
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of July 1, 2020 
Beginning at 12:30 PM 

Held via Zoom and available to view at 
https://www.youtube.com/user/planpghvideo 

In Attendance: 
 
Members Staff 
Lucia M. Aguirre Sharon Spooner 
Richard Snipe Sarah Quinn 
David Green  
Karen Loysen  
Matthew Falcone  
James Hill  
  
  
  
  

 
 
Call to Order: 
 
Ms. Aguirre calls role and confirms that a quorum is present.  
 
Old Business-None. 

New Business: 
 

Approval of Minutes:  In regards to the June 2020 meeting minutes, Mr. Falcone moves 
to approve and Mr. Green seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion 
carries. 
   
Approval of Issuance of Certificates of Appropriateness:  In regards to the issuance 
of Certificates of Appropriateness in June 2020, Mr. Falcone moves to approve and Mr. 
Green seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

    
Other Business: 
 

1. Ms. Quinn talks about the annual training requirement for grant eligibility. She states that 
the NAPC conference will be held online this year and the SHPO is offering scholarships that 
will cover the fee. She also talks about the Mexican War Streets expansion. 

2. Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn until 1:00 pm. 
3. Ms. Loysen seconds. 
4. All are in favor and meeting is adjourned until 1:00 pm. 
5. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order at 1:00 pm. She calls role and determines that a 

quorum is present. 
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Adjourn: 

 
Mr. Green moves to adjourn. 

Mr. Falcone seconds. 

Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote, all are in favor and meeting is adjourned. 

Minutes of the agenda items follow. 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1, 2020 

 
901-905 Bingham Street 

                                                                   
East Carson Street Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Bingham South Side LP 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  3-G-214 

 
Applicant: 
David Morgan 
Morgan Architecture & Design 
1234 Sarah Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  10/18/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Building renovations. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. David Morgan speaks as the architect for the project. He goes over what was 

previously approved and the changes that they are requesting. He talks about the 
monument, which they found out was decommissioned and the plaque removed, 
and they are asking at this point to remove the remaining slab and the flagpole. He 
also states that they left the previous HRC meeting stating that they would meet 
with the LRC which they have done twice. He states that they wanted to propose a 
change to composite windows for cost reasons, but as a compromise with the LRC 
they now want to propose composite windows just on the front and back of the 
larger building and wood windows on all three side of the smaller building. He 
states that this is a change from the previously approved wooden windows on 
Bingham and 9th streets. He states that he believes the LRC is not in favor of the 
new proposal. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Gerald Morosco speaks as a member of the East Carson Street LRC. He 
clarifies that this building was originally nominated as an individual historic 
structure prior to the creation of the district. He talks about some of the history of 
the building and states that all three sides of the building are equal in importance. 
He states that the rear of the building could be considered the most visible as there 
are views from across the river, etc. He talks about the windows and states that 
there is ample evidence that they should be 15-over-15 on not one-over-one as had 
been discussed. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment; there is none. She asks for 
comments from the Commissioners. 

5. Mr. Falcone addresses the monument first and asks for more details. 

6. Mr. Morgan talks about the monument and former plaque. 

7. Ms. Aguirre acknowledges for the record the email received from the LRC. She 



agrees with the LRC that since new historic information is available it may be 
worthwhile to table the application to take that into consideration. 

8. Mr. Falcone agrees about the new information provided on the windows and 
would like to look at the 15-over-15 windows which do seem more appropriate. He 
states that it seems like the monument has been compromised and removal would 
not be detrimental to the integrity of the building. He states that the material of 
the windows is another issue. He acknowledges the LRC’s point that this is an 
individual structure, but he still sees that it has a primary façade and though it is 
visible from across the river, the distance is so much greater than for someone 
walking by on 9th or Bingham. He states that alternate materials would be less 
evident on the rear but that the profiles will be more important. 

9. Ms. Loysen states that she wouldn’t mind less expensive windows on the river side 
of Building B, but maybe not on Building A, which seems like it should have the 
same windows all the way around. 

