2 January 2008
Minutes

HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION OF PITTSBURGH

Minutes of the MeetingJainuary 2, 2008
Beginning at 12:30 PM

200 Ross Street

First Floor Hearing Room

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

In Attendance

Members Staff Others

Susan Tymoczko Gia Tatore, YPA
Michael Stern, Chairman Katherine Molnar Anne Ne|deHLF
Paul Tellers, Vice Chair Wayne Kist
Ruth Drescher Kenneth J. Yarsky, Il
Noor Ismail Phil Molnar
Jill Joyce David McMunn

Steven Paul, Pres. Pgh.

J. Tracy Mortimore

Old Business
Enforcement: There were no new enforcement issues to reporgsotve.

Historic Reviews Ms. Molnar reported on her Section 106 hearinthwepresentatives from the State Historic
Preservation Office. She indicated that a neweagent with the State (Programmatic Memorandum akAgent)
was being finalized. No one at the S106 meetingwkmwhy the HRC would be involved with the federatdric
review process, but that it could be a holdovemfrearlier years. Molnar said she would prepareeanmand
distribute it to the Commission members once th&RrMvas finalized.

Nominations Report: There are five buildings in the nomination praceds. Molnar reported that three of those
items would be discussed at the end of the hea8@@:E. Ohio, 7101 Apple Street, and 100 W Nortledwe. The
Garden Theatre (12 W. North Avenue) nomination wafore Planning Commission on December 11. Atabton
hearing, Commission asked to table the nominationtii uthe URA could attend, and offer their
comments/recommendation. The new date for Plan@mmmission is January 14. The August Wilson hossill
unscheduled for City Council Public Comment hearingls. Molnar reported that she has asked City Cibun
schedule the hearing at least “a dozen times.”Aidmination needs to be completed by early Febr(targtay within
the 8 month time frame for nominations). Ms. Idmeplied that we need to keep asking, as to rtoCig Council
forget about the request for a hearing.
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New Business

Minutes: Ms. Molnar erroneously indicated that minutes wiaduded in the HRC packets. Mr. Stern passedrato
his copy of the minutes. HRC members examineddbpy. Ms. Joyce asked whether there was a matiate for
848-50 Western Avenue, to which Ms. Molnar replibdt there was not. Molnar reminded the commiss®hat
they agreed the offending building owner (enforcetmgsue) would come back before the HRC in Agriptesent his
plan for replacing the missing architectural detfilial/bracket). Ms. Drescher moved to approke tninutes; Mr.
Tellers seconded the motion. All voted in favor.

Certificates of Appropriateness: Ms. Molnar presented the Certificates of Approjemess which included several
window replacements. Ms. Molnar explained thewirstances behind each window replacement. Mrefelisked
why/how applicants are allowed to replace windaws; Molnar replied that the guidelines vary fromstdct to district
regarding window replacement. There was some si&son as to why the district guidelines varied frdrstrict to
district. Ms. Molnar informed the commission tisae intended to examine the guidelines, and prglsbkend them
to be one document. Mr. Stern asked if the HRCthadauthority to amend the guidelines, or whetherproposed
changes had to go before Council for approval. Melnar said the Ordinance indicated that the Cossion can
update and change the guidelines, but it doesg'tiew. Molnar offered to ask the legal departm@atthe January
Legal Meeting, Molnar discovered that the Commission does have the power to change and update the guidedlines at
their digression. The changes, however, cannot supercede anything written in the ordinance). Mr. Stern asked if we
could look for a grant to hire a consultant to afg@the guidelines for us. Mr. Stern asked if itldaobe possible to ask
to be put on the list for a budget request. M&dbher asked if an intern could do the job, but Miginar thought that
an intern might not be able to handle that techijgda The Commission and Staff forgot to apprtve Certificates of
Appropriateness Report.

Applications for Economic Hardship: There were no Applications for Economic Hardship.

Adjourn: Ms. Joyce moved to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Telgeconded the motion. All in favor.

