HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION OF PITTSBURGH

Minutes of the Meeting of July 2, 2008
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 Tom Earhart
Paul Tellers, Vice Chair Rich Cupka
Jill Joyce Chris Voltz
Daniel Cipriani Henry Hanson
Noor Ismail Steven Paul

Sean C Luther

Anne Nelson

Mike Edwards

Jerome Jackson

Old Business

Nominations Report: There are three buildings in the nomination pssce Ms. Molnar reported that the
Workingmen’s Savings Bank building was scheduledpigblic comment at City Council on May 20Molnar
indicated that an agreement might be reached batakearties to extend the public comment period 90
days. Stay tuned. The Malta Temple went to CibyiiaZil for public comment on June 25, 2008. Theirid
members will vote on the legislation in the nexteWeor so. Saint Mary's Academy building in Lawcenille
will have a public comment period at HRC today.

Update from February:

1020 E Carson Street — The tenant is in the pramfelssing evicted. The building owner’s attorneysh
been in contact w/ Ms. Molnar to discus optionaiteend the historic ordinance violation. The owres h
seven days from the date of eviction to correcipidiat scheme.

1005 E Carson — Murdoch’s Piano Bar — This violai® “on hold” until the new owner can be tracked
down. The building inspector indicated a need tbleethe violation.

960 Penn Avenue — Rolling Rock Sign — The updatbas there is no update. After the previous HRC
hearing this issue was discussed, staff turnecctise over to the City’'s legal department. Thellega
department will take the next step, if necessary.

4100 Bigelow — Islamic Playground Center — Scherifayms — The applicants will appear before the
zoning board of appeals to determine if the propase will be permitted on July 242008.

New Business

Approval of Minutes: Ms. Molnar asked for approval for the April 2008notes. Ms. Joyce motioned to
approve the minutes; Mr. Cipriani seconded the omotiMr. Tellers abstained from the vote.




Certificates of Appropriateness. Molnar directed the commissioners to the Certiisaof Appropriateness. In
regards to the June Certificates of AppropriatenkBs Tellers moved to approve, Mr. Cipriani seceddhe
motion, all voted in favor.

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

Adjourn: Mr. Tellers moved to adjourn the meeting, Ms. #ogeconded the motion, all voted in favor.

Discussion on hearing items follows on the attaqbeges.

Attachments




Pittsburgh HRC — Minutes — July 2, 2008

2312 East Carson Street East Carson Street Historic District

OWNER: WARD: .o 1'6 APPLICATION RECEIVED
Richard and Stephanie Cupka _ June 2008
575 2@ Street LOT & BLOCK: .....c.......... 012-L-229 STE VISITS:
Murraysville, PA 15203 INSPECTOR............ Bob Molyneaux June 25, 2008

CERTIFICATES OFAPP:

APPLICANT: COUNCIL DISTRICT: weeeeveeeeeeeeennn 06-090
Richard and Stephanie Cupka  ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ...... LNC
57 S. 28 Street ,
Murraysville, PA 15203 ARCH. RATING: veeee oo,

NATIONAL REGISTER ISy 1= TR ELIGIBLE evveoveeeeeeeveeeee oo ererened O

Proposed Changes:

Is seeking HRC approval to construct a side-patia suitable replacement for the approved new reamisth.

DISCUSSION

1.

Ms. Molnar introduced the proposal by giving soraelground on the property. She indicated thafistteheard
of this address when she found out that a buildiag being demolished at 2312 E Carson Street. blithding
owner had a Certificate of Appropriateness fordbenolition. The CofA approved the demolition atgbahe
construction of a new two-story masonry buildingJune, Ms. Molnar received an application fromibigding’s
owner, Mr. Cupka, for the construction of an outdgatio to be built instead of the two-story magastructure.

In 2006, the HRC indicated that the demolisheddmgl was a non-contributing structure. Ms. Molesaid that
the HRC was to decide whether the proposed patio/deea would be a suitable replacement for theoapp
two-story masonry building. Ms. Molnar indicatdétit Cupka and his attorney were present to desttribaew
plans for construction.

