
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of August 5, 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 July 2020 meeting minutes, Mr. Falcone moves 
to approve and Ms. Loysen 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 July 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 ongoing NAPC conference, upcoming nominations, and projects 
staff is working on including grant applications. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion to adjourn until 1:00pm. 
3. Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn until 1:00pm. 
4. Ms. Loysen 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. Green 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 – August 5, 2020 

 
903 E. Carson Street 

                                                                   
East Carson Street Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Semple Street Building LLC 
208 Fieldgate Drive 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15241 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  3-G-55 

 
Applicant: 
Nathan Hart 
984 Greenfield Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15217 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  4/6/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Alterations to rear of building. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Nathan Hart speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the project 

and goes through the presentation. He states that they did meet with the 
community group, which acknowledged that this elevation is not the most 
architecturally significant. He states that they do hope to renovate the front façade 
at a later date. 

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

3. Ms. Loysen asks if the block infill will remain. 

4. Mr. Hart says yes. 

5. Mr. Falcone asks if they thought about minimizing the number of different 
materials on the back to create a more unified façade. 

6. Mr. Hart states that they can look into it although there may be some issue with 
the lintel being able to carry the load. 

7. Mr. Snipe states that his concern isn’t that great as this is the rear elevation. 

8. Ms. Aguirre agrees. 

 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 – August 5, 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 shows his proposal for 

removal of paint and redesign of the storefront. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments from 
the Commissioners. She states that this is a big improvement and thanks the 
applicant for being open to suggestions throughout the process. 

3. Ms. Loysen states that it is much more respectful of the original design intent. 

4. Mr. Falcone agrees. He states that the questions are now how to remove the paint 
and what comes next with the signage. 

5. Ms. Aguirre asks if staff has any recommendations on paint removal. 

6. Ms. Quinn states that she would be cautious about removal of paint on metal so 
they may want to repaint. 

7. The Commission discusses the strategy for the storefront. 

 Motion: 
1. Ms. Loysen moves to approve proceeding with the painting design as submitted, 

without the signage which will be submitted under a separate application. The 
applicant will test removal of paint on the lower portion of storefront and will 
provide paint samples on a similar metal to the façade panels for approval by staff. 
The paint should have some sheen and be smooth. The upper portion of the 
storefront will be painted over but the underlying graphics will remain. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5, 2020 

 
1410 Adams Street 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 
Owner:  
MCC 
1319 Allegheny Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-F-102 
 

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

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  7/17/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including removal of rear addition. 

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. She asks for comments from 
the Commissioners. 

3. Mr. Falcone asks if the openings on the dormer are staying the same size. 

4. Mr. Kim says they are. 

5. Mr. Falcone also recommends that the opening on the rear not be infilled 
seamlessly, so that in the future if someone wants to reopen it they can see the 
outline. 

 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 – August 5, 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. David Montgomery speaks as the attorney for the project. He introduces the 

architect Greg Peterson and the project manager Phil Snow. 

2. Mr. Christopher Richardson also introduces himself as the project manager for 
civil design on the project. 

3. Mr. Greg Peterson explains the project and goes through the presentation. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She acknowledges for the 
record a letter received from Alison Keating addressing parking. 

5. Mr. Greg Peterson addresses some of the parking concerns. 

6. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments from the Commissioners. 

7. Mr. Falcone states that this is a great project. He asks about the arched openings 
and asks if they had considered arched-top windows. 

8. Mr. Peterson states that there is a budget concern as well as some ceiling height 
issues. 

9. Ms. Quinn states that they will need to submit specifications for all of their 
proposed materials. 

10. Mr. Falcone talks about the minaret and how it fits into Manchester which is 
punctuated by ecclesiastical spaces. 

11. Mr. Peterson states that they just say it is symbolic because it will not be 
broadcasting sound. 

12. Mr. Falcone asks if they have considered making the minaret more distinctive as it 
seems like it would be a really nice focal point. 

13. Mr. Peterson states that they can look into that. 

14. Mr. Snow states that he would love to but states that they are limited by their 



budget. 

15. Mr. Dash asks how far the building is set back from Columbus. 

16. Mr. Richardson addresses the setback measurements. 

17. Mr. Dash states that moving the building closer to Columbus may help it fit in 
better with the historic guidelines. 

18. Mr. Peterson address the reasons for their design. 

19. Mr. Falcone recommends that they table the application so the applicant can 
gather the additional information and look at some of the recommendations. He 
recommends that they table the application for 60 days with the understanding the 
applicant can come back sooner. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to table the application for 60 days. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

4. Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn until 2:55pm. 