Discussion on hearing items follows on the attaqbemges.

Attachments




2 January 2008 - Minutes
Manchester Historic District

1321 N. Franklin Street

OWNER: City of Pittsburgh

1321 N Franklin Street ,
. APPLICANT 'SPROPOSAL —To raze the structure to the
Pittsburgh, PA 15233 ground

APPLICANT: Russell Blaich

Bureau of Building Inspection DISCUSSION OFPROPOSAL

WARD: o9 Ms. Molnar introduced the application by showinge th

location of the property, and by showing a mapliadha HRC
22.K-333 approved demolitions in Manchester in 2007. Thesee at
least four other properties approved for demolittonNorth
Franklin Street in 2007. Ms. Molnar showed imagéshe
building.

BLOCK & LOT NUMBER:

BUILDING INSPECTOR Ron
Freyermuth

Mr. Blaich said that this building is beyond savinghe roof

COUNCIL DISTRICT#: :
has a huge hole, apparently rain may travel froen rthof

ZONING CLASSIFICATION: R2-H through to the ground floor. Ms. Molnar informebet
Commission that the Manchester Real Estate Rep@d@b
ARCHITECTURAL RATING: (typical) recommended the building for restoration. She dhat

because this building is part of a row, it formsiportant
context on North Franklin. It is part of a northdsoundary of the Manchester district, and if thm@hission
continues to allow demolitions, the district boumekswill have to be redrawn.

Mr. Tellers agreed but said that damaged row-hoalsescan cause the most harm to neighboring stest He
said that this was a difficult decision becausehiidding looked so nice from the exterior. Mrakgh argued that
“everything is intact — there is just no roof, thior second floor.” Laugh. Mr. Stern said it wblilave to be a
complete reconstruction. Mr. Tellers asked (no ongarticular) if the money spent on demolitiorulcb be

redirected toward stabilizing the building. Ms.eBcher agreed that that was the right questiosko Bir. Blaich

suggested that Ed Jacobs would be the person {®aakEstate Director for the City). Ms. Joyckeakif there is a
reason why the City can'’t actively put this strueton the market. Mr. Blaich replied that Mr. Jagg@robably
would put this address on the market if he thotnghtould sell it. Mr. Tellers asked how much itulebcost to

demolish the building, Mr. Blaich didn't answer iradiately, but Ms. Drescher said her neighbor's bocsst

$8,000 to demolish. Blaich then thought $8,000;800 would be a good estimate. Mr. Cipriani thdwgtiling the

finance department might be a good idea as well. Tiellers said he was not inclined to approveaiglication for

demolition.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers moved to investigate the redirectionfurfids that would be used for demolition to the
stabilization of the structure. At this time, ttegjuest for demolition is denied. Mr. Stern cladfthis motion by
saying at this time, the Commission asks the oifp¢estigate means to stabilize the structurerapdrt back to the
Commission within six months. Mr. Tellers acceptaelclarification/amendment to his initial motion.

SECOND: Ms. Joyce seconded the motion.

VOTE: All members voted in favor.
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Manchester Historic District

1311 Hamlin Street

OWNER: Pearl McCray (deceased)
1311 Hamlin Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15233

APPLICANT: Russell Blaich
Bureau of Building Inspection

WARD: 274

BLOCK & LOT NUMBER: 22-P-338

BUILDING INSPECTOR Ron
Freyermuth

COUNCIL DISTRICT#:
ZONING CLASSIFICATION: R2-H

ARCHITECTURAL RATING: (typical)

PROPOSAL —To raze the structure to the ground

DISCUSSION OFPROPOSAL

Ms. Molnar presented the application. She indicditat the
building was more isolated, and lacked the conteat the
previous building had. Mr. Stern asked to the ¢and and
Mr. Blaich answered that there were serious problénthe
back of the building. According to Blaich’'s phatahe
building had a mid-sized hole in the brick veneer.

