
 ART COMMISSION 
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF January 23, 2008 

BEGINNING AT 2:00 P.M. 
 
 

PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Chairwoman Klavon, Astorino, 
Serrao, Indovina, Haskell,  

 
PRESENT OF THE STAFF:    Ismail, Baker 
 
 
 
A. Action on the Minutes of December 12, 2007 Minutes 

Ms. Klavon asked for a motion to approve the December 12, 2007 meeting 
minutes.   

 
MOVED:  Mr. Astorino SECONDED:  Ms. Haskell 

 
APPROVED  

 
B. Correspondence 
 

Ms. Baker reported that Ms. Hall had a work obligation and could not attend the 
meeting; in addition, Mr. Cooper had class scheduled and could not attend the 
meeting. Ms. Baker said that he will not attend the next few meetings due to his 
teaching schedule and that she would work with him to make him sure that he 
stayed informed. Ms. Baker stated that, according to the by-laws that all 
Commissioners are allowed to miss six meetings per year.   

 
C.   Items for Review  

a. Temporary Outdoor Artworks for The Biennial exhibition, 
Conceptual Review 

o Laura Domencic, Director, Pittsburgh Center for the Arts 
o George Davis, Curator, Pittsburgh Center for the Arts 

 
Ms. Domencic and Mr. Davis presented the project to the Art Commission. Ms. Domenic 
stated that The Biennial exhibition runs from May 3rd through August 24th 2008. Ms. 
Domencic passed around several pieces of supplementary information, along with photos, 
descriptions and a map that could give a general overview of the proposed projects. Ms. 
Domencic gave the Commission a brief history of and introduction to the Biennial. The 
Biennial was started in 1994 and is an exhibition which showcases exceptional regional 
talent. For the first time, the Pittsburgh Center for the Arts and the Pittsburgh Filmmakers 
partnered to produce and exhibit the Biennial. The exhibition will be featured in the 
gallery and outdoor area of the PCA, as well as the Pittsburgh Filmmakers facility 
(gallery and theater) on Melwood Street. This partnership affords them an incredible 
opportunity to expand the exhibition and reach new audiences.  



 
The first project presented was designed by Carin Mincemoyer.  Ms. Mincemoyer has 
proposed a mowed garden or labyrinth for the lawn area in front of the youth hostel 
building of the PCA.  The artwork grows and changes during the course of the exhibition.  
Ms. Klavon asked if the yellow area on the handout is the walkway. Ms. Domencic and 
Mr. Davis replied that it was. Mr. Davis said that the project will basically be on the 
ground and is easy to manage and maintain.  
 
The second artwork is comprised of two 9’ foot sculptures by Will Giannotti. The 
artwork will be sited near the school building or the Scaife building. Ms. Domencic said 
that there were some drawings and some photographs that illustrate the design and shows 
the fabrication of the work.  The sculptures will be secured with bolts attached to steel 
plates that will be spiked into the ground.  
 
The third project is a sculpture by Christopher Lisowski. Ms. Domencic showed the 
sketch and of a Styrofoam and fiberglass bald eagle on the top of a 10 foot steel pole—4 
feet of which will be submerged underground.  The artwork will be placed adjacent to a 
walk way near the main building.  The artist Mr. Lisowski is considering modifying the 
design to add scaffolding (almost like an oil pump) that would serve as a trellis for 
morning glories to grow upon during the exhibition.  
 
Mr. Serrao asked Mr. Davis to describe the elements the eagle will sit upon. Mr. Davis 
answered that it is another metal structural element–like an engine block. The bases of 
the engine block would play upon the concept of the American economy’s involvement 
with oil.   
 
The fourth piece is “Big Bot” by Golan Levin.  It is part of the collaboration with Robot 
250 and to exhibit this piece they have selected to attach the sculpture to the Marshall 
Building—this project will not be up for the duration of the entire Biennial... The artwork 
will go up in the late June.  
 
PCA is working with Robot 250 the details of the project-- transportation, etc. They have 
talked to the structural engineer and are certain that the attachment to the building is 
feasible and that it will be safe. The artwork will feature computer software that will 
acknowledge and then gesture towards visitors to the PCA.  .  
 
Mr. Indovina asked the applicant about the size of the robot, and Ms. Domencic answered 
that it will have a seven-foot mechanical arm.  
 
The fifth piece would be the “Book Path” by Denise Mahone. As illustrated on the map, 
the path will follow the red lines around the campus and is roughly about 1000 feet in 
length. Ms. Klavon asked if there is an image and Ms. Domencic said that there is a 
narrative and a map of the path included in the package.  
 
