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Rev. David P. Lee

Gregory Ross

Old Business

Nominations Report:

There are two buildings in the nomination procesdls. Molnar reported that the

Workingmen’s Savings Bank building is on hold attyCiCouncil. Saint Mary’'s Academy building in
Lawrenceville is waiting to be scheduled for Pul@iemment at City Council.

New Business

Approval of Minutes: Ms. Molnar asked for approval for the Septembet @ctober 2008 minutes. The HRC
voted to approve the minutes.



Certificates of Appropriateness. Molnar directed the commissioners to the Certiisaof Appropriateness. In
regards to the October Certificates of Appropriagsnthe HRC voted to approve them.

Applications for Economic Hardship: 2312 E Carson Street — an application that migiebme pertinent at the
end of this hearing.

Adjourn: Ms. Drescher motioned to adjourn, Mr. Tellers seleal the motion, all voted in favor.

Discussion on hearing items follows on the attaqbeges.
ATTACHMENTS




The National Aviary

HRC Minutes — 5 November 2008
Allegheny Commons Park Historic District

OWNER:
City of Pittsburgh, with leasehold
to the National Aviary in
Pittsburgh

APPLICANT.
The National Aviary

ARCHITECT.
Springboard
24 Terminal Way
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

ARCHITECT SREPRESENTATIVE
Bill Szustak, AlA
Springboard
24 Terminal Way
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

NATIONAL REGISTER

WARD: ..o 9D APPLICATION RECEIVED

) 00/00/00
LOT& BLOCK: ............... 008-B-150 STEVISITS:
INSPECTOR............... R. Freyermuth 00/00/00

CERTIFICATES OFAPP:
COUNCILDISTRICT: coevvveeveveeeeeeennn, #01-019
ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ............ P #02-052
ARCH. RATING: ......ccovureee. Typical
LISTED cuveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeennns O ELIGIBLE wvvveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeannn

Proposed Changes:

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

Discussion:

1. Ms. Moalnar introduced the project saying that lesinth there was a briefing before the HRC, and this
month the applicant was available to present tbpqsal in more detail. Mr. Stern called the agplico the

table.

2. Mr. Pat Mangus introduced himself as the chief afey officer at the Aviary, and Paul Rosenblatt
introduced himself as principal at Springboard Aegtiure. Mangus presented his Powerpoint pretiemta
to the HRC by starting with the history and backape of developments at the Aviary, including pasiskér
Plans. He discussed the Aviary’'s impetus for egjgem Mangus stated that the Allegheny Commons
Initiative formed a sub-committee to work directlith the Aviary & Springboard to develop plans. ath
subcommittee was comprised of three architectan Foancona, Jeff King, and Bob Baumbach. Onbeof t
primary goals of the ACI would be that the footpih the Aviary should not expand more than neagssa
The ACI worked with the applicant to define whengel iow much the Aviary should expand. Parking was
an issue with the ACI — they wanted to minimize #meount of new traffic and cars. Other requests
involved openness of the Aviary exhibits (freetftigone), and if possible, public restrooms.

3. Paul Rosenblatt continued to describe the existiigditions of the Aviary and its grounds. He then
described the proposed expansion of the Aviary tlamadises of each space. He described the magpactm
of the expansion, and the major changes, inclughegosed materials Rosenblatt presented a scltemati
landscape plan showing existing walls being maneti and Rosenblatt indicated that Springboard was
working with the ACI landscape architecture teamstek and Associates, to develop the landscape plan

more fully.
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4. Rosenblatt said that it was difficult for daily #igs to find the entrance to the Aviary, and ttieg new
design would try to remedy that issue. Rosenbfaitinued to describe the proposed building, elewdty
elevation, and answered the Commission memberstiqus.

