
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of September 2, 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 August 2020 meeting minutes, Mr. Falcone 
moves to approve and Mr. Snipe 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 August 2020, Mr. Falcone moves to approve and Mr. 
Green seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Mr. Falcone, Mr. Hill, Mr. Snipe, Mr. Green and 
Ms. Aguirre are in favor and Ms. Loysen abstains. Motion carries. 

    
Other Business: 
 

1. Ms. Quinn gives an update on nominations going through the Planning Commission and 

City Council. She also mentions interest from the Squirrel Hill community group in creating 

a historic district. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion to adjourn until 1:00pm. 

3. Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn until 1:00pm. 

4. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

5. All are in favor and meeting is adjourned until 1:00pm. 

6. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order at 1:00pm. 
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Adjourn: 
 

Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn. 

Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

Minutes of the agenda items follow. 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
930 W. North Avenue 

                                                                   
Allegheny West Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Christopher & Colleen Storm 
930 w. North Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  22-S-147 
 

 

Applicant: 
Master Remodelers Inc. 
3630 Elm Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15234 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  8/12/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of a rooftop deck. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Chris Storm and Ms. Colleen Storm speak as the owners of the property. Mr. 
Storm presents photos of other rooftop decks in the neighborhood as well as 
photos of his property. 

2. Ms. Quinn cautions that not all the roof decks pictured were necessarily approved. 

3. Ms. Junko Hisgashibeppu speaks as the applicant for the project. She goes through 
the design of the deck. 

4. Ms. Loysen asks about the lighting. 

5. Mr. Storm explains that it will only be installed on the side not visible from the 
street. 

6. Ms. Aguirrre asks for public comment. 

7. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks representing the Allegheny West LRC. She reiterates 
Ms. Quinn’s comments that not all of the decks pictured were approved. She states 
that they did meet with the applicant on site to make sure of the visibility. She 
states that the railing is a good choice and will be minimally visible, and she states 
that they are in support of the project. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to approve the application as submitted. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
Cathedral of Learning 
4200 Fifth Avenue 

                                                                    
 

Individual Landmark 

 
Owner:  
Owen Cooks 
University of Pgh 
3400 Forbes Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  4th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-S-125 
 

 

Applicant: 
Lori Fitzgerald 
Margittai Assoc. 
2110 Sarah Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  
 
Application Received:  7/24/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Installation of ornamental handrails. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Owen Cooks speaks. He explains the project and goes through the 
presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She states that they did 
receive a copy of the meeting minutes from the DAM meeting they attended with 
the community group. 

3. Ms. Loysen asks if the existing railings were done by THE Samuel Yellin. 

4. Mr. Cook says yes. 

5. Ms. Loysen thanks them for recognizing that and being respectful of the work. 

6. Mr. Falcone states that this project is also in compliance with the NPS Brief on 
ADA and accessibility which he appreciates. 

7. Ms. Quinn complements them on the presentation. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application as submitted. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
New Hazlett Theater 
6 Allegheny Square 

                                                                    
 

Individual Landmark 

 
Owner:  
New Hazlett Theater 
6 Allegheny Sq E. 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-R-157 
 

 
Applicant: 
Robert Pfaffmann 
Pfaffmann and Assoc. 
223 Fourth Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15222 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  8/12/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Rehabilitation of entry steps and installation of new handrails. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Rene Conrad speaks as the executive director of the New Hazlett Theater. She 
gives some history of the organization and the project. 

2. Mr. Rob Pfaffmann speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the project 
and goes through the presentation. 

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

4. Ms. Loysen states that the modern materials seem appropriate and are distinct 
from the old materials. 

5. Ms. Aguirre agrees. 

6. Mr. Falcone asks if they have already received approval from PHMC. 

7. Ms. Conrad says yes. 

8. Mr. Hill states that he thinks the lighting in the railings is a good addition. 

9. Ms. Quinn states that there have been questions over how to install lighting in 
railings and this project will set a good precedent for that. 

10. Mr. Falcone 

11. Ms. Loysen. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application as submitted. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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



 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
1501 Allegheny Avenue 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
MCC 
1319 Allegheny Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-L-298 
 

 

Applicant: 
Christopher A. Kim 
132 Oakwood Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15229 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  8/14/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Christopher Kim speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the 
project and goes through the presentation. 

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

3. The Commission discusses the scope of the application. 

4. Ms. Loysen states that the chimneys don’t seem to be character-defining. 

5. Mr. Falcone states that the HRC has not permitted removal of chimneys 
previously. He states that they have permitted alterations when there is a life 
safety issue. 