Over the course of a couple months the outdated books will be buried in the ground by 
separating and inserting the books into ground. The artists will install some pieces at the 



beginning of May when The Biennial is opening, and come back over the course of  the 
next two months to install additional books and to interact with the public.  Mr. Davis 
thought that her proposal is ambitious and realistically, he imaged the path would not be 
long as she has conceived. Ms. Domencic added said that they are considering extending 
the exhibit of the work to pass The Biannual timeframe to see how the project would 
decay.  
 
Ms. Domencic presented Greg Karkowsky’s “The Prophet”, a 4’ x 8’ sign-like structure 
that features the image of an eye.  Originally the work was conceived to be a two sided 
piece but it has since been decided that the piece will be hung on a large wall near the 
entrance of the Marshall Building  
 
Ms. Domencic stated that all of these pieces will be removed by October 2008 aside from 
the Robot work.   The Robot piece will probably be removed in the early August.   Mr. 
Davis added that Robot 250’s main event is in the middle of July, and they will have the 
robot available several weeks before and one week after for that event. 
 
Ms. Haskell asked if the books will be chosen or picked randomly. Ms. Domencic said 
that the artists like random and unwanted books.  
 
Given that the project is based on the notion of holy books being buried rather than 
destroyed Ms. Baker asked if there will be any holy books used in this installation. Ms. 
Domencic said that the artist probably wants to stay away from that, and Mr. Davis said 
that that’s not her intent because her idea is about the electronic information as supposed 
to printed information and how it’s become less important to society. He said that the 
selection of the book will be more about physical quality of the book more than anything 
else.  
 
Ms. Haskell asked if the commission will review the whole project together or by 
individual sculptures. Ms. Domencic responded that it would be on the whole project.  
 
Ms. Baker added that the Commission could choose to grant conceptual and final 
approval at this time; however, the nature of the project warrants the review of 
engineered drawings illustrating the attachment of the artworks to the Marshall building 
for safety purposes. Mr.Astorino asked why this project would be reviewed for safety 
when other projects are reviewed for aesthetics only.  Ms. Baker replied that complex 
design/construction projects would also be reviewed by other City Departments, i.e. 
Public Works, but because this project is not complex the Art Commission would likely 
serve as the only City review of the project.    
 
Ms. Klavon asked that about landscapes, whether the artist really need the edging for the 
first piece. Ms. Domencic said that it would mostly a guide for people who be mowing 
and attending to it.  
 
Ms. Baker asked about the encased Styrofoam. Mr. Davis answered that it would be 
water proof and would be able to withstand the elements. 



 
Ms. Klavon asked a motion. 
 

MOTION:  That the Pittsburgh Center for the Arts receive Conceptual 
Approval for temporary outdoor artworks as part of a biennial exhibition.   

 
 MOVED:  Mr. Indovina  SECONDED:  Mr. Serrao 
 
  IN FAVOR:  All 
 
 
  OPPOSED:  None   CARRIED 
 
 
STAFF REPORT 
 
Ms. Baker said they received a $300,000 grant from RK Mellon Foundation to conserve 
artworks that are currently in storage.  She hopes to be able to leverage these funds to 
gain additional support for other artworks in the City’s collection.  
 
Ms. Baker reported that funds were also raised to work with the Bayer Center for Non 
Profit Management to carry out professional development for the Art Commission.  The 
Bayer Center hopes to conduct phone interviews with Commissioners and stakeholders in 
February. The information gleaned from the phone interviews will form the content for 
the upcoming Commission retreat.   
 
Ms. Klavon asked Ms. Baker where the works that will be conserved with the funds from 
Mellon grant will be installed. Ms Baker replied that she is in the process of determining 
sites for the works.   
 
Ms. Klavon asked Ms. Baker if all of the projects would be lit.  Ms. Baker replied that 
lighting might only be appropriate for some of the projects and that once the sites are 
determined she will take into account ambient lighting at the site.   
 
Ms. Baker discussed the progress of Ellsworth Bridge project. She said that Sheila Klein 
will be in town late January and that a public meeting is scheduled on January 30th to 
discuss the design of the bridge- all of the Commissioners are invited to attend the 
meeting. 
  
 
 

b. Gateway T Station Bollards, Conceptual Review 
o Rob Pffaffman, Pffaffman + Associates PC, part of a joint 

venture called Light-Motion Collaborative 
o Jerry Marinzel, Port Authority 
o Marian Presley, Presley Associates, Boston. 



 
Mr. Pffaffman said that a letter was sent in advance of meeting with understanding of 
project review would be based on information gleaned during previous two presentations. 
Last time, they brought model, and presentation board. He summarized project goals with 
this letter, and made clear what charges were from community and client.  
 