Molnar continued to describe the context of théding by showing images of the property, streetscapd aerial
images. She showed an image of the existing vdaafitemolished building) and the adjacent parkatgwhich
will continue to be a parking lot.

Mr. Cipriani asked if Molnar had the original draags that were approved with the demolition. Molreplied
that she did have those drawings.

On June 12, 2006, the HRC first received an apficdor this property. In August, the HRC apprdvibe
demolition of the existing structure, but asked tha plans for reconstruction be revised and megtdd.

Ms. Molnar read the demolition/reconstruction Codét loud, verbatim, to the HRC.

Ms. Molnar indicated that she talked with the Giti¢gal department to find out if the demolitionntiened on the
CofA was contingent upon the reconstruction of tiesv structure. The legal department thought that t
demolition was contingent upon the new constructoan also indicated that the applicant had thiet rig submit
an application to revise their plans (as they dithe HRC should consider whether the new propgssakuitable
replacement for the approved CofA.

Molnar indicated that if the HRC voted that theiparroposal was a suitable replacement for thecygiok new
construction, then a new CofA would be issued &edr¢view would be over. If the HRC does not apprihe

3
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2312 East Carson Street East Carson Street Historic District

10.

11.

12.

13.

plan for the patio, then the HRC should tell thpliagnt what it would approve. The applicant wotlddn have to
resubmit, or somehow take the next step legally.

Mr. Stern wanted to know if the issuance of a dé@mol permit was contingent upon the applicant ipglla
construction permit for the new construction. €ipriani said ordinarily you could get a demolitipermit
without a new construction permit.

Ms. Molnar passed around the approved drawingss&bdehat construction on the new patio area basrenced
to some extent, but was stopped by the Bureau iidiBgi Inspection.

Tom Earhart, Cupka’s representative, came to thle tand introduced himself. Earhart indicated thatCupka’s
bar/restaurant received an award from the HRCt$orenovation. Earhart said that Cupka had notandsg
violations with the City. Henry Hansen, architegtpresent if necessary. Earhart wanted to makeral points:

a. The structure that was demolished was approvedkimolition by the HRC

b. The use of that structure was non-conforming, sisleatial, but the outdoor café would conform te th
commercial zoning of that district. Mr. Stern askedy the residential use would be nonconforming.
Earhart said that residential use is a non-confugrase because it does not fit the use as zoned.

c. Earhart indicated that several other addressesusof had outdoor cafés.

d. Mr. Cipriani asked if there was work going on atlya Earhart replied that the sidewalk permit péadi
the repair of the sidewalk. Earhart said that ating to the pictures shown by Molnar, the consioumcof
the outdoor patio had commenced. Stern askee@rié ttvas a building permit for that work, and Earhar
replied that the work probably commenced pursu@athiuilding permit.

Henry Hansen introduced himself to the HRC. Hermemced to describe the new patio drawings to th€ HR
Ms. Molnar had the drawings available on the Powiatbresentation. He showed the existing buildamy then
described the new plan.

a. Masonry and steel fencing around the lot, with fitgnareas.
b. There would be a service vestibule to connect &tie and the existing building.

c. The intent would be to maintain a “storefront” strelevation to look something like a building. €Th
streetscape would then step-down from a three-staitgling adjacent to Chupkas, the two-story buaigi
that is Chupka’s, the one-story proposed patio,\aalil the ground-level of the parking lot.

d. Hansen described the materials, the plantingguthéure, the siding, etc.

e. Mr. Stern asked why the HRC was seeing this agmitarow, now that the project is halfway through
construction. Mr. Cipriani asked about the stairilzgt existed onto the patio. He also wanted toakno
how many occupants the patio would carry. Hansgknat know.

Mr. Tellers indicated that he was present durirgatiginal deliberations in 2006. He recalled thatrendering of
the proposed new building weighed heavily intodaasideration of the demolition. He said thathattime, the
building owner made a persuasive argument thatuhéing did not contribute because of its residemharacter.
Because of the need for expansion, Chupka’s asketid demolition. The expansion was needed fstitcess

4
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East Carson Street East Carson Street Historic District

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

of the existing business, according to Tellersbliection of the argument, and that the new bugdivould be a
part of the restoration of the streetscape. Miefiesaid that today, the HRC is being asked riovikout the old
rationale, and accept a new and completely oppegitmale.

