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ART COMMISSION 
 
Minutes of the meeting on Wednesday, February 26, 2020 
Beginning at 2:00 p.m. 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION:  Indovina, Arimoto-Mercer, Luckett, 

Parsakian, Gable, Lucas (for DOMI) 
 
PRESENT OF THE STAFF:     Cavalline 
             
   
 
                                   AGENDA ITEMS COVERED IN THESE MINUTES 

ITEM PAGE 
1. Mount Washington Banners – Mount Washington Community 

Development Corporation 
1-2 

2. Allegheny Commons – Pittsburgh Parks Conservancy 2-3 
3. Activation Under the Fort Duquesne Bridge - Riverlife 3-6 
4. Beechview Memorial Parklet – Pittsburgh Hispanic Development 

Corporation & Beechview Area Concerned Citizens 
6-7 

5. Small Cell Aesthetic Standards Amendment – Crown Castle Fiber LLC 7-10 
6. CMU Forbes Corridor – Carnegie Mellon University 10-11 

 
 
 
A.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
Roll call. Indovina asks for Commissioners to review and comment on the minutes from January 
2020. Parsakian motions to approve the minutes, seconded by Arimoto-Mercer. All ayes. Motion 
carried. 
 
 
 
B.  Correspondence 
 
None. 
 
 
 
C. Items for Review  
 

1. Mount Washington Banners – Mount Washington Community Development 
Corporation 
(Conceptual/Final) 
Gordon Davidson, MWCDC 

 
Davidson presents the proposal, which is for updated banners, welcome flags, and street 
directory signage. The new banners would replace those that were installed in 2010. The 
current proposal represents a redesign following previous Art Commission feedback. 
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Arimoto-Mercer asks how long the banners are expected to last. Davidson says the last banners 
lasted about five years. He says that the specs of these banners say they will last for three 
years but they’re expected to last for six. 
 
Parsakian comments that the black skyline gets washed out, and asks if Davidson thought 
about using white to contrast more with the sky. Davidson says he believes the black areas in 
the images should be grey. Parsakian asks if he has an example, and Davidson says no.  
 
Parsakian asks about the hashtag, and comments that the “L” and the “I” in it might confuse 
people. Davidson says he understands. Parsakian says he likes the overall simplicity of the 
design.  
 
Luckett says that there is also some confusion with the font. 
 
Parsakian asks what the dimensions are of the welcome sign. Davidson says around 32” x 42”. 
He says it is very prominent. Parsakian clarifies that it will be on a facility that is existing already, 
and Davidson says yes. Parsakian says the cutout of the silhouette is very nice. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer appreciates Davidson showing all of the locations of the banners in the 
presentation. 
 
Parsakian asks how they are attached. Davidson says that they will be modifying the brackets 
that are there, they will be using coated stainless steel hardware to mount to the posts, and that 
the attachment is very hardy. It is also covered by their three year warranty. 
 
Lucas notes that DOMI supports the proposal. 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual/Final Approval  
 
MOVED BY:  Arimoto-Mercer            
SECONDED BY:  Luckett 
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None    
 
  
 

2. Allegheny Commons – Pittsburgh Parks Conservancy 
(Final) 
Susan Rademacher, PPC 

Joe Hackett, LaQuatra Bonci 

 
Rademacher introduces the proposal. Hackett describes this restoration project of Allegheny 
Commons that includes reconstruction of the central promenade walk and connecting pathways, 
tree planting, and general improvements to pedestrian amenities. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if any of the trees will be labeled. Hackett says they do not have plans to 
do so at this time, but they could look into that in later phases of the restoration. Arimoto-Mercer 
says the preservation plan is very thoughtful and thorough.  
 
Indovina asks about the material for the pathways. Hackett says it is bituminous, with concrete 
for the sidewalks. Indovina asks if this is what it is currently, and Hackett says yes. Parsakian 
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asks if they will be using a different material around the George Washington Monument, and 
Hackett says they would like to use porous pavers to absorb rainwater. Maintenance is a large 
consideration and they have been talking to DPW about this. Rademacher adds that they’ve 
been having an extensive review with DPW about maintenance routes into the park. They will 
be having areas of reinforced turf adjacent to paths where access routes will be needed. The 
oval around the monument is sized so that it will have the right turning radius for maintenance 
trucks. 
 