Two additional drawings were added to the information packet presented to the 
Commissioners.  The new drawings reflect an update to Ms. Presley’s planting plan, and 
an updated site plan.  
 
Mr. Pfaffmann went through technical issues mentioned in previous meetings: including 
the barriers at Stanwix Street and the engineering and technical approvals from PennDot 
of the said barriers. There was extensive conversation on how to modify the barriers to 
allow more clearance at northern end of station.  The bollards would be moved, as 
illustrated in the presented plan to allow a more open feeling for users.  Given the 
limitations of the site, this move represents all that the design team can do to make this 
space more inviting. 
 
Mr. Pfaffmann continued that there is a letter of endorsement from PennDot for the plan 
that has been submitted to PennDot for review.   
 
Ms. Presley addressed the planting plan—including the irrigation, storm water design the 
seeding and the signage and graphics. The graphic design is not part of the current 
submission and that they will hire a graphic designer to work on graphic elements.–the 
graphic designer will need to take into account Port Authority design standards. 
 
Ms. Presley stated that there were several meetings with Conservancy to discuss the 
planning plan and that she and the Conservancy are still working on a palate of plants 
they feel comfortable with and that have a proven track recording of working well in the 
city.   
 
The plan features two planter areas. The first planter will feature the Gallow Garden 
which will host a combination of shrubs, flowers and ornamental grasses. The planter on 
the south side has trees down Penn and Liberty, going to Point State Park. The plantings 
on the south side will be a conventional design and will feature a combination of 
evergreens.  Ms. Presley said that they will finalize the planting plan at the 60% 
submission and that right. now they finalizing what species will be used in the plan.  
 
Irrigation--Ms. Presley said that there will be drip system in both planters. Planters are 
raised, so there is no issue of trash accumulation. The planters will feature valve boxes as 
well so if the system is knocked down, it will still work.  
 
The storm water runoff will be handled by the trench drain along the bottom of the rock 
area.  
 



Ms. Presley said that they haven’t done grading system in terms of spot grades.  The 
hardscape will be the City standard of terrazzo and granite.  All project materials are 
included in the Commission handouts. 
 
Lighting—the City standards will be used as well as two additional up-lights per tree. 
Electric boxes will be used for night lighting. There will be electrical outlets made 
available for potential vendors and for events.  Additionally, they are thinking about 
using a tracery light--low LED lights, used at Fort Pitt and Duquesne, so you can see 
shape of forts. All other light comes from building. 
 
Seating—a low seating wall (which will be raised to avoid the deposit of trash) will be 
included into the design.   
 
Ms. Haskell asked if there will be plantings under the trees.  Ms. Pressley replied that 
there would be.   
 
Barriers—Mr. Pfaffmann stated that they have received approval for technical shape and 
design from the City and State. Mr. Pfaffmann continued that within the rules, he hopes 
to manipulate the rectangular granite barriers to make them look more sculptural which 
will be achieved by cutting into and polishing the granite.  
 
Mr. Indovina asked about the profile of the barriers with beveled edge—Mr. Pfaffmann 
said that they have reviewed the design with PennDOT. 
 
The bollards are illustrated on the plan—per the Art Commission recommendation the 
pinch point was maximized and shifted northward to create a larger opening—the plan 
reflects that change.  
 
Mr. Astorino asked about the drainage towards Liberty Avenue. Ms. Presley said that 
they met this morning to discuss storm drainage and that by 60% they will have to figure 
out how much can be taken by the trench drains.  
 
Mr. Indovina asked about the height of the railing that serves to protect the stoned slope. 
Ms. Presley said that they working to determine the height right now but that they don’t 
want the rail height to be attractive to sit on. The goal for the rail is to say “you’re not 
supposed to go in there.” Additionally, the stones will be of a scale that will not 
encourage the public to enter the space and to walk upon them.   
 
Ms. Klavon asked: “Have you thought about when you go through the Fort Pitt tunnel, 
how when you go through it, you’re blasted by the city. Now you’re taking green space, 
making it into a hard space. You have 2-weeks Arts Festival and other 1-night events. For 
the rest of the time, we took a green space and made it a hard space. How do you feel 
about that?” Ms. Presley responded that what we don’t have right now is seating and 
what we have right now is a green island—a traffic island that people are not using.    Ms. 
Presley continued that the goal of this project is to provide a user-friendly space, a lot of 
seating and opportunities to visit for lunch to sit on benches and walls.  



Ms. Klavon asked if the elevation is lowered. Ms. Presley said not at all. It’s flat at all 
level, until 1 or 2 percent slope at the end.  
 
Ms. Klavon mentioned that the model had slope. Ms. Presley disagreed. She said that 
only slope that occurs is the end, and not meant to be walked on.  
 