Pointing at the approved and the newly proposedidgs, Ms. Joyce agreed with Mr. Tellers saying, tiew
scheme is a far-cry from what was approved twosyago. She said she was a little baffled why the patio
was/is not following proper procedure. Becauseotiieer and applicant were involved in this prodess years
ago, they should know better what the process is.

Mr. Hansen replied that the conditions that existethat time (2006), the argument was thoughtfpitBpared to
“not persuade the HRC, but to find what makes séfigings changed since that time. It was alwagsititention
of the owner to implement that design. Some thimgge changed since that design was prepared, racel thie
CofA was issued. Hansen wanted to let the ownga&xthose things.

Mr. Rich Chupka, 57 S. dsStreet, came to the table and introduced himS#trn asked him what had changed in
the last two years, and Mr. Chupka replied.

a. The first thing that changed is the smoking banekMhis passed, it will affect business.

b. An outside patio at Fat-Heads, with the roof ant/aa that come down, to be used all year arouhdlt’st
my reasonings.”

c. Mr. Stern asked why this revision wasn't broughthte HRC before they began construction. Chupka
replied that “as far as this construction, we tadid that regardless.” Chupka continued that dhee
building was demolished, they had to make thessife, and so made some improvements to the parcel.
Mr. Stern asked when the building was demolishesl. Mblnar replied that she thought it was in etoly
mid May, 2008.

d. Tellers and Cipriani confirmed that there are nitding permits for the new patio.

Mr. Stern asked if Mr. Chupka would like to add @myg to his statement, and when Chupka said hedatidStern
opened it up for public discussion.

Henry Hansen added that when the facade desigrpreaared for the approved building, the intenticas wo
apply for and obtain a facade grant. The SSLD(hdidvant to support the application to the URAzuse “they
didn’t like the fact that we were able to tear dothe building, therefore they weren’t going to soppthe
application with a grant.” Ms. Joyce asked fortingeline on this... and Hansen replied that it tbek or three
months after the 2006 HRC meeting for the SSLD@te their decision.

Mr. Tellers said that his own feeling was that ttaionale involved in approving the demolition of a
noncontributing structure to the ECS district, ahd demolition of that building was contingent uptbre
construction of a new building that would begirréstore the streetface of the block, is a ratiotiae sill holds.
He is not inclined to argue for the new proposat tould make permanent the missing teeth of thekbl

Jill Joyce agreed with Paul.

Mr. Stern said that though he was not at the pusviiscussion in 2006, he is not encouraged bYgiad faith”
of the applicant who demolished the building knayihat the approved designs were not feasible,vamul
starting working without a building permit, and wtiol not seek approval from the Commission befegirining
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work. Whether or not it was intended, those astigime the impression that the applicant was trignguislead the
HRC. That is problematic. Mr. Stern said thatepen to a motion.

22. Mr. Tellers suggested a motion.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers ....... moved to deny the approval & #pplication for a patio adjacent to Chupka’'s 2, a
proposed.

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

IN FAVOR: Al oottt ettt et eee et e e e et et et ee et et e et et e et et e e et emmmams e et et et en et eneeeeeeeeens PASSED

OPPOSED: None
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1612 East Carson Street East Carson Street Historic District
OWNER; WARD: ... 17 APPLICATION RECEIVED
Frank Michael ) 05/2008
LOT& BLOCK: weeevveennnn. 012-E-382 STE VISITS:
APPLICANT: INSPECTOR............ Bob Molyneaux 05/23/2008
Chris Theoret CERTIFICATES OFAPP:
1622 East Carson St. COUNCIL DISTRICT: oo e
Pittsburgh, PA 15203 ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ...... LNC
ARCH. RATING: .eeet e
NATIONAL REGISTER ISy 1= TR ELIGIBLE evveoveeeeeeeveeeee oo ererened O

Current Violations;

Exterior paint scheme is in violation of HistorieeBervation Ordinance.

DISCUSSION

1.