5. Mr. Green seconds. 

6. All are in favor. 

7. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order at 2:55pm. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5, 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 for the project. He goes through the 

changes that were made since the last meeting based on the feedback that was 
received. 

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

3. Mr. David McAnallen speaks as the owner of the property. He talks about his 
intentions and his other restoration projects on the alley. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments from the Commissioners. She states that she is 
glad that their comments were taken into consideration. 

5. Mr. Falcone agrees that the project is much improved. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application as submitted and presented. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5, 2020 

 
512 Eloise Street 

                                                                   
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Keane George 
956 W. North Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-N-56 

 
Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  6/19/20 
 

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

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. She asks for comments from 
the Commissioners. 

3. Ms. Loysen states that she appreciates the restoration. 

4. Mr. Hill agrees. 

5. Mr. Falcone asks about the color scheme. 

6. Mr. Francona states that they will likely keep the colors the same. 

7. Ms. Quinn asks for more details about the composite siding. 

8. Mr. Francona gives more detail and states that it is a higher quality than Hardie 
board and also more expensive. 

9. The Commission discusses the material. 

 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 – August 5, 2020 

 
Northside Residences 
Alpine & Arch Streets 

                                                                    
 

MWS Historic District Expansion 
 
Owner:  
October Real Estate Holdings LLC 
610 Lockhart Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  25th 
 
Lot and Block:  Various 

 
Applicant: 
Cipriani Studios 
650 Wahington Road, Suite 400 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15228 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  6/18/20 
 

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

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Justin Cipriani speaks on behalf of the project. He explains who is involved in 

the project and some of the history behind it. He talks about the current proposal 
and how they feel that it does touch on several of the historic guidelines, even 
though the historic designation came late in the process. 

2. Ms. Quinn states that staff can work with them with revising the design. She states 
that rhythm and materials will be important here, with rhythm meaning the 
pattern of windows and doors. She states that modern construction has been 
approved in historic districts and staff can provide that information to use in the 
redesign. 

3. Ms. Aguirre states that the Commission would like them to meet as many of the 
guidelines for new construction as possible. 

4. Ms. Loysen wants to emphasize that modern construction is permissible in historic 
districts if done properly.  

5. Ms. Aguirre states that there are issues with the design and notes for the record 
that there were several emails received ahead of the meeting as testimony against 
the proposals. She states that although this neighborhood is vibrant and artistic 
the design as proposed is not respectful of the district. 

6. Mr. Hill agrees. 

7. Mr. Snipe agrees and suggests tabling the application so the applicant can work 
with staff and the neighborhood. 

8. Mr. Dash agrees and states that rethinking the first floor in particular will be 
important. 



 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to table the application. 

2. Mr. Dash seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5, 2020 

 
1525 Garfield Avenue    

                                                                    
           MWS Historic District Expansion 

 
Owner:  
Yves & Peggi Habets 
1525 Garfield Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  25th 
 
Lot and Block:  23-E-235 

 
Applicant: 
Bob Baumbach 
900 Middle Street 
Pittsburgh, PA 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  6/23/20 
 

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

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Bob Baumbach 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 states that it is a good project; it is minimally visible from the street 
and in keeping with the character of the neighborhood. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks about colors. 

5. Mr. Baumbach states that the clients were looking to incorporate some of the 
colors of their house but they aren’t finalized yet. 

6. Ms. Aguirre states that staff can review the final colors. She asks for a motion. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application as submitted with final color 

selection to be reviewed by staff. 

2. Mr. Dash seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5,  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 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. She recommends that the Commission give a positive 
recommendation to City Council. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks about the ownership of the property. 

3. Ms. Quinn states that the building is owned by the Diocese of Pittsburgh. 

4. Ms. Loysen asks if that will be an issue. 

5. Mr. Dash states that when the application came in, the law department reviewed it 
and the evidence that was provided within that the building was no longer a 
religious structure. The law department requested that the City reach out to the 
Diocese, which they did over a 60 day period with no response. He states that he 
believes that representatives from the Diocese are in attendance and will speak to 
this issue as well. 

6. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. She states that many emails were received in 
support of the nomination. 



7. Mr. Christopher Ponticello speaks as counsel for the Catholic Diocese of 
Pittsburgh. He states that he has three main points that have previously been 
made in writing. First, the legal owner of the building is not the Diocese but the 
Bishop as trustee for St. Mary of the Mount Parish. Second, he states that this is 
clearly a religious structure, as it is a church, and should not be nominated as the 
owner is opposed to the nomination. He also states that the structure is not closed 
at this point and could be reopened by the Vatican. Lastly, regarding 
correspondence about removal of items from the property, he holds that they have 
an ongoing and continuous right to remove, manage, and safeguard all religious 
items as defined by the tenets of their faith. 