Ms. Klavon asked whether they have met with Gateway Center, Highmark and other 
surround stakeholders as to whether they approved the design. Mr. Pffaffman replied that 
they have reviewed the design with Highmark, Downtown Partnership, Cultural Trust 
and Conservancy. 
 
Ms. Klavon requested letters of support from them. Mr. Pffaffman replied that they can 
be obtained. 
 
Mr. Astorino asked Mr. Pffaffman to show him the letter of security since they already 
signed off it. Mr. Pffaffman said that they don’t use those particular words. Mr. Marinzel 
explained that it’s a collaborative process at this point between the Port Authority, the 
State and the City. If security people have their druthers they’d have k-12 barriers all 
around the entire site.  
 
Mr. Astorino asked if they have signed off. Mr. Marinzel said that he doesn’t have sign 
off yet, but he anticipated that won’t be a problem. Once he can tell them the art 
commission has seen this, they’ve approved it.  
 
Mr. Astorino addressed his concern and he want to make sure somebody from security 
point of view says the project is safe. Mr. Marinzel responded that approving it from a 
security standpoint would be part of PennDot and the City’s job. 
 
Mr. Pfaffmann said they have security letter from the PennDot’s consultant and that it is 
agreed that all barriers will meet the needs of the State, City and Federal governments--
all of which involve different standards, liability and institutional concerns. 
 
Ms. Klavon expressed confusion because the she interpreted the images presented to the 
Commission as being depressed. Mr. Pffaffman replied that it might be a shadow, but 
they are flushed, but not depressed. 
 
When asked about maintenance of the public space, Mr. Marinzel replied that the land 
was being developed by the Port Authority but that the land is owned by the City of 
Pittsburgh.  He continued that he has been working with City and stakeholders to come 
up with a feasible maintenance plan with split responsibilities amongst the stakeholders.  
Patrick Hassett, Department of Public Works, added that the design as proposed will 
create a space that is easy to maintain.     
 
Ms. Klavon asked whether they got approval from The Heinz Endowments. Mr. 
Pffaffman said that The Heinz Endowments is careful not to insert itself in the design 
process in a formal way, so they don’t formally approve anything—they want the Art 



Commission to approve the design.  Mr. Pfaffmann added that The Heinz Endowments is 
aware of the design. 
 
Mr. Astorino had concerns about Pfaffmann’s letter regarding the Art Commission 
approval. Mr. Astorino added that the by-law state that the design has to have 100% 
complete drawings before final approval not 60% as indicated in Mr. Pfaffmann’s letter.    
 
The Ms. Baker said that we have everything we need for conceptual approval which is 
what they were here for today. Mr. Astorino thought that they need sign off on the 
security issues.  Ms. Baker replied that would be necessary for final approval but not for 
conceptual approval.   
 
Ms. Klavon would like to see the design of the railing. 
 
Mr. Astorino stated that he would like to see a detail of the benches 
 
Again, Ms. Baker replied that the Commission had all of the required documents to grant 
conceptual approval today and that the Commission did not need the level of detail they 
are requesting.    
 
Ms. Klavon said that they need more information a statement of materials, rail design, 
bench design, a security sign off letter, letters from stakeholders, and maintenance plan or 
agreement for something that comes to the Commission for approval. 
 
Mr. Astorino stated that had concern about tightness of sidewalk and barrier, that if it 
came to the commission earlier, they might not approve it. That’s a big compromise to 
improve it. Wanting to see this happen, he could overlook it, but it bothers him. He wants 
to be on the record with that.  
 
Ms. Klavon asked for a motion. 
 
MOTION: The City of Pittsburgh’s Art Commission has granted Conceptual 
Approval to the Gateway Station Security Barrier and Public Open Space project 
pending the receipt and approval by the Art Commission of the below listed items:  
 

• A letter or other form of documentation from PennDot and/or its consultant 
that approves the safety and security implications of the bollard and barrier 
design.    

• A letter of support from stakeholders adjacent to the proposed project site. 
• Rail Detail 
• Bench Detail 
• Letter from the Port Authority that extends the review/approval period from 

sixty (60) days to one hundred twenty (120) days.  Note the review/approval 
period begins at Conceptual Approval.   



• A letter from the applicant that acknowledges the need for maintenance of 
the plaza and bollards and outlines the parties responsible for maintaining 
the plaza and bollards.  
 

 
 MOVED:  Mr. Serrao  SECONDED:  Mr. Astorino 
 
  IN FAVOR:  All 
 
 
  OPPOSED:  None   CARRIED 
 
 
Meeting Adjourned. 
 