Ms. Molnar introduced the proposal by giving soraekground on the property. She indicated thatHiRE had
seen the non-conforming paint scheme at the HR@eipast months. The applicant is at the HRC tadagain
approval for a new paint scheme.

2. Chris Theoret, owner, introduced himself.

3. Ms. Molnar described the new paint scheme — aapgdrby the Local Review Committee on E. Carsoeebtr

4. Mr. Theoret discussed the gooseneck lamps, aralthmgs. There was some discussion about theugastoipes
on the building, the blue, red, white on the baigdi and the green awning with white stripes. Baseboard is
green. Mr. Tellers said that the band of red/viitd blue as seen on the LRC sketch was a good et way
the stripes would become part of the sign. Mr.ofeewas not amicable to that solution. He saitltti@design of
the stripes was too subjective, and historicaligre shouldn’'t be a difference between a largpesand a small
stripe.

5. Mr. Tellers suggested a beige-terra-cotta coldherfirst floor of the building, instead of the tikig blue.

6. Mr. Theoret discussed his sign saying that it wasitluminated. Mr. Cipriani told Theoret that hemid need an
electrical permit for the lamps.

MOTION: Ms. Joyce.......... moved to approve the revisedt ggheme, as discussed, with the four goosenegbsla

The first floor should be a beige color, the flowexes are permissible,

SECOND: Mr. Cipriani...... seconded the motion.

IN FAVOR: Al oottt ettt eee et et e et et et et ee et et e et et e et ete s et emmmems e et et e e ene e et eeeeneeens PASSED

OPPOSED:



1427 Juniata Street

Pittsburgh HRC — Minutes — July 2, 2008
Manchester Historic District

OWNER:

Melissa Vaughan
408 Hill Street
Evans City, PA 16033

APPLICANT.

Margo Barr
215 Stanton Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15209

WARD: ..ot 21 APPLICATION RECEIVED
_ 06/03/2008
LOT & BLOCK: ......cc....... 22-K-129 STEVISITS:
INSPECTOR............... R. Freyermuth
COUNCIL DISTRICT: ...oeeveeiveenee. B CERTIFICATES OFAPP:

NONE
ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ..............

ARCH. RATING: ......ccovuneene. Typical

Proposed Changes:
Installation of vinyl siding and vinyl windows (akdy installed). Applicant would like to paint txeterior.

DISCUSSION

1.

Ms. Molnar introduced the proposal by giving sonaekground on the property. She said that vinyhgiénd

windows were installed without a CofA. She saidt tthe siding contractor came in to have the jgiraped.
Aluminum and vinyl siding in Manchester is not ghited by the guidelines, but Ms. Molnar did notlfe
comfortable approving the siding and windows atterfact.

The applicant, Ms. Vaughan, came to discus thegsalp She introduced herself, and presented pfagiog of

the job. Ms. Vaughan said she tired to save thiegidut she had a difficult time getting the paietoved in
order to repaint. She repainted according to tiggnal colors she could find on the building. Sfzd it took a
month to try to salvage the existing wood clapbpbrd gave up on the efforts when she determinedhdn’t
working. She said she didn't know there was alpratbecause there are 11 other houses on the thinediave
vinyl siding. Vaughan said that she preservedrdmés around the doors and windows.

Mr. Stern asked why Ms. Molnar didn’'t approve itradistratively. Molnar replied that it was an aftee-fact

approval of something she didn't think was appitgtithough it was permissible.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers

SECOND: Mr. Cipriani

IN FAVOR:

OPPOSED:

Al

Ms. Molnar indicated that the windows were previg@sover-2, and they are currently 1-over-1.

Mr. Cipriani told Ms. Vaughan that she would stitted to apply for her building permit for the regaent
windows and siding.

moved to approve the vinyl sglemd vinyl windows.

seconded the motion.