8. Ms. Aguirre states that she feels that the nomination can’t be continued at this 
time without more information.  

9. Mr. Dash states that the nomination can’t be withdrawn by anyone except the 
nominator. 

10. Ms. Quinn states that from the date a nomination is received there are several 
months that the City is allowed, per the ordinance, to go through the nomination 
process. She states that it is a tough situation but suggests that the nomination 
could be tabled for a month to get more clarity from the law department. 

11. Mr. Dash suggests that they can hear the rest of the public testimony before 
further discussion. 

12. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment. 

13. Mr. Bob Kress speaks as the president of the St. George Church Preservation 
Society. He states that the nomination did go through the legal department already 
and was cleared. He states that his organization helped put the nomination 
together as a historic structure and not a religious structure because of the 
wording “used for worship.” He states that they did send a copy of the Bishop’s 
decree indicating that the structure was closed for worship which was effective as 
of July 1, 2017. He states that the appeal at the Vatican has gone on for many years 
and could go on for years longer, but that doesn’t change the fact that at the time 
the application was made it was not a religious structure. 

14. Mr. Mark Wittman speaks as the nominator. He talks about the building’s 
importance in his life and the lives of others and states that it should not be 
demolished or have its stained glass windows removed, as he states the Diocese is 
looking to do. He states that the building has been cared for over the years by 
people of meager means, and they are asking that it be preserved. He restates that 
the building is closed; the church held a closing ceremony and has not been used 
as a place of worship since. He asks that the Commission move the nomination 
forward to City Council. 

15. Mr. Justin Greenawalt speaks on behalf of Preservation Pittsburgh. He states that 
the building satisfies multiple criteria for designation. He talks about the criteria 
and states that the purpose of historic preservation is to give a voice to the people 
who would otherwise be excluded from discussions about the fate of the city’s built 
fabric. He states that historic preservation gives the average person the means to 



protect the spaces they deem important culturally, socially, and architecturally. 

16. Ms. Kathy Gallagher speaks as the granddaughter of the builder. She states that 
she did send a letter of support, but reads a quote from her grandfather and states 
that she agrees with the previous speaker in that it is up to us as the citizens to 
preserve our history. 

17. Councilman Bruce Kraus speaks in support of the project. He wants to reiterate the 
comments from Justin Greenawalt and states that although they have heard a lot 
of testimony about ownership, he feels that there is a moral argument rather than 
a legal argument to be made in recognizing the sweat equity put in by generations 
of German immigrants who built the building by tithing their meager incomes. He 
states that the building in that way belongs to them and is theirs to preserve for 
future generations. He feels that the Diocese’s argument that they may reopen the 
building disingenuous as he feels they have no intention of reopening it as a place 
of worship. 

18. Father Thomas Kunz speaks as the canon lawyer of the Diocese. He disagrees with 
Councilman Kraus’ comments and states that he is working on the appeal and 
states that the Vatican does overturn the decisions of Bishops and could order the 
building reopened at any time. 

19. Ms. Chris Schiarelli speaks in support of the nomination. She states that the 
Diocese has let the structure deteriorate and doesn’t believe that they want to 
maintain it as church. She speaks to this structure’s architectural significance and 
states that it should be maintained as a whole with the stained glass windows 
intact. 

20. Ms. Aguirre reads for the record the names of the senders of the letters received in 
support of the nominations. She closes public comment and asks for comments 
from Commissioners. 

21. Mr. Dash states that he can further clarify the situation from his notes from the 
law department. He states that the Commissioners can ask questions of the 
commenters for and against if they wish. He states that the open question is the 
determination of the use as a religious structure, and the instruction of the law 
department is to hold the hearing and either move it forward, table it, or dismiss 
the application for lack of jurisdiction. 

22. Mr. Hill asks for background on the religious structure portion of the ordinance. 

23. Ms. Quinn states that it was an amendment put forward by Councilman Reverend 
Burgess. 

24. Mr. Dash states that it was put into effect in 2009 by City Council. 

25. Mr. Hill states that he agrees with Councilman Kraus’ testimony regarding the 
reopening of the building. He states that he has a lot of thoughts about it and 
suggests tabling the nomination for the Commission to have internal discussions. 

26. Ms. Loysen recalls some prior issues with churches such as St. Nicholas and states 



that it is complicated because they are difficult and expensive to rehab. 