Luckett asks if they needed to increase the number of receptacles and benches. Rademacher 
says there are currently no benches in most of the park, so that number has increased 
dramatically. She discusses the placement of the benches, which are offset from each other on 
pathways, and paired nearer to entrances to the park, with spaces in between for wheelchairs. 
Rademacher says that the receptacles in the park are mostly the default cans as opposed to the 
more formal standard. She says the number has decreased from their original plan based on 
discussions with DPW, who is also informing where the receptacles are laid out. 
 
Parsakian asks if they have an example of the light poles, and if those are new. Rademacher 
says they are all new and match the Allegheny Commons standard.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if they have plans to look at the post-construction usage of the park. 
Rademacher says there are no concrete plans but they are in talks with a researcher to do post-
occupancy studies of another park, and it will depend on funding. They will do observations on a 
staff level and expect use to increase. Arimoto-Mercer says that the path repairs and benches 
should help increase use. Parsakian asks if the Farmer’s Market will still be held. Rademacher 
says that is held in the East Commons and that area remains the same. They are not making 
provisions for that type of use in the currently proposed area, but restorations of other areas of 
the park will make more accommodations for similar uses.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer notes that they are eliminating a lot of paths that are used now, and asks what 
plans they have if those pathways continue to be used. Rademacher says they have thought a 
lot about this, and they have tried to make sure that they are placing paths at the most intuitive 
places, with the pipe rails reinforcing this and drawing attention to those entries. From feedback 
given by neighborhood organizations, they added two paths back into their design that they 
were going to eliminate.  
 
David Demco, Assistant Director of Scenic Pittsburgh and a neighbor of the park, speaks from 
the audience and gives his support for the project.  
 
MOTION:  Final Approval 
 
MOVED BY:  Parsakian                   
SECONDED BY:  Arimoto-Mercer 
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None  
 
 
 

3. Activation Under the Fort Duquesne Bridge - Riverlife 
(Conceptual/Final) 
Stephan Bontrager, Riverlife 

David Seiter, Future Green Studio 
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Bontrager introduces this public art project, which will be installed under the Fort Duquesne 
Bridge. It is intended to open in June and to remain in place for three years. Seiter describes the 
project, which involves sculptural birdhouses, natural wood seating, and a wheat-paste mural.  
 
Luckett asks if the wood benches were sourced locally, and how they were treated. Seiter says 
that they looked in local sourcing but the cost was substantially higher. They haven’t made a 
final decision on the supplier.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer comments that they have river birches here in Pittsburgh and not white birches. 
She suggests the mural could have a stronger connection to the area by featuring images of 
river birches instead of white birches. She acknowledges that they are regional but do not easily 
grow here. Seiter says the trees are more representative of an idea, but that is a good point and 
they will consider it. He says the image they used is from a forest closer to Altoona. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks about the birdhouse stands, and whether people who have sight problems 
might have difficulty maneuvering around them. Seiter says that they thought about this. He 
says that the site is not a great location to begin with for accessibility for those with sight 
problems, as there is no railing next to the river. He says that they consulted ADA guidelines for 
the birdhouses, specifically with the size of the poles and the space between them. They have 
also included a dashed line along the bike path that will be painted as a visual indicator.  
 
Indovina says there may be an encroachment issue with including elements in the walking path. 
Seiter says there will be a clear delineation and a three-foot offset between the walking path and 
the structures. Indovina says there is nothing to prevent people from walking through the 
structures and so they should look into the code requirements. Seiter says they will. 
 
Indovina notes that they are anchored into the concrete slab. He asks how they will be 
disassembled. Seiter says that all holes will be patched up upon deinstallation.  
 
Parsakian says that Shephard Fairey used a similar technique around the city as their wheat-
paste mural and so he loves the idea. He asks if they have considered using bird sounds to 
enhance the experience. Seiter says it’s a great idea and they had discussed it, especially with 
the dominant sound of the traffic overhead.  
 
Parsakian asks about the lighting, and whether it is a 24-hour experience. Seiter says that the 
location is officially open from dawn to dusk. The lighting is meant to be accent lighting to be 
visible from afar, but may provide some visual clarity for accessibility if anyone does go there 
after hours.  
 
Parsakian asks about the point of entry to the installation location. Gable says that you can get 
to the area from Point State Park or through the lower level of Allegheny Riverfront Park.  
 