6. Mr. Hill agrees. 

7. Mr. Dash agrees. 

8. Ms. Quinn states that chimneys are a character-defining feature of the district as a 
whole as well. 

9. Ms. Aguirre states that it looks like the door had a transom at some point and it 
would be nice to see that restored. 

10. Mr. Kim states that right now there is just a door with no transom. 

11. Mr. Falcone states that it looks like the entire first floor was redone. He states that 
the best way forward may just be to have the applicant submit a spec for the new 
door. 

12. Mr. Kim states that the original door may be able to be restored, and he can 
provide photos. 

 

 



 

13. Ms. Aguirre asks if the Commission has any issues about installation of siding. 
Hearing none, she states that she does not have any issues with it. She states that 
she would like to see a restoration of the first floor if the applicant and owners 
decide to do that down the road. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application with the conditions that the 
chimneys are to remain in place and that window specifications and door 
specifications or photos be submitted to staff for final approval. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Loysen adds that restoration of the first floor should be considered. 

4. Mr. Falcone accepts the amendment with the condition that the applicant comes 
back before HRC with any changes. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
1105 Liverpool Street 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
MCC 
1319 Allegheny Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-L-298 
 

 

Applicant: 
Christopher A. Kim 
132 Oakwood Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15229 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  8/14/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Christopher Kim speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the 
project and goes through the presentation. 

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

3. Mr. Falcone asks about the existing conditions as it is difficult to tell what is under 
the vines. 

4. Mr. Kim states that as far as he knows there is aluminum or vinyl siding and vinyl 
windows. He can provide more information as the vines are removed. 

5. Mr. Dash asks about color, as most of the houses with siding in the neighborhood 
are lighter in color. 

6. Mr. Kim states that it is an owner preference. 

7. The Commission discusses the application. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application with the conditions that the 
applicant provide photos of the house and its details to staff once the vines are 
removed, and any changes to the proposal should come back to Commission. He 
adds that the door proposal should reflect other doors in the neighborhood and 
should be simpler than what was proposed, and specifications should be submitted 
to staff for final approval 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
1807 Fulton Street 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Light of the Age Mosque 
1320 Boyle Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-F-225 

 

Applicant: 
Gregory Peterson 
277 Spring Run Road 
Crescent, PA 15046 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  4/27/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of a mosque. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Greg Peterson speaks as the architect for the project. He states that he worked 
with staff on a list of concerns and suggestions and goes through each item. He 
starts with the issues with providing a different material other than a split-face 
concrete block for the base. 

2. Ms. Quinn states that the look of the block is the issue, as well as the fact that it is 
not a material found in the neighborhood. She suggests that a smooth finish, such 
as parging, would be more appropriate. 

3. Ms. Loysen suggests ground-face block as an alternative as well. 

4. Mr. Peterson moves to the second item, which was the window glass. He states 
that the glass is not reflective, but it is tinted. 

5. Ms. Quinn states that tinted glass is still not appropriate in a historic district, but 
they can use an interior solution for security and privacy. 

6. Ms. Aguirre suggests a shade product that may work on the interior. 

7. Mr. Peterson addresses the railings and states that they can use vertical railings 
throughout. 

8. Ms. Quinn suggests they use the same color throughout as well and states that staff 
had suggested black railings. 

9. Mr. Peterson states that there is bronze metal used on the mosque that they were 
thinking about matching. 

10. Ms. Quinn states that it is hard to tell on the drawings, but if they provide more 
details on the color and material they would like to use it could be approved. She 
states that final drawings will be needed before approval is issued anyway. 

11. Mr. Peterson addresses the color scheme and states that they did go through many 
color schemes before settling on this one. He also states that they did add some 



additional detail to the minaret. 

12. The Commission reviews the minaret drawing. 

13. Ms. Quinn mentions that Manchester Citizens Corporation did forward a letter of 
support for the project. She states that it is just a matter of getting all of the details 
submitted so that the project can be approved. 

14. The Commission discusses the application with Mr. Peterson and Mr. Phil Snow, 
the project manager. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to table the application for 30 days for the applicant to gather the 
additional details needed. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
1206 Palo Alto Street 

                                                                   
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Edward & Barbara Ivanko 
1206 Palo Alto Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-K-153 

 

Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  8/11/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of a rear garage. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the project 
and goes through the presentation. 

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

3. Ms. Quinn notes that painted brick is not usually approved. 

4. Mr. Francona states that it is possible to buy a pre-painted brick. They were just 
looking to match the painted brick on the house. 