10. Mr. Morgan notes that they do already have the previous approval and can stick to 
that. 

11. Ms. Aguirre notes that there is an additional public comment. 

12. Mr. Chris Clark speaks as the owner of the property. 

13. Ms. Aguirre asks if the Commission would like to accept additional public 
testimony from Mr. Morosco. 

14. Mr. Snipe states that he would like to stick to the rules. 

15. Ms. Loysen states that she would not mind hearing additional public testimony. 

16. Ms. Aguirre  

17. Mr. Falcone states that the Commission did make a decision about the windows 
previously. He asks the applicant about the reasons for the proposed window 
changes. 

18. Mr. Morgan states that it is primarily the cost of wood windows that is the 
concern. 

19. The Commission discusses the application. 

20. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application including the removal of the 

monument and flagpole and the following changes to the fenestration: on Building 
A, all three sides are to be restored with wood windows, and on Building B a 
composite window with 15-over-15 windows is to be used on the side and rear, 
with specs of the windows to be reviewed by staff. 

2. Mr. Green seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1, 2020 

 
2124 E. Carson Street 

                                                                   
East Carson Street Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Louie Popock 
24 Hillel Place 
Brooklyn, Ny 11210 

 
Ward:  16th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-K-39 

 
Applicant: 
Louie Popock 
24 Hillel Place 
Brooklyn, Ny 11210 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  11/27/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact painting of storefront tile. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Dave Gross speaks as the tenant of the property. He states that since the last 

meeting he did reach out to the community group but they were unfortunately 
unable to meet with him due to scheduling. He did some research and spoke with a 
contractor who was able to confirm that this is a metal façade from the 1950s. He 
states that he believes the panels were painted prior to the creation of the district. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Bob Russ speaks as a member of the East Carson Street LRC. He states that 
the façade is a porcelain metal façade that was fairly intact until recently. He states 
that they would like to see the façade restored back to its original design. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment; there is none. She acknowledges 
for the record the email received by the LRC. She closes public testimony and asks 
for comments from the Commissioners. She starts by asking about the before 
picture. 

5. Ms. Quinn states that it previously had a yogurt business sign that was approved 
after-the-fact. 

6. Ms. Aguirre states that she feels the paint does not fit in with the character of the 
district and is starting to show wear already. 

7. Mr. Falcone agrees. He states that storefronts  can evolve and acquire significance 
in their own right, which he feels is the case here. He feels that there is an 
opportunity to do a restoration and would like the applicant to review the 
documents that the LRC provided to come up with a proposal. 

8. Ms. Aguirre states that Mr. Gerald Morosco’s raised hand seemed to have been 
missed and asks that he be allowed to speak. 

9. Mr. Morosco states that painting of metal panels is not distinguished from 
painting stone or brick which is also part of the issue. 



10. The Commission discusses the application. 

11. Ms. Aguirre entertains a motion to table. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to table the application for 30 days. 

2. Mr. Green seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1, 2020 

 
Lot 22-P-15 Liverpool Street 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Camille Goleb & Jeffrey Rigo 
4124 Butler Street #4 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-P-15 

 
Applicant: 
Bob Baumbach 
900 Middle Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  5/26/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Construction of a new residence. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Bob Baumbach speaks as the architect of the project. He explains the proposal 

and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. Mr. Falcone asks about the history of the site and if it had multiple houses on it 
previously and was consolidated. 

4. Mr. Baumbach talks about how they are addressing the site and retaining wall. 

5. Ms. Loysen states that the foursquare seems a little out of place as a model in the 
neighborhood. 

6. Mr. Baumbach shows the example photo of another house in the neighborhood. 

7. Ms. Quinn talks about how the Secretary of Interior’s Standards address new 
construction. 

8. Mr. Baumbach explains more of the process behind the design. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Green moves to approve the application as submitted. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1, 2020 

 
1447 Stedman Street 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Significance 3251, Inc. 
1426 Sheffield Street 
Pittsburgh, PA 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-P-237 

 
Applicant: 
Bob Baumbach 
900 Middle Street 
Pittsburgh, PA 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  6/9/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Alterations to previously-approved façade renovations and 
addition. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Bob Baumbach speaks as the architect of the project. He talks about what was 

previously approved and the changes that are being requested. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments from 
the Commissioners. 

3. Mr. Falcone states that what they approved originally read as two distinct 
structures, and now it reads more as one structure with a blend of both styles. He 
feels that what was approved originally fit in the district better. 

4. Ms. Quinn states that the main issue with this property was the overhang, which 
the owners said was for protection from rain. 