27. Mr. Dash recalls the Albright Church situation and states that the legal department 
did weigh in on the religious use issue there as well. He states that their advice is if 
the Commission feels that the Diocese makes a strong case that it is a religious 
structure they can consider dismissal. He states that the Commission can either 
make the determination at this hearing or table to get whatever information the 
Commissioners need to feel comfortable. 

28. Mr. Snipe states that he is not comfortable moving forward as the building is still 
tax-exempt as a religious structure. 

29. Ms. Loysen states that she isn’t comfortable with the Commission being the ones 
to decide if it is or is not a religious structure. 

30. Ms. Aguirre agrees with Mr. Snipe on the tax status. 

31. Ms. Quinn states that the decision was above staff level as well and did have to be 
made by the legal department. She states that they can be contacted by staff for 
futher advice. 

32. Ms. Aguirre restates that this was nominated as a structure according to several 
criteria, and she states that she is concerned about things being removed and 
damaging the integrity. She states they did feel last month that the structure did 
meet the criteria, which has not changed. She states that the question of ownership 
is still unclear. 

33. Ms. Quinn suggests tabling for 30 days so staff can contact the law department and 
possibly set up a small meeting to discuss. She states that the Commission needs to 
have a sense of comfort in moving forward. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Hill moves to table. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5,  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. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to make a positive recommendation based on the listed criteria. 

2. Ms. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5,  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 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. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 
 

3. Councilman Bruce Kraus speaks as the nominator. He is proud of the nomination 
and states that the rich, historic, grassroots residential history of Oakland is often 
missed. He states that he was contacted by residents about a construction project 
in the area that could possibly have compromised the shrine, which is how he got 
involved in the nomination. He asks the Commission to protect this Italian 
Catholic cultural icon and looks forward to their positive recommendation to City 
Council. 
 

4. Mr. Christopher Ponticello speaks as the attorney for the Diocese and St. 
Joachim’s Church. He states that although the parcels that are nominated are 
owned by the City, the parcel owned by the Diocese is an integral part of the 
shrine. He states that the Church is opposed to the nomination not because they 
are against historic preservation, but because they see designation as a potential 
burden and would like to manage their property as they see fit. 

5. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 



6. Mr. Hill notes that they have heard a lot about property rights at today’s hearing, 
and in his opinion the City also reserves the right to designate its property as it 
sees fit. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to make a positive recommendation based on the listed criteria. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5,  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. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She notes that they did receive 
an email in support of the nomination from Kathy Gallagher, who is the 
granddaughter of the builder of this house as well as St. John Vianney. 

3. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to make a positive recommendation based on the listed criteria. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5,  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. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She notes for the record 
several emails received in support of the nomination. 

3. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to make a positive recommendation based on the listed criteria. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – August 5,  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. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

4. Mr. Green suggest 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, as an additional criterion for 
designation based on the decisions made in the building. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to make a positive recommendation based on the listed criteria. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – September 2020 

Certificates of Appropriateness Report – August 2020  
Staff 

Approval 
C of A 

Number 
Date 

Issued 
 

Application Address 
Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 20-075 4-Aug-20 718 N Beatty Street Alpha Terrace 

In-kind façade repairs and 

painting 

S 20-076 4-Aug-20 1132 W North Avenue Manchester 

Extension of existing fence to 

match 

C 20-077 10-Aug-20 1525 Garfield Avenue 

Mexican War 

Streets Construction of a garage 

C 20-078 10-Aug-20 512 Eloise Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Building renovations 

C 20-079 10-Aug-20 1447 Stedman Street Manchester 

Alterations to previously-

approved renovation and 

addition 

C 20-080 10-Aug-20 1410 Adams Street Manchester Building renovations 

C 20-081 10-Aug-20 903 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Alterations to rear of building 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 20-082 20-Aug-20 1132 W North Avenue Manchester 

Installation of pergola in 

backyard 

S 20-083 20-Aug-20 1310 Liverpool Street Manchester Replacement of rear deck 

S 20-084 24-Aug-20 1521 Buena Vista Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion Paint 

S 20-085 24-Aug-20 854 N Lincoln Avenue Allegheny West 

In-kind replacement of 

sandstone front steps 

S 20-086 25-Aug-20 100 5th Avenue Market Square 

In-kind replacement of rooftop 

antennae 

S 20-087 25-Aug-20 1607 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street 

In-kind replacement of rooftop 

antennae 

S 20-088 26-Aug-20 1736 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street 

In-kind replacement of 

storefront system 
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