Mr. Tellers argued that without this building aetrear of a
West North property, the primary property wouldr@ase in
value because of its increased lot size. Persoriallers did
not think that this building was worth saving. idn't as
historically significant as some of the others, dangd its
removal, might assist the value of the street-fabiouses.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers moved to approve the request for detinalifor the reasons he stated during discussion.

SECOND: Ms. Joyce seconded the motion.
IN FAVOR: Stern, Tellers, Joyce, Ismalil, Cipriani
OPPOSED:Drescher
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1102 West North Avenue

OWNER: Cosmosurf Technologies, Inc.

1102 West North Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15233

APPLICANT. Berthony Deslouches, Owner

WARD:

BLOCK & LOT NUMBER:

BUILDING INSPECTOR

COUNCIL DISTRICT#:

ZONING CLASSIFICATION:

ARCHITECTURAL RATING:

27
22-R-289

Ron
Freyermuth

RM-M

(typical)

APPLICANT 'S PROPOSAL — Exterior Renovations to
include replacement windows, replacement roof, and
front porch repairs.

DISCUSSION OFPROPOSAL

Ms. Molnar presented the application, and called tfe
applicant or applicant’'s representative. The appli did not
show-up to the hearing. Molnar asked whether itildidoe
worth discussing the application without the inmit the
applicant.

Mr. Tellers and Mr. Stern agreed that the replacgnwindow
shown did not look to be historically sensitive.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers moved to TABLE the nomination until tapplicant could be present.
SECOND: Ms. Joyce seconded the motion.

VOTE: All in favor.
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Penn-Liberty Historic District

819 Liberty Avenue

APPLICANT 'SPROPOSAL —Restoration/ rehabilitation

OWNER: Martin & Judith Berger of storefront

819 Liberty Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA DISCUSSION OFPROPOSAL

APPLICANT. Berger Real Estate

Wayne Kist Ms. Molnar presented this application. She inditdteat in

1998 a proposed restoration to the building wascugg by

the HRC. The current applicant used those prdhegis
WARD: o drawings to help illustrate his current proposdie $nvited

Mr. Wayne Kist to the table to discuss the proposal

BLOCK & LOT NUMBER: 9-N-66 . . : ,
There was some discussion as to which drawings were
BUILDING INSPECTOR Ed McAllister =~ @ccurate to the applicant's proposal. In additihiere was
much discussion concerning the corrugated metatmatly in
COUNCIL DISTRICT# existence at the storefront, and whether it woelghain in
place or be removed. At first, the applicant stateat it
ZONING CLASSIFICATION: GT would remain. He later indicated that the corredatetal
piece would be removed, but that the void createdldvbe
ARCHITECTURAL RATING: (typical) covered with drywall.

Mr. Stern asked if there was a dropped ceiling rmktihe
current storefront — there is. Mr. Tellers was canfortable approving opaque glass for part ofstioeefront — he
also did not want to see brushed aluminum. MmnSisked about colors, and, not getting a good emsaid that
fundamentally the Commission needed more informatio

Mr. Tellers questioned the slenderness of all theeont stiles. In addition, the commission menstthought that
keeping the dropped ceiling behind that storeframiild create an unusual dark shadow. Ms. Joyagtitahat the
entire storefront looked too modern. Mr. Tellermed there to be a space/recess behind the sturdrallow for

more natural lighting. Mr. Stern recommended tpglieant look at the building next to Sammy's ars# it as a
model. He also recommended that the applicantttakeevisions to the LRC. Does the applicant f@varchitect?
Mr. Kist replied no.

All Commission members agreed that the storefroorsiwould be better positioned in the center eflibilding,
and the signboard would be better if it were cardurs. The doors could still be ADA compatible. . Ntern
cautioned the Commission not to redesign the agqile building at this time.

MOTION: Ms. Joyce moved to not approve what was preserited.applicant should come back next month with
revised drawings showing the proposed changeso¥ingnthe entry doors to the center, 2) making cor@inuous
signboard, 3) fattening-up the vertical memberstites, and 4) taking the proposal to the LRC teefiocomes back
to HRC.