Luckett says the pavement there is pretty rugged in its current condition. Seiter agrees. He says 
that there is a general cleaning that will happen as well as addressing the current mural in 
preparation of this installation. Bontrager adds that one of the main purposes for this installation 
is to make the case for long-term improvements to this area.  
 
Indovina asks about the charred surface of the benches. Seiter says that most of the salvaged 
wood is yellow pine, which is a relatively resilient wood, although it would not be the best choice 
for a long-term bench in the outdoor elements. Seiter says the charred surface will make the 



 

Page 5 of 11 

 

bench more resilient, and they will also be adding a clear coat, which will protect it as well as 
ensure that no soot can come off on clothing. 
 
Parsakian says he appreciates that their organization is elevating art in the city. He asks about 
maintenance for the installation. Bontrager says they have a maintenance plan that is included 
in the project management plan with Clear Story. It includes bi-weekly walk-throughs and 
supplemental maintenance. They also have estimates for more major maintenance such as acts 
of God or major vandalism. 
 
Luckett asks if there is a trash receptacle. Bontrager says there is a sort of receptacle there, but 
given previous comments by the Commissioners, they can definitely include receptacles in the 
plan. 
 
Luckett asks about signage, and whether partner acknowledgement is allowed. Bontrager says 
that it was their understanding that the signage would be temporary. He says they will have the 
artist statement on semi-permanent signage and that they would have the partner 
acknowledgement in place for the Three Rivers Arts Festival and then have it removed. Lucas 
says that she has seen partner acknowledgement on trail signs on the other side of the river. 
Luckett says that is different. 
 
Lucas asks how wide the bike path is. Bontrager says that they are working with Bike Pittsburgh 
to make sure that they have a wide enough path for bike traffic. Lucas says they should also 
work with DOMI on that.  
 
Parsakian asks if there will be any sort of celebration on the site for Earth Day. Bontrager says 
that is a good suggestion, and there are a number of programming opportunities at the space. 
He says that Future Green has created bird stencils which will be used by community volunteers 
on the mural as the material degrades over time. He says an Earth Day event would be a 
possibility for future years. 
 
Indovina asks to see the various versions of the birdhouses. He recommends they do not use 
the lowest version, as people could trip over it. Seiter says that is the two-foot birdhouse and is 
only five of the seventy-five birdhouses in the installation. It would most likely not be used by 
birds and had to have a wider angle of legs to accommodate ADA standards, but they included 
it as a way for children to be able to access the birdhouses. He says they can consider 
removing that size birdhouse all together. 
 
Luckett says she likes the overall design but asks if they have considered just having a single 
leg, as people might be able to harm themselves on the tripods. Seiter says that they 
considered it but the structural design of the eight and ten foot sizes has more integrity on three 
legs. Bontrager says they also considered hanging birdhouses but PennDOT does not allow 
this. Seiter says that the higher birdhouses will be the ones that will be used by birds. Luckett 
asks if the preference for tripod legs is mostly aesthetic, since they also need to think of safety. 
Seiter says that when considering  a single leg they ended up with a very thick tube for the 
higher birdhouses to make them structurally sound and so the tripods were a combination of 
structural integrity and aesthetics.  
 
Indovina encourages them to locate the birdhouses in the more passive areas, back from the 
walking paths. Seiter says that they will do that, and that they are located in the recessed 
alcoves and are at least three feet from the pillars and the walking paths.  
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Lucas asks if they will get enough solar power for the lights. Seiter says they will get enough 
ambient light power to keep the lights on overnight. Lucas asks if the birds will want to use the 
houses if there are lights on inside them at night. Seiter says that there is a lot of discussion 
about birds and how artificial light affects them. He says the lights will be shining down from the 
bottom of the birdhouses, and they will be using a warmer light which is more desirable for 
birds. He says that the noise is probably the most limiting factor onsite for birds nesting there. 
He says that they have had conversations with consultants and they think that many local birds 
will nest there, and the boxes can be cleaned out and eventually deinstalled during winter 
months when those species will not be nesting there. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer says she thinks a lot of city birds will nest in the lit conditions.  
 