5. Mr. Stern called for public comment:

a. Alida Baker, project director for Allegheny Commdndiative, talked about the process they have
used to get to this point in the Allegheny Commaeedesign. She reports to the Steering
Committee, comprised of representatives of neididmmt groups and surrounding institutions.
Given their mission, and the nature of the Aviarstitution, their Master Plan is helpful. While
we've been trying to keep pace with the Aviary'stfschedule, the ACI is not ready to stand before
the HRC in total support of the project. The AGdhnot had an opportunity to look at the
elevations that the HRC had available. Baker agkedHRC to please give the ACI more time to
look at the proposed Aviary expansion.

b. John Francona, chair of the Allegheny Commons cdteejiwanted to give the points that that
committee was in support of: non-expanding footpiiree-zone, architectural fagade on Sherman
Avenue, that the Aviary would follow establisheddglines, that the Aviary would provide new
landscaping disturbed by new construction. The v@ted various trees to be preserved, they did
not want the automobile drop-off zone. The Aviarguld design and build a new garden, the
Aviary would build and maintain a public patio acafé. The entrance gate would be reopened.
The ACI wanted the new lease to be accurate arutiideshe expanded footprint, and describe that
it not ever be enlarged again. He wanted the €ayborist to work with mitigation for lost trees.
Regarding the new design of the building, the A@hted more time to look at the drawings.

c. Anne Nelson, PHLF. Landmarks is generally in fasbthe expansion plans. They support some
of the comments that Francona had stated. PHLdalidhink that the entrance design was very
impressive, but that it should rather relate moriiaé Children’s Museum across the street.

d. Gloria Rayman, president Allegheny West Civic Caun@WCC urges the HRC to review the
Aviary only as a complete submission (more drawinggerial submissions, etc), and only after the
various subcommittees have the opportunity to contime the proposal.

e. John DeSantis — wanted to echo some of the preciousnents — that none of the neighborhood
groups have had the opportunity to see the fulhglaHe advocates to the HRC, and all other
commissions, that this project only be considefest all of the other groups have seen the project.
He also mentioned that the HRC created a LRC ealthe year, and that the LRC had not yet had
an opportunity to review the project. He said tiegt proposed building did not fit in with the
context of the surrounding buildings and theiritradal materials. He thought that the desigrhef t
building and its proposed materials were out otexin

6. Mr. Tellers said that he had not attended any @fAGI| Steering Committee meetings, even thouglstze i
member, so that he could review the project aHIRE instead. He said that the HRC should looklaitrig
the application to give the neighborhood groupstéebopportunity to look at the plans. He askeabathe
LRC. Ms. Molnar replied that after the HRC helchaeting to accept the local review committeesgtheis
been a hands-off approach to the LRC process flamCity’s perspective. Thus, the LRC would be
welcome to meet and review applications on its aeagord, but it would not be directed by the CityH&tC
staff.
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7. Mr. Stern recommend that the HRC give the Aviamnadind of preliminary approval, so that the Aviary
could continue with its process but also so thathighborhood groups would have the opportunitgdi
at the plans.

8. Mr. Matveiev said that the plans were too prelimint have final copies of the landscaping plag, et
Matveiev said that the massing of the building gaesat, and that in general, he thought the maserniate
right. He thought that the entry was very diagraticn and the articulation of the entry should helied a
bit more carefully.

9. Mr. Stern said that he didn't think there oughbta motion at this point, but that he would leive the
Aviary as to when they were going to come back#oHRC with some of the things that they had a$ied
community recommendations, materials, and landsgapformation.
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1240 Buena Vista Street Mexican War Streets Historic District
OWNER: WARD: ...ttt 2  APPLICATION RECEIVED
Tabernacle Cosmopolitan Baptis _ 05/23/2007
Church LOT& BLOCK: ......ccveeee. 23-J-299 STEVISITS:
1240 Buena Vista Street INSPECTOR........... Ron Freyermuth
Pittsbugrh, PA CERTIFICATES OFAPP:
COUNCILDISTRICT: ..cooviiieeeeiieee. 07-044

APPLICANT. ZONING CLASSIFICATION: .......c......

Same as above

ARCH. RATING: ...,

Proposed Changes:

Addition of a parking lot to the rear of the prage

Discussion:

1.