SECOND: Ms. Drescher seconded the motion.

VOTE: All in favor.



2 January 2008 - Minutes
Local Landmark Nominations

7101 Apple Street — National Negro Opera House

Nomination Information

Owner: Miriam White & Jonnet Solomon

Nominated By: Young Preservationists AssociatibPittsburgh
P.O. Box 2669, Pittsburgh, PA 15230

Date of Nomination: 22 October 2007

Building Information

Date of Construction: 1894
Architect(s): unknown
Builder(s):

National Register Status: Not listed
Current Use: Vacant

Zoning Information

Ward: 1%
Neighborhood: Homewood
Block and Lot Number: 0173-N-00087
Zoning: P (Parks)

DiscuUsSION OFNOMINATION

Ms. Molnar informed the Commission of their currdaty to either recommend, or not recommend, thssghation
to City Council. She outlined the three pointsighificance, as per the prepared reports. MrnSisked if there
was any opposition to this nomination, Ms. Molngplied that there was one anonymous letter thactdyj to the
historic designation of this structure.

MOTION: Ms. Drescher moved moved to recommend to City Cibtinat the National Negro Opera House
(7101 Apple Street) be designated a historic-stinect

SECOND: Mr. Tellers seconded the motion.

VOTE: All in favor.
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800 E. Ohio — Workingmen’s Savings Bank

Nomination Information

Owner: Lou Lammana, Bentley Inc.

Nominated By: East Allegheny Community Council
Allegheny City Society

Date of Nomination: 10 October 2007

Building Information

Date of Construction: 1902, 1921

Architect(s): Giaver and Dinkelberg (1921 aicah)
Builder(s): A & S Wilson Company (1902, 1921)
National Register Status: None

Zoning Information

Ward: 23rd
Neighborhood:

Block and Lot Number: 0024-N-00142
Zoning: NDI

DiscuUsSION OFNOMINATION

Ms. Molnar informed the Commission of their currdaty to either recommend, or not recommend, thisghation
to City Council. She recapped the informatioretisabove, and explained the two points of signifiesidentified
with this building.

Mr. Tellers added that he thought the windows ldakeegrity, but that did not effect the overaltegrity of the

building. The building looks remarkably similarite original appearance. Ms. Drescher commemiaitthe rear of
the building has been modified to some extent. M@dnar reminded her that the ARC house additidnéece at
the rear of the building had been added to thenadigtructure, and was thus not original itse:lfs lunclear how that
addition impacted original historic materials.

Ms. Molnar said that the developer was hoping toalish the building. Mr. Tellers said that the HRIbuld not
look at the micro-economic development of the patr, say, but should look at the economic impactasing the

building in the neighborhood. Mr. Stern said itsweportant to remember that there was no oppaositothis
nomination at the last public comment hearing.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers moved to recommend to City Council ttteg Workingmen'’s Savings Bank Co. (800 E.
Ohio Street) be designated a historic-structure.
SECOND: Ms. Joyce seconded the motion.

VOTE: All in favor.
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100 West North Avenue — Malta Temple

Nomination Information

Owner: Salvation Army
Nominated By: David McMunn

Mexican War Streets Society
Date of Nomination: 11 December 2007

Building Information

Date of Construction: 1927

Architect(s): W. R. Klicker and William K. Bel
Builder(s): Rose & Fisher

National Register Status: None

Zoning Information

Ward: 2%
Neighborhood: Central Northside
Block and Lot Number: 0023-K-00411
Zoning: LNC

DISCUSSION OANOMINATION

Ms. Molnar presented this new nomination to the H8Be discussed how parts of the Northside argbei
nominated individually, instead of as a distridthhe Mexican War Streets National Register distsich the
process of being expanded, but the local dissithhé same. There is some discussion of expatitirigcal
district, but that is not currently happening.