MOTION:  Conceptual/Final Approval, with the conditions that 1) the lower birdhouse be 
eliminated, and 2) the birdhouses be located outside of the walking path 
 
MOVED BY: Arimoto-Mercer                    
SECONDED BY: Luckett  
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None 
 
 
 

4. Beechview Memorial Parklet – Pittsburgh Hispanic Development Corporation & 
Beechview Area Concerned Citizens 
(Conceptual) 
Keith Wehner, Office of Senator Wayne Fontana 

 
Wehner describes the project, which is for a new monument honoring peace and those who 
served in all wars, to be placed in Beechview Memorial Park.  
 
Indovina asks if the RCO meeting process was complete. Cavalline says that Wehner had the 
meeting with the RCO earlier that week and that he has received a report from the 
neighborhood planner, who was in attendance. 
 
Parsakian says that his father was a veteran. He says that when he thinks of peace he wants to 
think of life and joy, not death. He says that with the other monuments in this park, it looks like a 
graveyard, and this monument looks like a gravestone. He says he has a problem with the 
overall design including the lettering, and the whole thing gives him a very negative feeling. He 
says that the idea of honoring people in future wars is horrible to say, and he would prefer 
something like a peace garden. He says this does not elevate the conversation, and artistically it 
could bring something to the community for them to think about war. 
 
Indovina asks how the design was derived, who produced it, and whether it was vetted through 
the community. Wehner says the design was derived through Beechview Area Concerned 
Citizens in consultation with the American Legion in Mt. Lebanon and the granite company that 
put the design together.  
 
Luckett asks if they worked with a designer or artist. Wehner says they worked with the granite 
company who designs monuments and memorials.  
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Phyllis DiDiano introduces herself as the President of Beechview Area Concerned Citizens and 
says that the original intent was as a monument to the hope for peace. She says that they had 
thought about using imagery like an olive branch and a dove. She says that they will have 
lighting and they want to express hope for global peace, which is why they have the globe 
image. She says the color is a beautiful pink granite and looks darker on the presentation 
images.  
 
Parsakian says it isn’t the color, it’s the concept that he has an issue with. He says that he 
knows it has to come from the community’s wishes, but he wishes they could have gone beyond 
this idea. Luckett says that presenting this to the community when they might not even know the 
possibilities and the range of what is out there is doing them a disservice. She says that there 
does not seem to have been any exploration of the possibilities of what this could look like 
beyond a few options from the granite company.  
 
Parsakian mentions the Vietnam Memorial in D.C., which was considered too stark when it was 
first erected and is now one of the most-visited monuments. He says that seeing a version of it 
gave him an emotional reaction, and he doesn’t think he would feel anything looking at this 
monument. 
 
Phyllis says they wanted to be more timeless, and be relatable to young people. They also 
wanted to keep names or specifics off of this one so that it could be used to contemplate peace.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer says that this is a very last-century concept, and so if the goal is to relate to 
younger generations, this is an opportunity for a 21st-century monument that can give you real 
hope when looking at it, possibly in a more abstract way. She mentions that her father was also 
a veteran, and says that he was also very moved by the Vietnam Memorial and was less moved 
by the WWII Memorial. She says that it might be good to have more younger people, even 
children, participating in the conceptual planning of this project. She says utilizing an artist or 
designer could really let them see the possibilities.  
 
Parsakian says there is a monument in New York that honors John Lennon and says “Imagine” 
on the ground. He says something as simple as a word can mean a lot, and it doesn’t have to 
be in hard stone. He agrees that stone monuments are of the last century and that bringing in 
artists can help to expand the idea of honoring people and peace. Arimoto-Mercer says their 
hearts are in the right place.  
 
Indovina says that he supports the idea of the monument and the location, but also has a 
problem with the design. He agrees that it misses the mark in regards to the possibilities that 
are available. Parsakian brings up the 9-11 Memorial in New York as another example of a 
contemplative monument.  
 
MOTION:  Table 
 
MOVED BY: Parsakian                    
SECONDED BY: Luckett  
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None 
 
 
 

5. Small Cell Aesthetic Standards – Crown Castle Fiber LLC 
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(Conceptual) 
Thomas Musgrove, Crown Castle 

 
Musgrove presents a proposed amendment to existing small cell standards, which would add an 
additional design option for ornamental light posts in the public right-of-way with integrated 
wireless facilities. 
 
Parsakian asks if this is only in the Downtown area. Musgrove says it is an amendment to the 
city standards, so it would be for anywhere where you have an acorn-style light. Parsakian asks 
if all the light fixtures would be replaced. Musgrove says not all of them, just single instances to 
provide coverage in that area.  
 