Ms. Molnar introduced the application by saying the HRC had met on this proposal in the pasthadta
lot of zoning questions. The HRC postponed theagb until the zoning board of appeals could labkhe
project.

Pastor David Lee introduced himself.

Brenda Simpson introduced herself.

Mr. Lee said that they went to the zoning boarat the zoning board approved their project. Th&ZB
approved the drawings for the parking lot.

Mr. Stern called for public comment.

a. Mr. Duncan Horner addressed the HRC, and indidhtetiche has no objections to the application.
He said that the plan and design were vastly imgatov

Ms. Drescher ........... moved that the plan whichlteen presented for the changes at 1240 Bueraa Vist
Street, as presented, in the rear, be approved.

Mr. Onque .............. seconded the motion.

L I AV[0] C=To I T g = 1Y/ 0| PP Motion Passes
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200-210 Fifth Avenue — Buhl Building Market Square Historic District
OWNER: WARD: ..ot eees e en e, "2 APPLICATION RECEIVED
N&P Properties, LLC _ 10/21/08
79 S 2% Street LOT& BLOCK: ............ 001-D-169 STE VISITS:
Pittsburgh, PA 15203 INSPECTOR.............. Ed McAllester 00/00/00
CERTIFICATES OFAPP.:
APPLICANT: COUNCIL DISTRICT: «eceevvvviveeeeeenn, 00-000
Michael P. Kratsas ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ......... GT
79 S 28 Street .
PIttSbUfgh, PA 15203 ARCH. RAT'NG. ...............................
NATIONAL REGISTER LISTED...eivvieeeeeeeeeeeeeena. X0 ELIGIBLE oo O
Proposed Changes:

Restoration of Buhl Building Storefront — Demolitiof two smaller buildings on Market Street (438 440
Market Street).

Discussion:

1.

Ms. Molnar introduced the application and descrigie@arts of the application: restoration, denmatit new
construction. She said that the project would &lsee to be reviewed by the State Historic Pretierva
Office (tax credit project) and by PHLF because thave an easement on the address.

Mr. Mike Kratsas introduced himself, and describiesl building and a minimal history of the structurde
intends to restore the structure. Mr. Kratsas ritesat his proposed project by giving some inforovati
about the drawings and images presented to the HRC.

Douglas Sipt (Sp?) introduced himself as the agchitHe addressed questions about restoringriiaectatta
on the first floor, saying that they did not wamtity to replicate the missing terra cotta, becdheg knew
they would not be able to match the historic teatta.

Mr. Stern asked if the architect and applicant hawermation that lead them to believe that theg ar
restoring the first floor to an original appearanddr. Sipt said that they had historic photographshe
building, and that one of the elevations (eastntaaied its original terra cotta. They used thetpgraphs
and the existing terra cotta as a reference pairihé redesign.

Mr. Stern asked what the period of significance ldidae for the building. He clarified that becatisey
were not planning to restore to its original appeee, perhaps it would be better to keep the hiatlyr
significant non-original storefront (c. 1940s Madey with the granite. Mr. Sipt said that when itagkwith
the SHPO, they could either restore the existingenolooking storefront, or try to restore to thegioal
appearance. They chose to restore to the origp@arance, but knowing that they couldn’t do #odly,
the SHPO told them not to try, but to rather getataling, rhythm, and materials to be appropriate.

Mr. Tellers said that you have to choose which tpagod to restore to, and the applicant chosetbagk

to the original appearance. Tellers supports duesobn to restore to the earlier period becausétiiding
will get more natural daylight, and will be moreensp He could understand how trying to imitate the
exactness of the terra cotta could be difficultl even frowned upon by the SHPO.

Mr. Stern said that his personal feeling was thghg to do faux historical buildings, as opposed t
contemporary buildings, would be less successfimfdswhere Mr. Kratsas planned to demolish tist

7
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200-210 Fifth Avenue — Buhl Building Market Square Historic District

10.

other buildings. He wondered why there would bizvestory building as opposed to a six story boid
Kratsas said it had more to do with the foundagiod how much weight the structure could bear.