.................................................................................................... PASSED



Pittsburgh HRC — 2 July 2008

1214 Liverpool Street Manchester Historic District
OWNER: WARD: ....ooiiiiiiieniie e 21st  APPLICATION RECEIVED
Manchester Youth Development LoT& BLOCK: ... 29.1-249 _ 05/12/2008
Center SITEVISITS:
1214 Liverpool Street INSPECTORFreyermuth /McGoogan 05/23/2008
Pittsburgh, PA 15233 COUNCIL DISTRICT: ...oeeveeiveenee. B CERTIFICATES OFAPP:
00-000
APPLICANT: ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ..............
KH Design ARCH. RATING: .. Non-Contributing
Proposed Changes:

Manchester Youth want to paint a mural selectethbyWanchester community during the summer of 2008.

DISCUSSION

1. Ms. Molnar introduced the proposal, as discusseicht@nth. The hearing was continued because weotlikhow
exactly how big it would be, where, etc.

2. Jerome Jackson from MCC answered those questiothseferred to photographs submitted.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers ...... moved to approve the proposgrasented, but asked that the details be appimvéie
staff member when they become available. The fieaign should be approved by the
staff person, who might chose to consult with tthglanner.

SECOND: Ms. Joyce ......... seconded the motion.
INFAVOR: Al ettt seee s eemeemt et PASSED
OPPOSED:

10
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4220 Centre Avenue Schenley Farms Historic District
OWNER: WARD: ..o, th4 APPLICATION RECEIVED
Enrico Novelli ) 05/16/2008
4220 Centre Avenue LOT & BLOCK: .............. 027-G-058 o \/q7s
Pittsburgh, PA 15213 INSPECTOR............ Bob McPherson 0/0/0000
CERTIFICATES OFAPFP.
APPLICANT COUNCILDISTRICT: ..coevviiiieeeeeeeeees 00-000

Rich Neher ZONING: ...oevveeieeeeeeeerieeeeennn R1B:

1239 Revere Drive )
Chalfont, PA 18914 ARCH. RATING: .....cccvvvveeennnn. 1959

Proposed Changes:
Installation/replacement of windows and clapboardides and rear of structure.

DISCUSSION
1. Ms. Molnar introduced the proposal by giving soraekground on the property. She said that she or#fsged as
to where the siding would be installed — she cowldfigure out if it would be visible from any pibtight of way.
If it is not visible, there would be no need foviesv.

2. The applicant, Enrico Novelli, came to the tabld aniroduced himself. He showed photographs, pknts, and
explained that the project would not be visiblerirthe street or any public right of way.

3. Mr. Tellers asked if we were allowed to consider dipplication since nothing was visible. The amssvao.
4. Mr. Novelli asked about windows on the front — haswtold to apply to the HRC if any exterior changese

being made — interior storm windows would not neaedHRC. Ms. Molnar told him to contact her if redhany
proposed changes.

MOTION: No motion.

11
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502 — 506 Liberty Avenue Market Square Historic District
OWNER: WARD: ...veeeeeeeeeeveeeeseeesiaeennen 71 APPLICATION RECEIVED
Frank Sklar ) 00/00/00
LOT& BLOCK: ...ccvvvvevnneeen, 1-D-117 STE VISITS:
APPLICANT: INSPECTOR.............. Ed McAllester 00/00/00
Dean Marsico CERTIFICATES OFAPP.:
502-506 Liberty Avenue COUNCILDISTRICT: «eeeeeeeeeeeeeaen. B 00-000
Pittsburgh, PA ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ......... GT
ARCH. RATING e
NATIONAL REGISTER (1S3 1= s TR X100 ELIGIBLE evveoveeeeeeeveeeee oo ererened O

Proposed Changes:
Exterior Renovations to include replacement windoelacement roof, and front porch repairs.

DISCUSSION
1. Ms. Molnar introduced the proposal by giving soraekground on the property, and describing the dtogly of
previous approvals. She described where the smyidwbe, and when it was installed. She gave tR€ Hll of
the guidelines for Market Square signage. Ms. [siohudressed Mr. Marsico.

2. Marsico introduced himself and said that the ovapglied to keep that size sign a few years agorsistagave
the background information on the sign.

3. Mr. Cipriani discussed the sign’s occupancy peamit its zoning.
4. There was discussion regarding what actually haggbanthis address regarding the sign.