Indovina asks how much spacing there would be between instances. Musgrove says they need 
to be close enough for continuous coverage but not so close that they overlap. He estimates 
from 1500 feet to a quarter mile.  
 
Parsakian asks if 5G will be obsolete soon. Luckett asks what the future of this is. Musgrove 
says it comes down to the capacity for data, and the speed you can manage it with. Luckett 
says that the capacity is dependent on the light poles that they want to install this equipment on. 
She says she would still like to see them looking at other structures where these could be 
installed. She asks where he sees it going in the future. Musgrove says many cities utilize traffic 
signals to hold this equipment. He says they have to take a look at all the existing infrastructure 
available, as they are trying to limit new poles being erected in the right-of-way. Luckett asks if 
they will be here again next year. Musgrove says this is up to the Art Commission and the city, 
as they are talking about vertical real estate: the higher the poles are allowed to be, the more 
carriers they can accommodate on a single piece of infrastructure.  
 
Indovina asks if the proposed pole would be single-carrier. Musgrove says yes, because the 
goal was to stay within the 15 percent design standard. 
 
Indovina says different providers are coming and suggesting additional poles and locations, and 
they have gone through several iterations of designs, which have gotten better since the first 
ones. Parsakian says he would think that in the future this equipment will eventually be very 
small, and asks if they are working with anyone to refine this technology in that direction. 
Musgrove says they have a national department that works on finding the most effective ways of 
deployment. Parsakian asks if this is the best technology available today. Musgrove says yes. 
 
Indovina asks what concept they are reviewing today. Musgrove says it is being able to replace 
the acorn-style lightpost with the proposed lightposts. Arimoto-Mercer asks if they are proposing 
both Option A and Option B. Musgrove says that this was giving the Commission an option as to 
which was more aesthetically pleasing. Arimoto-Mercer confirms that the luminaires on Option A 
are 15 feet high and they are 14 feet high on Option B. She asks how that fits into their current 
standards. Musgrove says he is not sure what the current height standard is for the luminaires.  
 
Lucas says that in regards to the mixing of designs, these designs have two lights on them, and 
there may be streets where some poles have single lights and some have two lights. She says 
DOMI has been working with Musgrove. She also says that there are height limits in the current 
standards. She says that the 4G technology has a shroud and doesn’t believe that the 5G 
technology uses a shroud. She mentions that if there are two lights instead of one, they can be 
dimmed to be consistent with the light levels of the rest of the street. She also confirms that its 
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possible there would be 4G and 5G equipment on the same pole. Musgrove says yes, they are 
separate technology and not integrated.  
 
Parsakian confirms that single-light poles will be replaced with double-light poles, but at what 
interval it is not yet known. Musgrove says yes, and the distance would be a matter for the 
carriers, as Crown Castle manages their equipment but not their network. Parsakian says that in 
East Liberty the poles are very close together, and they are a little further apart in Shadyside. 
He is curious how many will need to be switched. Musgrove says that a benefit is that the newer 
poles are LED and might be improvements on the older poles.  
 
Indovina says that Option A is preferable, but this approval is very conceptual since they don’t 
know how close they would be together, how many there would be, or where they would be. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer says that Option B is too wide. She would still like to be sure that the luminaires 
are at the same height as the other lights on the street. Musgrove says another question would 
be whether they would want the lights to stick out parallel to the street or perpendicular.  
 
Parsakian says that a lot of the light posts also have banner standards. Indovina says the 
parallel option would be less intrusive than the perpendicular. 
 
Lucas asks what the process would be to amend the existing small cell standards. Cavalline 
says that they are here for Conceptual Review to gain feedback, and then they would submit an 
actual revision document for Final Review, which if approved would then become part of the 
existing standards.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer agrees with Luckett that if they approve this Conceptual Review, they would still 
like to know that alternatives to pole equipment are still being looked into and considered. 
Musgrove says that they are always looking for creative solutions to provide coverage for their 
customers, but these solutions are based on what is currently being used and what needs to be 
done if those current solutions no longer work. Arimoto-Mercer says they have discussed not 
just using poles. Musgrove says that it depends on what kind of coverage the carrier is trying to 
provide, as often the equipment needs to be closer to the end user than the roof of a four-story 
building would provide. Arimoto-Mercer says that there are a lot of lower buildings in Pittsburgh, 
and their concern is that poles will be their go-to solution without thinking of how it affects the 
streetscape.  
 