Mr. Tellers said that the second building was beéte infill, because it was simple. The simpjict the red
brick infill would really complement the Buhl Buitth because it would help the Buhl Building stand-wmy
contrast. The infill is background to the featukedding. Perhaps there should not even haverttieed
entrance, and definitely not the window grating.

Mr. Stern asked about why the cornice line didexdénd across both buildings. The architect apticamt
have had many discussions on that subject. MiterBethought that the window fenestration of thavne
building was appropriate, because they tried toggte the windows in the new construction.

Mr. Onque was curious about the top of the buildiMy. Sipt said they were proposing to installogen air
deck on the top, and it would also provide egrdsse deck would not be visible because it is seéaback.

Mr. Tellers............... moved to approve the agapion as presented, with the condition that thplieant
come back to the HRC with the final drawings ay thee developed. The drawings
can come back to staff, and if staff thinks thegchto go back to the HRC, then they
will.

ALL...cooiiiiiiis (Vo1 =10 T o TR = \V/o | TR Motion Passes
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1814 East Carson Street East Carson Street Historic District
OWNER: WARD: ...oiiiiiieiiiee s 17  APPLICATION RECEIVED
United American Savings Bank . 09/15/08
1812 East Carson Street LoT& BLock:.....0012-E-00356  qrp y/igi7s:
Pittsburgh, PA 15203 INSPECTOR............ Bob Molyneaux 00/00/00
CERTIFICATES OFAPP.
APPLICANT COUNCILDISTRICT: ..coeevveeeiiee e 00-000
Hansen Design Group Ltd. ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ......LNC
2331 E Carson Street _
Pittsburgh, PA 15203 ARCH. RATING: ...,
NATIONAL REGISTER IS 1= o J X100 ELIGIBLE .vevvveveeveveeeeveeevene, O
Proposed Changes:
Rehabilitation of masonry facade, reconstructiostofefront, inclusion of ATM in the lobby.
Discussion:

1. Ms. Molnar introduced the application.

2. Mr. Rich Cupka introduced himself as vice chairrofthe bank.

3. Henry Hansen introduced himself as the architedhi®project. Mr. Hansen began to describe tawidgs
that he provided. He described the use of thelipgilas banking uses. He said that there would teeke a
new at-grade accessible entrance. Accessibilityldvioe an important factor in the facade rehabe figw
pattern of the facade would be consistent withtthidding next to it. They are looking at restoritige
windows of the upper floors.

4. Mr. Matveiev was interested in the mosaic entramgsywand wondered how much of that was original to
the building? Mr. Hansen said that he knew thaessill at the front of the building was originahd he
could determine where the entrances probably weresd on wear patterns.

5. Mr. Stern said that he understood there were aenvtmilies of 19-teens, 1920s storefronts done cspar
Street, and he wondered if they had gained their significance. Mr. Hansen said that he was lapkin
the rehabilitation in context of the adjacent binitd

6. Mr. Hansen said he had spoken with the LRC onubgest at the site of the building. Ms. Molnardstiat
the LRC did not form a single recommendation, hat there was a lot of discussion regarding thitis
significance of the existing building.

7. Mr. Tellers said that like the last project, it ieblbe important to pick a time period to restore ithuilding
to. Mr. Hansen explained why he did not want staee the building to its 1920s-30s time frame.

8. Ms. Molnar said that she contacted the SHPO tdf $iee building was contributing to the Nationaldister

District. The SHPO does consider it as a confrigustructure. Their recommendation is that ifr¢his
going to be a restoration of the fagade, thenatighbe based on historic documentation of whafahade
looked like originally. In this way, we would nioé creating a faux-history when removing an adtisabric
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storefront. Mr. Hansen said that in absence dffd@ual information, he tried his best to deterenwhat
the original building would be.