Ms. Molnar invited the nominator, David McMunn,fdoesent the nomination. He outlined various padfts
significance for the building, as per the nominatiMr. Stern asked if the building is currently use,
McMunn replied that the Salvation Army currentlyesshe building for various programming and adéésit

Mr. Tellers wanted to know if the next block, a@é&dour, was under development. Mr. McMunn rdplie
that it was. Mr. Tellers then asked, why not naterthe Masonic Temple and nearby Apartment Bugldin
as well? Mr. McMunn said that the Central Northsiohel Mexican War Streets Society actually had an
agreement with some of those properties that stipdiithose buildings should follow historic staddawhen
considering rehabilitation. Mr. Tellers askedhi&towner opposed the nomination, they do. Mr. MaMu
described the original and non-original portionghef building, as well as the historic background.

Mr. Stern called for comment from the oppositidvit. Kenneth J. Yarsky, Il came to the table andesta
his client’'s opposition. He made several pointsdfute the significance of the building. 1) Tlhia¢
Masonic Temple is really the “bookend” of the ndigthood, not Malta Temple, and that the Malta
Temple Building is a fragmented portion of anothésck. 2) He stated that his client was having a
difficult time deciding what criteria actually agpivhen deciding significance. The Malta Templeltbui
their structure in the 1920s, and deeded it tork Ina 1934. Yarsky argued this was not enough tione
make a difference. 3) The building has lost intggviver the years. He cited the loss of originaldews

for this argument, and modification of the storafso The total integrity of the building is not atht
once was when it was first built. 4) Yarsky fouidnteresting that the preservationists in towe ar
interested in preserving the entire neighborhootljust the Masonic Temple, but that those groupgeh

9
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800 E. Ohio — Workingmen’s Savings Bank

made no effort on that behalf. Yarsky believes tha nominating group (MWSS) is not interestethim
preservation of the building, but is rather oppotethe proposed use of the Salvation Army programs
He thinks that the nomination is just a “smokescte® prevent development of Salvation Army
programming.

Ms Drescher asked Mr. Yarsky what the potentialatigg effects he thinks historic designation would
have on the building. He said that his client apes out of the building, and that the client owtizer
structures along the block. He said there maydmeesthought of doing some renovations, probably
interior, but didn’t want designation to impinge thre Salvation Army’s ability to do their modifidams.

Mr. Stern asked for other questions. There wererd Mr. Yarksy.

Ms. Molnar reminded the Commission that it wasrthesponsibility to determine whether the building
might meet one of the criteria for designation, #mat it maintains sufficient integrity. Either wéhey
decide, the building will continue through the naation process. The determination made at thargear
will decide whether the building goes through tleenmation with protection, or without protectiorofn
the Ordinance.

Mr. Stern said that since the HRC took public comha a previous nomination’s first hearing, he ldou
do so today.

Mr. Tracy Mortimore, 1216 Arch Street, spoke indawf the nomination.

Mr. Robert Wise, 218 W North Avenue, spoke in faebrthe nomination. He said that in newspaper
articles, the Salvation Army indicated that thegrpled to demolish the Malta Temple Building.

Ms. Gia Tatore spoke in favor of the nomination.

Mr. Stern asked Ms. Molnar to review the pointssigiificance listed in the Staff Report. She ditt.
Stern, Mr. Tellers, and Ms. Molnar continued taifawhat this initial hearing would mean. Mr. Tals
declared that the windows were not a detrimentatofain determining whether the building had
sufficient integrity.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers moved that there is reasonable causeetermine that the nominated
structure, 100 W. North Avenue (Malta Temple), reetbie definitions in Section 1.2 of a Historic
Structure. In this way, the structure meets astleme criterion for designation, as outlined ia th
City’s historic preservation ordinance (Section &f4Title Eleven of the City of Pittsburgh Code of
Ordinances), and has sufficient integrity.

SECOND: Ms. Drescher seconded the motion

VOTE: All in favor.
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