Indovina clarifies that what they are presenting today is an option but is not the only option. 
Musgrove says that is correct, that this is just to provide coverage when the only piece of 
existing infrastructure is the acorn-style pole, which wasn’t fully taken into consideration in the 
original approved guidelines. Indovina notes that this is a proposal with a fairly narrow scope. 
 
Joe Cortes, an attorney for Verizon Wireless, speaks from the audience and says that there are 
additional considerations that he has presented to DOMI and that he thought would be part of 
the presentation today. He asks for an opportunity to present that information at the next 
scheduled meeting.  
 
Jim Pena from AT&T speaks from the audience and brings up the FCC regulations that obligate 
the city to accommodate this equipment, and that the Art Commission is working to ensure that 
this is done within the standards of the city. He uses an analogy of eyeglasses to say that new 
things stand out for a while because they are different. 
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Luckett says that she doesn’t think that the glasses analogy holds weight, and that they need to 
encourage good design. While their city needs this technology, the Art Commission’s job is to 
make sure that the applicant and carriers are reaching out to innovate, and to think about how 
we as humans interact with the built environment, because that affects all of us.  
 
Indovina adds that when he gets new glasses he chooses ones that look as close as possible to 
the old ones. Arimoto-Mercer says that Pittsburgh presents challenges that may not be like 
those in other cities, and they want to push them toward solutions that may be of use in other 
cities. Musgrove says that the design proposed today is custom made for the city of Pittsburgh 
based on the city’s existing lightposts. Arimoto-Mercer says they appreciate that.  
 
Indovina says that this is going in a positive direction, and he prefers Option A. Arimoto-Mercer 
and Parsakian agree. 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval, with a preference for Option A 
 
MOVED BY: Arimoto-Mercer                    
SECONDED BY: Luckett  
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None 
 
 
 

6. CMU Forbes Corridor – Carnegie Mellon University 
(Conceptual) 
Bob Reppe, CMU 

 
Reppe describes the proposal for streetscape improvements along the Forbes corridor at 
Carnegie Mellon University, including tree planters and storm management systems.  
 
Parsakian asks if there are plans to reconstruct the Forbes Hollow Bridge. Reppe says they do 
not own the bridge – the pavement and right-of-way is owned by the state, the city owns the 
bridge, and it goes over a railroad. He says there are several options for the future of the bridge. 
Parsakian asks if he’s familiar with the Highland Bridge in Shadyside. Reppe says that bridge, 
along with the nearby pedestrian bridge, are good models of what they would like to do. 
Parsakian says that he was a member of the Ellsworth Avenue Merchants Association that had 
input into those bridges and thinks Reppe should get that kind of input for the aesthetics of this 
bridge. 
 
Parsakian asks if there are bus stops included in this plan. Reppe says they have been working 
with Port Authority and explains where the bus stops and shelters will be. Parsakian says that 
Pitt has a very artistic shelter and he encourages that kind of thought.  
 
Parsakian asks if they are thinking about small cell technology implementations. Reppe says 
that they are, and that they are waiting to see what kind of distributor heads will be going on the 
fluted light poles. They used to have the kind with the large boxes at the base, and they now 
have newer versions on traffic light poles.  
 
Indovina applauds their planter beds. He says that is a great idea to have on streets with high-
speed traffic such as Forbes and Fifth, and that it creates a better pedestrian experience. 
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Arimoto-Mercer agrees and says that the raised beds alongside the street increase the feeling 
of safety.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer says that in the elevations the bike lane widths seem variable. Reppe says that 
the width of Forbes Avenue varies greatly, from about 37 feet in the eastern end of the site, 
going to about 60 ft, down to 50 ft, wider again, and then narrowing across the Forbes Hollow 
Bridge. They prefer to keep a consistent bike lane width, so the buffer is what flexes as the road 
width changes.  
 
Lucas asks if there is a way to protect the bike lanes. Reppe says they have had that 
conversation with PennDOT and they were not interested, and getting the bike lanes was a feat 
in itself.  
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval 
MOVED BY: Luckett   
SECONDED BY: Parsakian  
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None 
 
 
 
Meeting Adjourned 


