
HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION OF PITTSBURGH

Minutes of the Meeting of March 4, 2009
Beginning at 12:00 PM

200 Ross Street
First Floor Hearing Room

Pittsburgh, PA  15219
In Attendance:

Members Staff Others

Michael Stern, Chair Katherine Molnar Alan Green
Paul Tellers La Russa
Ruth Drescher Richard Weaver
Earle Onque Charmayne Gather
Jill Joyce Gretchen Haller
Erik Harless for Sergei Matveiev
Noor Ismail

Old Business

Nominations Report:  There is one building in the nomination process.  Ms. Molnar reported that the Workingmen’s 
Savings Bank building had its public hearing, but Council still has to vote on it.  The Community has yet to reach a 
consensus as to whether they support or not support the nomination.  The Old Stone Tavern will be introduced at 
today’s meeting.

New Business

Approval of Minutes: Ms. Molnar did not have copies of the February minutes available.  The minutes were held until 
April.  

Certificates  of  Appropriateness: Molnar  directed  the  commissioners  to  the  Certificates  of  Appropriateness.   In 
regards to the February 2009 Certificates of Appropriateness, Ms. Drescher moved to approve, Mr. Tellers seconded the 
motion, all voted in favor.  Motion passed. 

Applications for Economic Hardship: None.

Other: Molnar briefed the HRC on the status of Cupka’s Café on the South Side, and indicated that the property owner 
wanted to open the business by May.  She also told the HRC how the Preservation Planning meeting went the month 
before with the SHPO, PHLF, the URA, and HRC members. 

Hearing Items:  Discussion on hearing items follows on the attached pages.  

Adjourn: Mr. Tellers motioned to adjourn the meeting, Ms. Joyce seconded the motion, all voted in favor.
ATTACHMENTS
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HRC Minutes – 4 March 2009
1109 Bingham Street East Carson Street Local Historic District

Unapproved Changes:
Application for demolition

DISCUSSION:

1. Ms. Molnar gave the background of the property, and indicated that at the last HRC meeting the owner attended 
(January 2009), the property owner indicated he would obtain an architect and make drawings of his proposed 
renovations.  Molnar said that the neighbor was suffering because his insurance rates were rising.  The property 
owner is scheduled to go to the Court of Common Appeals to protest the potential demolition of his structure.  The 
adjacent neighbor had indicated a willingness to buy the address. 

2. Rich Weaver, BBI, addressed the HRC saying that BBI was still applying for demolition.  The property owner has 
not done anything to fix the condemnation issues. 

3. Mr. Gigillatti, the neighbor, said that the property owner has owned the building since 1985, but that it has been 
abandoned since 1990. 

4. Erik Harless said that from BBI’s point of view, this might be a last resort, but it is also the last opportunity we have 
to address the public safety issues before something really serious happens.

5. Mr. Onque said that he would recommend we take down the building. 

6. Mr. Tellers asked if there would be an opportunity to avoid the demolition, even if the HRC issued the CofA for 
demolition.  Erik said that the owner could fix the problems, and then BBI would not have to tear it down, even if 
we issue the CofA. 

MOTION: Mr. Onque........moved to approve the demolition of 1109 Bingham Street. 

SECOND: Ms. Joyce..........seconded the motion.

IN FAVOR: All...............................................................................................................................................PASSED

OPPOSED: None
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HRC Minutes – 4 March 2009
Old Stone Tavern Local Landmark Nomination

DISCUSSION:

1. Ms. Molnar introduced the nomination, and directed the HRC to the provided nomination forms in front of them. 
She reviewed the nomination process briefly.  She gave the background history of the building, as it is currently 
understood.  Molnar indicated that she was continuously researching the building, and trying to verify factual 
information about the building.  Molnar read the points of significance as marked in the nomination form.  She 
indicated that there would be no public comment today, as the public hearing would be next month, in April. 

2. Mr. Tellers asked if the owner was in favor or opposed – Molnar replied that the owner would prefer to tear down 
the building, but is open to discussions.  Mr. Stern said that as a Masonry company, the building would be a great 
asset to the owners and company.

3. Mr. John DeSantis addressed the HRC.  He said that the building had the potential to possess serious significance. 
The business could easily have been in existence earlier than the 1790s, but perhaps as a log structure.  The 
building, along the Washington/Pittsburgh turnpike and Steubenville Pike, would have been in an ideal location. 
Further, it is likely to be associated with the events and people of the National Road, and exists as a toll house along 
the National Road complex.  For that reason, the house could prove to have national significance.

4. Mr. Alan Green addressed the HRC.  He said that his grandparents and father owned the property in the past and 
lived there.  His grandparents used the building as a tavern, except during prohibition, when they operated it as a 
“confectionary store.” He said it was built by Jim Coates in 1793.  There was a wooden portion torn down.  He 
remembered installing the brick floor in the basement, as a child.  He had written a report on the building during his 
college years, and would provide it to Ms. Molnar.

MOTION: Ms. Drescher.....moved that 436 Greentree Road, the Old Stone Tavern, has the potential to meet at least 
one of the ten points of significance, and that the nomination process should continue. 

SECOND: Mr. Tellers........seconded the motion.

IN FAVOR: All...............................................................................................................................................PASSED

OPPOSED: None
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