5. Ms. Aguirre is also concerned about approval of painted brick. 

6. Mr. Green states that this is a new structure with new materials that are intended 
to be painted, so he is not as concerned about this product setting a precedent. 

7. Ms. Loysen agrees. 

8. Mr. Falcone states that the project looks good and he is ready to approve. 

9. Mr. Snipe agrees. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application as submitted. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
1326 Sherman Avenue 

                                                                     
MWS Historic District Expansion 

 

Owner:  
Edward Sherk 
Westwind Const. Inc. 
103 Springfield Drive 
Sewickley, Pa 15143 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-K-201 

 
Applicant: 
Edward Sherk 
Westwind Const. Inc. 
103 Springfield Drive 
Sewickley, Pa 15143 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  8/5/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Edward Sherk 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 states that she doesn’t 
have concerns other than the condition of the brick on the front façade after 
removal of the stone veneer. 

3. Mr. Sherk states that he will go all the way and replace the front façade with 
concrete block and new brick if the existing brick is too damaged. 

4. The Commission discusses the brick replacement. 

5. Mr. Hill thanks the applicant for the restoration effort. 

6. Mr. Falcone states that he would like to see a clearer picture of what is happening 
in the back of the building. He suggests using brick in the rear as well because of 
the high visibility as a corner building. 

7. Mr. Sherk states that he will be reinstalling a fence in the rear which will cut down 
of the visibility. 

8. Ms. Aguirre agrees that more information about the rear would be helpful, even 
just a sketch like he provided for the front. 

 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application with the conditions that the primary 
façade can move forward with demolition and reconstruction, and if the façade 
needs to be re-bricked the applicant will submit the specific brick to staff. The 
applicant will return to the Commission within 30 days with a rendering of the 
proposal for the rear of the property. 



2. Mr. Green seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2, 2020 

 
4339 Schenley Farms Terr. 

                                                                     
Schenley Farms Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Doug Swanson 
4339 Schenley Farms Dr. 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  4th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-G-40 

 

Applicant: 
Lori Begg 
Renewal by Andersen 
1640 Golden Mile Hwy 
Monroeville, Pa 15146 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  
 
Application Received:  3/12/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Window replacement. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Jason Roper speaks representing Andersen Windows. He explains the project 
and goes through the presentation. 

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

3. The Commission discusses the application. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to approve the application with the condition that all mullion 
patterns will match existing. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2,  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. Aguirre states that they did take public testimony last time, so she does not 
think that they will take more testimony today. She states that last time they were 
looking for guidance from the City on how to proceed. 

2. Ms. Quinn states that a letter from the law department was forwarded to all 
Commissioners. 

3. Ms. Aguirre acknowledges receipt of the letter and invites Mr. Dash to clarify. 

4. Mr. Dash states that one of the questions was if the Historic Review Commission 
should be the determinant of the definition of a “religious structure” under the City 
code. He states that the response from the law department was yes, they are able to 
make that determination. He states that the law department did caution against 
defining “worship”. 

5. Ms. Aguirre states that their task is to determine if the property is a “religious 
structure” or not, and if not they can discuss the criteria for designation that it may 
meet. 

6. Mr. Dash states that they have three options as given by the law department: 1. If 
the Commission feels there needs to be further resolution to the internal process 
going on in the Catholic Church, they can determine the Commission does not 
have jurisdiction and could postpone consideration of the nomination until that 
process is resolved, 2. They can ask the nominator if they want to withdraw the 
nomination so it could be resubmitted before the five-year waiting period if it 
should be denied, and 3. If the Commission determines it is no longer a “religious 
structure” they can consider the criteria and move the nomination forward. He 
notes that the Commission can ask questions of the nominator or representative of 



the Diocese. 

7. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments from Commissioners. 

8. Mr. Snipe states that he feels the nominator should withdraw the nomination and 
that it should not be the Commission’s decision whether this is a “religious 
structure”. He notes that the building is tax-exempt for religious reasons which is 
one reason why he doesn’t feel comfortable moving the nomination forward. 

9. Mr. Hill states that the Commission should have further discussion with City 
Council on this part of the ordinance to clarify it for the future. He states that there 
haven’t been religious services in the building for many years, yet there is still this 
question about it being a “religious structure” because the ordinance is vague. 

10. Ms. Aguirre states that this is difficult because the Commission’s purpose is to 
protect history and this building is definitely history. She states that it meets four 
criteria for designation, which not all buildings do. She agrees that the ordinance 
needs to be addressed. She states that she would like to hear a brief statement 
from the nominator and the Diocese at this time. 

