
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of November 1, 2017 
Beginning at 12:30 PM 

200 Ross Street 
First Floor Hearing Room 

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 
In Attendance: 
 
Members Staff Others  

Joe Serrao Sharon Spooner Philip Wilkinson  Carole Malakoff 

Erik Harless Sarah Quinn Chris Lasky Dave Onorato 
Ray Gastil  Brian Gallagher Richard Glance  

Matthew Falcone  Christina Trombetta Brooks Robinson 

  Ben Boggio Melissa McSwigan 

  Jeff Wetzel Jonathan Golli 

  Dale Dorlin Kenneth Yarsky 

 
Call to Order: 
 
Mr. Serrao calls the meeting to order. 
 
Old Business-None. 

New Business: 
 

Approval of Minutes:  In regards to the November meeting minutes, Mr. Falcone 
motions to approve and Mr. Harless seconds. Mr. Serrao 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 October 2017, Mr. Falcone motions to approve and Mr. 
Harless seconds. Mr. Serrao asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

    
 
Other Business: 
 

1. Ms. Quinn discusses ongoing nominations. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Division of Zoning and Development Review 

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning

200 Ross Street, Third Floor

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219



 
 
Adjourn: 

 
Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn. 

Mr. Harless seconds. 

Mr. Serrao asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

Meeting is adjourned. 

Minutes of the agenda items follow. 



Pittsburgh HRC – November 1, 2017 

847 Western Avenue    Allegheny West Historic District  

 
Owner:  
Melwood Manor LP 
114 Smithfield Street 3rd Floor 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15222 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  8-A-42 
 

 
Applicant: 
John D. Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  9/15/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Façade restoration including installation of new stone corners. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He 
explains the project and goes through the presentation. He states that they worked 
with the LRC to find a suitable material, which is a white ceramic tile which he 
presents a sample of. He states that they are also proposing to replace the door 
with a wooden single lite door as presented in the drawings. 

2. Mr. Gastil asks about why they are proposing to cover the brick and what material 
may have been there previously. 

3. Mr. Francona states that there was something covering the brick originally but 
they have not been able to determine what was there. 

4. Mr. Serrao asks for public testimony. 

5. Ms. Carole Malakoff steps to the podium representing the LRC. She states that 
they did research but were not able to find anything about the original material 
that covered the brick. She states that the owner and applicant have worked with 
them on finding a suitable material, and they visited the site to determine that the 
tile and color are appropriate. She states that they are in support of the project. 

6. Mr. Serrao notes for the record the email received from the LRC. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the renovations as submitted, with the continental 
cast stone to be replaced with the glazed porcelain tile submitted. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

3. Mr. Serrao asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – November 1, 2017 

2117 E. Carson Street  East Carson Street Historic District  

 
Owner:  
Carson Plaza Associates 
2117 E. Carson Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

 
Ward:  16th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-F-372 
 

 
Applicant: 
Verizon Wireless 
18 Abele Road  
Bridgeville, Pa 15215 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  3rd 
 
Application Received:  10/13/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Installation of cell antennae and screening. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Nicole Talak with Verizon Wireless steps to the podium. She explains the 
project and goes through the presentation. She presents a sample of the 
concealment material and explains that it would be painted to match the existing 
brick. 

2. Mr. Serrao asks for public comment; there is none.  

3. The Commission reviews the comments from the LRC. 

4. Mr. Falcone asks about the views from E. Carson. 

5. Ms. Talak goes through the slides showing the views. 

6. Mr. Serrao asks if all the antennae are existing. 

7. Ms. Talak says yes, they are just replacing them. 

8. Mr. Harless asks about the depth of the returns. 

9. Ms. Talak refers to the specifications in the packet. 

10. Mr. Gastil reads for the record the comments from the LRC. He asks about the 
possibility of moving the antennae. 

11. Ms. Talak states that they have been positioned for coverage needs. 

12. Mr. Gastil comments on the screening material and states that the brick on the 
upper stories is already a lighter color, and asks if they are proposing to match that 
color. 

13. Ms. Talak says yes. 

14. M. Gastil asks if the new antennae are taller. 

15. Ms. Talak says yes, the new antennae are approximately 12 feet to the parapet. 

16. Mr. Gastil addresses the LRC's comments and states that he is not sure if moving 



the antennae would make them more inconspicuous from the street.  

17. The Commission discusses if the building is contributing or not in the district. 

18. Mr. Gastil states that these antennae are an issue in the district and the 
Commission may need to revisit the issue as mentioned in the LRC’s comments. 

19. Mr. Falcone notes that the other two sectors are being replaced in kind and won't 
need additional screening. 

20. Ms. Quinn notes that they are really reviewing the screening. 

21. Mr. Serrao says similar projects have been approved on East Carson Street in the 
past. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Harless moves to approve. 

