 

8. Mr. Hogan says the state has recently passed a whole package of blight legislation, and it is 
empowering - other than municipal action - local action, so on the behalf of a community one can 
move to have the property into receivership by the community and go onto the site to do the 
necessary work to stabilize the structure.  

9. Mr. Martin asks if Mr. Hogan knows the cost associated with that and in terms of the timeline if it is 
faster than the land reserve program. 

10. Mr. Hogan says the land reserve program would be taking the property through the City acquisition 
stage for back taxes, and this would be a court action giving them receivership of the property. 

11. Mr. Martin asks if it is faster. 
12. Mr. Hogan says it could be, and the City Treasurer’s sale process can be lengthy. 
13. Mr. Martin says he thinks MCC would be interested in pursuing this option. He asks if this legislation 
is in effect.  

14. Mr. Hogan says yes. Mr. Hogan says he could contact Irene McLaughlin at the Housing Alliance for 
more information. 

15. Mr. Hogan says he will go with the will of the Commission but his feeling is they have a continuous 
façade here and it will have a drastic financial impact to either side, although it is probably already 
having a serious impact. He says the replication of the structure in between the two is probably never 
going to happen. 

OWNER:  
Joyce Coleman Jr. 
10 Shady Hollow Drive 
Pittsburgh, PA 15239 

APPLICANT:  
City of Pittsburgh, BBI 
 

WARD: ...................................21ST 

LOT & BLOCK: .............. 22-K-333 

INSPECTOR:.............RUSS BLAICH 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: ............... 6th 

ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ............  

ARCH. RATING: ............................  

APPLICATION RECEIVED:   
 
SITE VISITS: 
 
CERTIFICATES OF APP.:00-000 
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16. Mr. Martin asks if the approval was issued today, what the timeline for demolition is and is there a 
way they could stop it. 

17. Mr. Hogan says they could apply for a building permit if they get receivership of the property. 
18. Mr. Jennings says the building permit would be contingent upon the work being started immediately 
and not stopping until it is finished. Mr. Jennings says he is concerned with the roof collapsing with a 
heavy snow load.  

19. Mr. Martin says with the building permit if they could just seal it somehow and stop the leakages onto 
the adjacent properties. 

20. Mr. Jennings says the building permit will also need to make sure the roof is structurally sound. 
21. Mr. Hogan says the building permit would have to be a stabilization permit of some nature to rebuild 
the roof and the rear wall, but they wouldn’t have to finish the interior until they assembled funds. 

22. Mr. Martin says he thinks this was more of an issue of authority. He says if they could get two weeks 
to contact Irene McLaughlin and get a structural engineer out there and get the cost to stabilize it, 
which they were unable to do without the authority. 

23. Mr. Jennings says he would be willing to continue it another 30 days to the next meeting, but that 
would be a drop dead decision. 

24. Mr. Hogan says he agrees. 
25. Ms. Jones says wouldn’t they have to take the homeowner’s to court? 
26. Mr. Hogan says they can look at the process. He says it is a private right of action. 
27. Mr. Martin asks if there are any fines which could spark the owner’s interest. 
28. Mr. Hogan asks if they have been in court. 
29. Mr. Blaich says no. 
30. Mr. Jennings says by the time it was condemned there were probably violations on the property for 
years. 

31. Mr. Martin asks if there is a record of how many times it has been cited. 
32. Mr. Blaich says he cited it one time. 
33. Mr. Jennings says once the owners bought the property off of the city in 2007 and stopped work, BBI 
went straight to condemnation and didn’t cite them. 

34. Mr. Martin asks if there is any way to cite them now. 
35. Mr. Jennings says the condemnation notice is a citation. 
36. Mr. Martin asks if there is a financial penalty. 
37. Mr. Hogan says the condemnation notice would tell them they are responsible for the demolition 
cost. 

38. Mr. Martin asks if they received that. 
39. Mr. Jennings says yes. He says they lien the property for the demolition cost. 

MOTION: 

Mr. Jennings ..........Motions to continue for 30 days until the November meeting to allow the community 
groups to pursue the owner’s or other legislation to try to save this structure. 

Mr. Sheffield........... Seconds the motion. 

Ms. McClellan ........ Abstains. 

Mr. Hogan, Ms. Ismail…………Voted in favor 

..........................Motion passes. 