Mr. Tellers............... moved to approve the agpion.
Ms. Drescher .......... seconded the motion.
ALL..ooiiiiiiinins voted in favor

.............................................................................. Motion Passes

10
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2312 East Carson Street East Carson Street Historic District
OWNER: WARD: ...ttt 16 APPLICATION RECEIVED
Richard and Stephanie Cupka . June 2008
57 S 2§I Street LOT& BLOCK ............ 012'L'229 STEV'S'TS
Murraysville, PA 15203 INSPECTOR............ Bob Molyneaux June 25, 2008
CERTIFICATES OFAPP:
APPLICANT: COUNCIL DISTRICT: «eceevvvvvveeeeeennn 06-090

Richard and Stephanie Cupka  ZONING CLASSIFICATION: ......LNC
57 S. 28 Street

MUFraySVlIIe, PA 15203 ARCH. RATING. ...............................
NATIONAL REGISTER LISTED . uveeieeeeieeeeeeeeee e e ELIGIBLE ... O
Proposed Changes:

Seeking HRC approval to construct a side-patiosastable replacement for the approved new corigirucrhe
hearing on September 3, 2008 will be a briefingapdblic hearing for the Application for a Cedifte of
Economic Hardship.

Discussion:

1.

Ms. Molnar introduced the application as the pdésign that we have been reviewing for quite arfemaths. She
has no new information to provide the Commission.

Mr. Hansen and Mr. Cupka introduced themselveseyTassed out new drawings, which reflect soménef t
changes that the commission was interested in gsedtithe last HRC meeting. Hansen provided twatfro
elevations. One is the front elevation, exactlw liovas approved originally. There is a rear aten drawing to
show what will be visible from the alley; the sidkevation is now depicted entirely in brick. Thalding is
enclosed with doors on both front and back elematiand it has a roof. The doors are accordide, styd open as
an operable storefront. The side elevation shewshlind fenestrations — where the storefront wiapsind and
where the upper window would be. According to mgréode, there cannot be fenestrations at thoagdaos.

Mr. Tellers asked if all the windows would be gkdzeHansen replied that they would be. There isewnnd
floor.

Mr. Onque asked where the entrance door would &heelevation and plan drawings are not consistefm.
Hansen said the door was correct on Elevationrliteerefore the plan view is backwards.

Mr. Stern asked if the intent would be to use thecs year-round. Hansen replied that the patiteiprimary area
of occupancy, and the construction was mainly tisfgahe requests of the HRC. The only way totgdhe new
construction is through the front door, or throtigs patio. There is no direct connection to thjacaht building.

Ms. Molnar said that there have been quite a fewaNaall systems in districts. Most of the times Hpprovals
are for operable windows, not for operable doadirs.other words, the knee-wall would remain fixedd ahe
storefront windows would open. Mr. Stern said thaly approved a similar operable storefront atrB@@rno in
Market Square.

Mr. Geof Commings addressed the HRC and askedhbgitconsider the East Carson Street CDC lettenwhe
making their decision. Commings asked that theskmall remain fixed at this storefront. He coulnt think of
any other accordion-style doors along Carson Streketnsen replied that the front elevation #1 wavipusly
reviewed and approved by the HRC.

11
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8. Mr. Stern said that this application meets the HR&&vious letter requiring a new building be cartded on this
site. He is inclined to say that this building nsethe HRC'’s requirement, and that the buildingraposed is a
defensible solution to the question. He said ¢vain though the building may not make sense frdumetional
perspective to the HRC members, those questionsgdshot preclude the HRC from approving the design.

9. Mr. Cupka asked that in the event that the buildimger wanted to move the wall between the newtnari®on
and the existing building (by lengthening the relavation) to make the connection between the twidibgs
stronger, could the applicant do that? All cominissnembers agreed that that would make sense.

Ms. Drescher ........... moved to accept the plan23d2 East Carson Street, as presented, withosshlity that
the structure could be lengthened to connect thre steucture to the existing building.
Drawings would need to be submitted for Staff ravie

Mr. Onque .............. seconded the motion

ALL..cooiiiiiiiinins AV(01 (=To T 0T = \V/ 0] (PR PTRTR Motion Passes
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