5. Ms. Loysen states that the ledge is a quirky solution. 

6. Ms. Aguirre agrees that it doesn’t seem to fit with the front elevation. She states 
the Commission can look at the application in pieces including the change to the 
entry steps and the ledge. 

7. Mr. Falcone asks how the ledge is affixed to the building. 

8. Mr. Baumbach states that it is anchored into the masonry. 

9. Mr. Green states that if it was to be removed there might be permanent scars in the 
masonry. 

10. Mr. Baumbach agrees. 

11. Ms. Aguirre is concerned because there is no precedent for this type of overhang in 
the district. 

12. The Commission discusses the overhang. 

13. Ms. Aguirre states that they can leave that discussion for now. She asks for 



comments on the addition. 

14. Mr. Falcone comments on the setback of the addition and asks about the plan for 
the space in front. 

15. Mr. Baumbach talks about the site and the limited viewing angles on the alley. 

16. The Commission discusses the visibility of the house and addition as well as the 
design of the addition. 

17. Mr. Falcone states that he feels that more design work is needed and they may 
need to table the application. He states that the suggestions so far have been to 
distinguish the addition and to either better incorporate the ledge or eliminate it. 

18. Ms. Aguirre would like to see the front overhang reduced to just the door area. 

19. Mr. Green asks about the window pattern. 

20. Ms. Loysen notes that every window type seems to be different. 

21. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion to table. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to table the application for 30 days. 

2. Mr. Green seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1, 2020 

 
236 Fifth Avenue 

                                                                   
Market Square Historic District 

 
Owner:  
MSP Commercial Subtenant LP 
380 Southpointe Boulevard 
Canonsburg, Pa 15317 

 
Ward:  1st 
 
Lot and Block:  1-D-268 

 
Applicant: 
Fitness International LLC 
3161 Michelson Drive, Suite 600 
Irvine, Ca 92612 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  2/7/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Installation of new signage. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Chad Wheatley speaks as the applicant for the project. He explains the project 

and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments from 
the Commissioners. 

3. Mr. Falcone asks about the second floor awnings and if the driver for those are 
more signage. 

4. Mr. Wheatley states that they are mainly for signage and visibility. 

5. The Commission discusses the awnings. 

6. Ms. Aguirre states that the direction seems to be to approve the signage on each 
side with more information on what is happening on the Fifth Avenue side in the 
transom area and what kind of graphic will be there. She states that they are not 
recommending awnings on the second floor but for the applicant to work with staff 
on a different solution. 

7. Mr. Green clarifies that on the Fifth Avenue signage, the upper sign is not an 
awning. 

 Motion: 
1. Ms. Loysen moves to approve the configuration of signage at the entrance on Fifth 

Avenue, to include one awning, two flanking projected banners, one graphic, and 
one internally illuminated channel letter sign at second floor, with staff to approve 
graphic. The corner signage at Market Square is also approved, and the applicant 
should come back with a revised proposal for second-floor signage at Market 
Square with no awnings. 

2. Mr. Green seconds. 



3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1,  2020 

Gallagher-Kiefer House 
234 N. Dithridge Street 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
Estate of Dorothy Gallagher 
c/o Kathleen Gallagher, Trustee 
234 N. Dithridge Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward: 4th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-H-115 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  5/15/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the property. She states that the 

nominator found that the property is significant under Criterion 2, identification 
with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the cultural, historic, 
architectural, archaeological, or related aspects of the development of the City of 
Pittsburgh, State of Pennsylvania, Mid-Atlantic region, or the United States, and 
Criterion 3, exemplification of an architectural type, style, or design 
distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, 
materials, or craftsmanship, and that the property does retain integrity.  

2. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to confirm the viability of the historic nomination based on the 
listed criteria. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1,  2020 

Hanauer-Rosenburg House 
417 Lockhart Street 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
Matthew Falcone 

 
Ward: 23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  8-D-149 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  5/15/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the property. She states that the 

nominator found that the property is significant under Criterion 2, identification 
with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the cultural, historic, 
architectural, archaeological, or related aspects of the development of the City of 
Pittsburgh, State of Pennsylvania, Mid-Atlantic region, or the United States, and 
that the property does retain integrity.  

2. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to confirm the viability of the historic nomination based on the 
listed criteria. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1,  2020 

Herron Hill Pumping Station 
4501 Centre Avenue 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
City of Pittsburgh 

 
Ward: 5th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-D-35 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  5/15/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the property. She states that the 

nominator found that the property is significant under Criterion 3, 
exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished by 
innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or 
craftsmanship, Criterion 4, work of an architect, engineer, designer, or builder, 
Criterion 5, exemplification of important planning and urban design techniques 
distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design or 
detail, and Criterion 10, unique location and distinctive physical appearance or 
presence representing an established and familiar visual feature of a 
neighborhood, community, or the City of Pittsburgh, and that the property does 
retain integrity.  

2. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to confirm the viability of the historic nomination based on the 
listed criteria. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1,  2020 

John P. Robin Civic Building 
200 Ross Street 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
City of Pittsburgh 

 
Ward: 1st 
 
Lot and Block:  2-J-164 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  5/15/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the property. She states that the 

nominator found that the property is significant under Criterion 3, 
exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished by 
innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or 
craftsmanship, and Criterion 4, identification as the work of an architect, 
designer, engineer, or builder whose individual work is significant in the history or 
development of the City of Pittsburgh, the State of Pennsylvania, the Mid-Atlantic 
region, or the United States, and that the property does retain integrity.  

2. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to confirm the viability of the historic nomination based on the 
listed criteria as well as possibly Criteria 5 and 10. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1,  2020 

Shrine of the Blessed Mother 
Wakefield Street 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
City of Pittsburgh 

 
Ward: 4th 
 
Lot and Block:  Various 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  5/15/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Quinn explains that this nomination is of the property owned by the City. The 

one parcel owned by the Diocese is not included in the nomination. She states that 
they will look at this nomination a little bit differently as it is not a building. The 
shrine is considered a historic site and a traditional cultural property, and she 
explains a bit more about what that means. She makes a short presentation on the 
site. She states that the nominator found that the site is significant under 
Criterion 7, association with important aspects or events in cultural or social 
history, and Criterion 10,  unique location and distinctive physical appearance or 
presence representing an established and familiar visual feature of a 
neighborhood, community, or the City of Pittsburgh, and that the site does retain 
integrity.  

2. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to confirm the viability of the historic nomination based on the 
listed criteria. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Ms. Aguirre, Mr. Falcone, Mr. Green, and Mr. Hill are 
in favor and Ms. Loysen abstains. Motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1,  2020 

St. John Vianney Church 
225 Allen Street 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
The Roman Catholic Diocese of Pgh 
111 Boulevard of the Allies 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15210 

 
Ward: 18th 
 
Lot and Block:  14-F-209 

 
Nominator: 
Mark Wittman 
105 Haberman Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15211 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  6/9/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Quinn gives some history on the nomination. She states that the department 

did make the determination that the City would accept the nomination that was 
submitted, so although the Diocese has indicated that it is not pleased with the 
City’s acceptance of the nomination, the focus of the Commission will still be the 
process. This month they will be determining the nomination viability, and next 
month they will make a recommendation to City Council. She makes a short 
presentation on the property. She states that the nominator found that the 
property is significant under Criterion 3, exemplification of an architectural type, 
style or design distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of 
design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship, Criterion 4, work of an architect, 
engineer, designer, or builder, Criterion 7, association with important aspects or 
events in cultural or social history, and Criterion 10, unique location or 
distinctive physical appearance or presence representing an established and 
familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City of Pittsburgh. 
and that the property does retain integrity.  

2. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to confirm the viability of the historic nomination based on the 
listed criteria. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Ms. Aguirre, Ms. Loysen, Mr. Falcone, and Mr. Hill are 
in favor and and Mr. Green abstains. Motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – July 1,  2020 

Spring Hill School 
1351 Damas Street 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
Mr. Anthony Hamlet 
Superintendent of Schools 
341 S. Bellefield Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward: 24th 
 
Lot and Block:  47-L-300 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  3/13/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the property. She states that the 

nominator found that the property is significant under Criterion 4, work of an 
architect, engineer, designer, or builder, and Criterion 7, association with 
important aspects or events in cultural or social history, and that the property does 
retain integrity.  

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to positively recommend the property to City Council for 
consideration of historic nomination based on the listed criteria. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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