2. Mr. Gastil seconds. 

3. Mr. Serrao asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – November 1, 2017 

1207 Allegheny Avenue                      Manchester Historic District   

 
Owner:  
KGMA Development 
1204 Linden Place Unit 2 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-S-23 

 
Applicant: 
John D. Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  8/18/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of deck and ADA entrance/ramp. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He 
explains the changes to the project and goes through the presentation. 

2. Mr. Serrao asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. Mr. Falcone asks if a color scheme has been chosen. 

4. Mr. Francona states that the owner has picked out a color scheme and will submit 
it for approval. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve wit final colors to be approved by staff. 

2. Mr. Gastil seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – November 1, 2017 

1003-1005 N. Franklin Street          Manchester Historic District   

 
Owner:  
1003 N. Franklin Partners 
461 Melwood Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-L-183 
 

 
Applicant: 
1003 N. Franklin Partners 
461 Melwood Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  6/16/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including installation of windows. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Christina Trombetta steps to the podium representing the owners of the 
property. She presents the specifications for new windows and photos of the 
existing railings that came with the house and they are looking to install. She also 
states that they were able to salvage some brick from demolished buildings in the 
neighborhood and would like to use the remaining for a brick wall in the back. 

2. Mr. Falcone asks about the front doors. 

3. Ms. Trombetta states that they were able to salvage period wooden doors. 

4. Mr. Falcone asks if there is a height difference. 

5. Ms. Trombetta states that she believes they are differnt heights. 

6. Mr Gastil states that even though the openings are different, the heights would 
have been parallel. He states that they could possibly add something to the smaller 
door to bring them to the same height. 

7. Mr. Falcone states that there is another building in the row that they could look at. 

8. Mr. Serrao asks for public comment; there is none. 

9. Ms. Trombetta states that she wants to address a door in the back that she doesn’t 
think is original. Right now they have a proposal to put a juliet balcony on it but 
would like to ask permission to convert it to a window. 

10. Mr. Gastil states that it could have been converted at some point to a door so they 
can look at that possibility. He asks about the wall details. 

11. Ms. Trombetta states that she believes it would be 42 inches and capped with 
limestone. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Gastil motions to approve with the condition that the final resolution of the 
right front door, which should be consistent with the other door and the 
neighborhood, is to be reviewed by staff. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – November 1, 2017 

1220 W. North Avenue          Manchester Historic District   

 
Owner:  
Brian Gallagher 
1220 W North Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-R-260 
 

 
Applicant: 
Brian Gallagher 
1220 W North Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

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

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact construction of rear wall and fence. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Kenneth Yarsky steps to the podium; he is counsel for and is representing the 
owner. He also introduces Richard Glantz, the architect for the owner. He states 
that his client was not aware that he needed to obtain historic approval. He 
presents before and after photos of the wall and fencing, which is located on the 
rear alley and not visible from the front of the property. 

2. Mr. Richard Glantz steps to the podium. He presents photos of the property and 
photos of the deteriorated fencing that was removed and new fencing that was 
installed. He states that as an architect with experience in preservation, he feels 
that the fencing that was installed does comply with the spirit of the guidelines. He 
also states that the fence that was removed was not original and was not 
structurally sound. He also restates that the fencing is located on the alleyway and 
not on W. North Avenue. 

3. Mr. Gastil asks if the concrete or concrete-like portion is a retaining wall. 

4. Mr. Glantz says yes. 

5. Mr. Gastil asks about the materials. 

6. Mr. Glantz states that the fencing is a wood composite product. 

7. Mr. Serrao asks for public comment; there is none. 

8. Mr. Gastil states that the Commission would normally require fencing like this to 
be wood. 

9. Ms. Quinn says yes, and that they have never approved a material like this. 

10. Mr. Gastil states that if this was an application before the fact, they would require 
wood, although he is not advocating that the Commission require them to remove 
it and replace it. 

11. Mr. Serrao agrees and states that newer alternative materials do need to be 



examined on a wider scale. 

12. Mr. Gastil states that by making this decision they are finding the material is 
appropriate, but he states that it is found appropriate with extreme reservations. 
He states that in the future applicants will still be required to come before the 
Commission and present the case as to why this material is more appropriate than 
wood. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Gastil moves to approve. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – November 1, 2017 

819-823 Penn Avenue        Penn-Liberty Historic District  

 
Owner:  
Christopher Lasky 
The Davis Companies 
501 Grant Street, Suite 190 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

 
Ward:  2nd 
 
Lot and Block:  9-N-176 
 

 
Applicant: 
Philip Wilkinson 
AE7 
2840 Liberty Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15222 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  10/13/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Demolition of structures. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Gastil talks about his relationship to the project. He states that because of his 
participation in the advisory committee, and even though he does not believe it 
would influence his judgement, he will recuse himself for deliberations and will 
not vote. He asks if the applicant expects an action today. 