5. Mr. Tellers said that he would be happy at ternmiggthe approval of the sign now that the four gese up. He
said that the agreement was a compromise by neufigotties, and this was the solution; we shouldvioit.

6. Mr. Marsico said that the sign costs $15,000 arwate to erect a new sign would be devastating.

7. There was a lot of discussion regarding the sizih@fsign. There was discussion regarding thesidecof the
zoning board.

8. Marsico said the sign was in good condition.

9. Mr. Stern said he was inclined to allow the corghwse of the sign for the life of THAT sign ane fife of
THAT establishment. If you change the sign, orribme of the business, or anything regarding the & must
then conform to the district guidelines.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers ....... moved to allow the continued wa$ehe sign for the life of THAT sign and the it
THAT establishment. If you change the sign, orthene of the business, or anything
regarding the sign, it must then conform to thé&idisguidelines.

SECOND: Ms. Joyce ......... seconded the motion.
12
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502 — 506 Liberty Avenue Market Square Historic District
INFAVOR: Al eeee s eememt s PASSED
OPPOSED:

13
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Market Square Redesign Market Square Historic District

DISCUSSION

1. Ms. Molnar introduced Ms. Dina Klavon to describe thanges to Market Square.

2. Ms. Klavon introduced herself and described thgepto She said she was working with the City, RizP, the
URA, and all interested stakeholders. They camwitippriorities — extending walks, improving ligig, address
the trees, parking, and busses.

3. Ms. Klavon showed historic images of the squard,law the square progressed and changed overdadete

4. Mr. Tellers asked if the plan would all be one heignd if that was safe. Ms. Klavon said that thasidea. She
indicated that they were working toward researclutiger squares throughout the country to see haseayel

paving worked in other spaces. It's intended t@dé®ple move through the square freely.

5. The discussion arose regarding the location oalud] and where the best location would be to kemprea safe,
but not full of bollards.

6. Mr. Tellers asked about trees — a mix of tree typedat the canopies would look like, etc.
7. Mr. Tellers and Mr. Stern said that elegance aasisat simplicity would provide the “wow factor.”

8. Mr. Stern asked what the HRC was supposed to daisahearing. Molnar replied that there shouldphbiblic
comment and that HRC should make a recommendationStern asked for public comment.

a. Mr. Ron Gargani asked if the City could help basses install plumbing for upper-floor sprinkler
systems while the square was dug-up.

b. Mr. Steven Paul asked if closing McMasters & Granwaes the best decision. He Also thought that
moving the parking to the inside of the square @da prudent.

c. Ms. Anne Nelson read a statement on behalf of Pidieating that PHLF was not happy about the
closing of McMasters and Gramme. They would qaadtieir investment in the square if the streets ar
closed.

9. Mr. Stern asked Ms. Klavon to return to answerghestions. She said that the civil engineer cbalg answer
Mr. Gargani’'s guestions — and that “we can dedh wiait, no problem.” She said that they really éeenfortable
with the parking on the outside of the drive, dmat this was a big debate.

MOTION: Mr. Tellers ....... moved to approve as discussed,thee condition that the applicant would have a
conversation with PHLF regarding the closing ofthetreets.

SECOND: Ms. Joyce ......... seconded the motion.
INFAVOR: Al smsnms ettt sttt bmmmnmt s PASSED
OPPOSED:

14
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Malta Temple Historic Nominations

Extracted from Nomination:

HISTORICAL NAME OF PROPERTY: Saint Mary’s Academy
CURRENT NAME OF PROPERTY: (former) Saint Mary’s Aleamy
LOCATION

Street 340 A6Street

City, State Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

Zip Code 15201
OWNERSHIP

Name Catholic Cemeteries AssociatioheDtiocese of Pittsburgh

Street 718 Hazelwood Avenue

City, State, Zip Code Pittsburgh PA_ 15217

NOMINATED BY
Name _ Keith Cochran

Street ___ 805 Kerr Street

City, State, Zip Code __ Pittsburgh PA 15220

DISCUSSION
The following people offered public testimony:
In Opposition:
- Anabell McGannon
In Favor:
- Anne Nelson
- Carol Peterson

- Andrea Martz
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