11. Mr. Snipe objects to hearing further testimony, stating that they already made 
their positions clear. 

12. Mr. Dash states that it is still valuable to hear their reaction to the new discussion. 

13. Mr. Falcone states that the discussion about tax-exempt status might not be as 
relevant, as a congregation can own land that is not used for religious services but 
is still tax-exempt, but what he is more concerned about is the ongoing internal 
process in the Catholic Church regarding this building. 

14. Mr. Hill also has questions about that process and would like to hear from the 
nominator and the Diocese. 

15. Ms. Aguirre asks for testimony from the nominator. 

16. Mr. Mark Wittman speaks as the nominator. He states that the tax-exempt status 
isn’t relevant as the diocese has many properties that aren’t being used for their 
intended purpose. He states that this building is padlocked and has not been used 
for religious services for years. He is concerned that the Diocese has removed 
items from the building, which was not to be done until the final decision is 
received from the Vatican, and he doesn’t trust that they will preserve this 
building. He states that he is unwilling to withdraw the nomination and would like 
to see a decision be made today, with the final decision to be made by City Council. 

17. Mr. Christopher Ponticello speaks as counsel for the Catholic Diocese of 
Pittsburgh. He states that there has been no decision from the Vatican as of yet 
and that the case is still being considered. He talks about how the decision was 
made to close the church and how the appeal was made to reopen it. He states that 
the building could be reopened as a church at any time, and thus the Commission 
does not have jurisdiction over the building. 



18. Mr. Dash asks for clarification on the decision of the Vatican—if the decision to 
close the church is upheld, would the building then cease to be a religious 
structure? 

19. Mr. Ponticello says it would. 

20. Mr. Hill asks how often these decisions are overturned. 

21. Mr. Ponticello states that he doesn’t have numbers, but it has happened in New 
York and Cleveland. 

22. Mr. Green asks if there is a time limit. 

23. Mr. Ponticello states that it can take years, and that there will be a decision but he 
can’t say when. 

24. Ms. Aguirre asks if it follows that the building can’t be touched until the decision is 
reached. 

25. Mr. Ponticello states that is correct. 

26. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

27. Ms. Quinn restates 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.  

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to recommend to City Council that the nomination meets the 
listed criteria and retains integrity enough to convey its significance. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2,  2020 

VA Buildings 10 and 13 
7180 Highland Drive 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 

Owner: 
Veterans Affairs 

 
Ward:  
 
Lot and Block:   

 

Nominator: 
William Peduto 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nominations Received:  7/31/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

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

nominator found that the properties are significant under Criterion 7, 
association with important cultural or social aspects or events in the history of the 
City of Pittsburgh, the State of Pennsylvania, the Mid-Atlantic region, or the 
United States, and that they do retain integrity.  
 

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

3. The Commission discusses the nominations. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves that the properties meet the listed criteria and retain integrity 
and should be considered for recommendations to City Council at the next session. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – October 2020 

Certificates of Appropriateness Report – September 2020  
Staff 

Approval 
C of A 

Number 
Date 

Issued 
 

Application Address 
Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

C 20-089 9-Sep-20 930 W North Avenue Allegheny West Construction of rooftop deck 

C 20-090 9-Sep-20 4200 Fifth Avenue 

Individual/Oakla

nd Civic Center 

Installation of ornamental 

handrails 

C 20-091 9-Sep-20 6 Allegheny Square E Individual 

Rehabilitation of front steps 

and installation of new 

handrails 

C 20-092 9-Sep-20 1206 Palo Alto Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Construction of a rear garage 

C 20-094 9-Sep-20 1326 Sherman Avenue 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion Building renovations 

S 20-095 14-Sep-20 4405 Schenley Farms Terrace Schenley Farms In-kind window replacement 

S 20-096 14-Sep-20 1318 Arch Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind replacement of roof 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 20-097 14-Sep-20 1522 Garfield Avenue 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion 

In-kind replacement of roof 

and painting 

S 20-098 15-Sep-20 1406 Arch Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion 

In-kind replacement of rear 

door 

S 20-099 15-Sep-20 522 Alpine Avenue 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind window replacement 

S 20-100 17-Sep-20 3453 Parkview Avenue Oakland Square In-kind roof replacment 

S 20-102 29-Sep-20 1216 N Franklin Street Manchester 

In-kind replacement of vinyl 

siding 

S 20-103 29-Sep-20 1707 Buena Vista Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion 

In-kind replacement of wood 

under slate roof, in-kind 

dormer window replacement, 

repainting 

S 20-104 30-Sep-20 213 Carrington Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind replacement of fencing 
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