2. Mr. Christopher Lasky states that they plan to ask for the application to be tabled 
until December. 

3. Mr. Gastil states that he will continue to attend the hearing but again will not 
participate in questioning or deliberation. 

4. Mr. Christopher Lasky steps to the podium and presents some background on the 
project and the process. He introduces Philip Wilkinson from AE7 Architects to 
present the original and revised version of the proposal. 

5. Mr. Wilkinson steps to the podium and goes through the presentation. He states 
that they are looking to hear the Commission's feedback and are looking to 
collaborate with them on a solution. 

6. Mr. Gastil asks why they are not looking for a decision today. 

7. Mr. Lasky states that they are getting feedback at this point and are looking for 
confirmation that they are going in the right direction or not. 

8. Ms. Quinn asks if they are required to go through SHPO for section 106 
compliance and if that process has started yet. 

9. Mr. Lasky says they are required to go through them and will not be starting the 
process until they finalize the design.  

10. Ms. Quinn states that they may be required to change their design, and in that case 
they would have to come back. 



11. Mr. Serrao asks for public comment. 

12. Mr. Kevin McMahon steps to the podium representing the Pittsburgh Cultural 
Trust, who are the owners of the property. He states that they are in support of the 
project. He gives some background on other projects in the cultural district and of 
this project. He states they are concerned that the project will not be able to go 
forward if they are required to maintain the buildings. 

13. Mr. Matthew Craig steps to the podium; he is the executive director of the Young 
Preservationists. He states that he is a fan of the Cultural Trust's work and came in 
to this with an open mind. However, he states that there is a danger of chipping 
away at historic fabric and also of building higher and higher so that the rest of the 
district and city is in shadow. He states that historic districts do need to be treated 
in a special way, and the proposed building doesn't look like it belongs. 

14. Ms. Melissa McSwigan steps to the podium. She agrees with Mr. Craig's testimony 
in that the Cultural Trust has done good work, and that this is a complicated 
project. She states that it is a large and prominent project and that it really needs 
to be done right, and she is very concerned about the proposed demolition. She 
states that many buildings in similar condition have been brought back over the 
years. 

15. Mr. Serrao asks for additional testimony; there is none. 

16. Mr. Wilkinson steps back to the podium. He addresses some of the concerns about 
the height of the structure. 

17. Mr. Falcone talks about the location of these buildings in the district, and states 
that the district was created to encompass the remaining historic fabric. He 
believes that the intent was to free the rest of the block for development. He states 
that the guidelines for the district are pretty explicit about preserving existing 
historic fabric. He also notes that there are guidelines about archaeology in these 
guidelines, which is rare in the city. He states that he has reservations about taking 
the buildings down, although he states that he thinks the design has come a long 
way. 

18. Mr. Harless asks if the option to retain the facades is one of the options being 
presented. 

19. Mr. Lasky states that they did present retention of the facade as one of the paths 
for the proposal. 

20. Mr. Serrao states that he does like the design of the building and notes that the 
district does jump across the street to encompass just these three buildings. He 
states that the fact remains that two of the buildings are significant and 
contributing to the district.  

21. Mr. Gastil asks the Commission if there is anything they can ask for when they 
come back. 

22. Mr. Serra suggests a shadow study and asks if they have reached out to local 
preservation groups. 

23. Mr. Lasky states that they have talked to preservation groups and he talks about 
their timeline, in which they would like to understand what direction they need to 
go by the December meeting so they can bring a finalized proposal in February. 



24. Mr. Serrao states that it is a reasonable timeline and states that he feels they are 
very close. 

25. Mr. Harless agrees that the proposal is very close. He states that retaining the 
façade is an important option to explore. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to table for 30 days. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – November 1, 2017 

Roslyn Place Homes           Historic District Nomination   

 
Owner: 
Various 

 
Ward:  7th 
 
Lot and Block:  Various 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  10/13/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for designation of a historic district. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the nomination. She states that the 
district is significant under Criterion 2, exemplification of an architectural type, 
style or design distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of 
design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship, Criterion 3, 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, 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 or distinctive physical 
appearance or presence representing an established and familiar visual feature of a 
neighborhood, community, or the City of Pittsburgh. She states that the 
Commission will be making a preliminary determination of eligibility today. 

2. Mr. Serrao agrees with the criteria listed and asks for a motion. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Gastil moves to accept the nomination. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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