
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of March 3, 2021 
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 February 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 February 2021, [not recorded] moves to approve and 
[not recorded] seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

    
Other Business: 
 

1. Ms. Quinn gives a short staff report. 

2. The Commission discusses current happenings around historic building in the city. 

3. Ms. Aguirre calls for a motion to adjourn until 1:00pm. 

4. [Not recorded] moves to adjourn. 

5. [Not recorded] seconds. 

6. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and meeting is adjourned until 1:00pm. 

7. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order at 1:00pm. She calls role and confirms that a 

quorum is still present before moving to Hearing and Action. 

Adjourn: 
 

Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn. 

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

Minutes of the agenda items follow. 

Division of Zoning and Development Review  

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning 

200 Ross Street, Third Floor 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 

https://www.youtube.com/user/planpghvideo


Pittsburgh HRC – March 3, 2021 

 
911 Beech Avenue 

                                                                     
Allegheny West Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Joseph Froetschel & Marla Presley 
911 Beech Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  7-D-45 

 

Applicant: 
Joseph Froetschel & Marla Presley 
911 Beech Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  2/12/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including after-the-fact installation of 
lighting. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Joseph Froetschel speaks as the owner of the property. He explains the project 
and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public testimony. 

3. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks on behalf of the LRC. She states that more information 
is needed on the porch roof replacement, and they would like the roof to remain 
metal as it is a highly visible feature of the building. She states that they do support 
the fire escape removal. 

4. Ms. Aguirre acknowledges for the record the email received from the LRC. She 
asks for additional public comment; there is none. She asks for comments and 
questions from Commissioners. 

5. Ms. Loysen states that she agrees that a metal roof for the porch would be more 
appropriate. 

6. Mr. Falcone asks what the material of the porch roof is currently. 

7. Mr. Froetschel states that he believes it is painted tin but he is not sure. He states 
that the neighboring property has a similar porch roof which is asphalt shingles. 

8. Ms. Aguirre states that the neighboring houses are different as they are brick and 
this is a stone house, so they might not be the best example. She asks about the 
work that was done for the lighting. 

9. Mr. Froetschel shows the small boxes that were installed while other electrical 
work was being done. 

10. Ms. Quinn states that the issue is that there were never lights on the building, and 
cutting into historic masonry is prohibited on all historic properties. 

11. Mr. Green states that he wants to be cautious about stating that the work is 
prohibited, as there could be safety concerns and needs to install lighting, but he 



states that more information is needed on the work that was done to be able to 
render a decision. 

12. Ms. Aguirre states that she is concerned as the applicant has come before the 
Commission before and should know that review is needed before exterior 
alterations are made. 

13. Ms. Loysen adds that the uplighting of the façade is not a safety issue. 

14. Mr. Froetschel states that they are looking to highlight the architectural details of 
the façade. 

15. Mr. Falcone states that the community went through a robust process to develop 
community guidelines that specifically address this issue, and he would have 
reservations making a decision that directly contradicts the guidelines and 
community process. 

16. Ms. Aguirre states that more information is needed. She would like to see a 
drawing of the placement of the lighting, and she states that attachments could be 
made to the coursing to avoid damaging the brick. She also states that better 
photos are needed. 

17. Mr. Hill asks if, to get the applicant started, they could approve the removal of the 
fire escape. 

18. Ms. Loysen adds that since they are cleaning the stone façade, they will need to 
understand the final color before approving any lighting. 

19. Ms. Aguirre agrees that they can approve the removal of the fire escape, with the 
holes in the brick to be dyed with mortar to match the surrounding area. 

20. Mr. Froetschel asks that painting of the trim be approved as well. He also asks that 
the emailed comments from the LRC not be part of the record as he has not seen 
them. 

21. Mr. Dash states that the Commissioners are able to take emailed comments into 
account and the applicant may be provided with a copy as well. He asks if the 
façade cleaning is part of the application today. 

22. Ms. Quinn states that it is part of the application and could be approved at staff 
level. 

23. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Dash moves to approve the fire escape removal, cleaning of the stone façade, 
and repainting of wood and metal trim, and to table the addition of shingles to the 
front porch roof and installation of any lighting on the front façade. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 3, 2021 

 
1712 E. Carson Street 

                                                                     
East Carson Street Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Dollar Bank 
Three Gateway Center 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15222 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-E-375 

 

Applicant: 
Heather Knuth 
Integrity Design 
456 Washington Avenue 
Bridgeville, Pa 15017 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  12/23/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Relocation of exterior ATM. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Heather Knuth speaks as the applicant representing Dollar Bank. She explains 
the project and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Bob Russ speaks on behalf of the LRC. He states that they reviewed the project 
but would like some clarity on the restoration of the window that the ATM is being 
removed from. He states that the buildings are contributing, but the storefronts 
were altered prior to the creation of the district, so they find the location of the 
ATM in the storefront acceptable. He also mentions changes to the doors on the 
drawings and the blank panel near the entry. 

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

5. Ms. Loysen asks if the ATM could be located where the blank panel is. 

6. Ms. Knuth states that the opening and space behind it are not large enough for the 
ATM. 

7. Ms. Aguirre agrees with the LRC that clarification on the restoration of the window 
is needed. She asks if they plan on replacing it in-kind. 

8. Ms. Knuth states that the landlord will be addressing that part of the building. 

9. Ms. Aguirre states that the door work on the drawings may be part of future plans 
by the landlord. 

10. Ms. Knuth states that the entry door is also not part of their current scope. 

11. Ms. Quinn clarifies that buildings with more than one tenant can be challenging, 
but usually an application for each address/tenant would be needed. She 
recommends that the landlord get in touch about the window and any other work. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Hill moves to approve with the condition that the window should be replaced 
in-kind by either the applicant or owner of the building. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 3, 2021 

 
1713-1715 E. Carson Street 

                                                                     
East Carson Street Historic District 

 

Owner:  
John & Deborah Catanese 
1713 E. Carson Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-E-310,311 

 

Applicant: 
David J. McLean 
McLean Architects, LLC 
809 Bingham Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  7/6/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Proposal to remedy after-the-fact storefront alterations. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. David McLean speaks as the architect for the project. He gives an update on 
the project. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Bob Russ speaks as a member of the LRC. He states that the LRC has not had 
the chance to review the proposal, and he would like to see the project tabled for 
30 days for review by the LRC as well as review of materials. He calls out some 
issues including the thinset brick and secondary view into the alcove. He would 
also like to see the materials brought to the LRC and HRC. He states that the LRC 
would like to see the application tabled for 30 days to address the issues. 

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

5. The Commission discusses the application. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to table the application for 30 days to further review with the 
LRC. 

2. Ms. Aguirre adds that more details should be provided on the proposal, including 
materials. 

3. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 3, 2021 

 
1209 E. Carson Street 

                                                                     
East Carson Street Historic District 

 

Owner:  
John Demauro 
1209 E. Carson Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  3-H-166 

 

Applicant: 
David Morgan 
 1234 Sarah Street 
 Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  12/2/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building and site alterations. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. David Morgan speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the project 
and goes through the updated presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Bob Russ speaks on behalf of the LRRC. He states that they did work with the 
applicant and the owner on the new building on the first floor windows and 
maintaining transparency and openness. He states that they did not want to see 
this building match its neighbors exactly but complement them. He states that it is 
odd that it is open right now but the trend on the street is to enclose outdoor 
seating which is line with the owner’s goals here. He states that they are in support 
of the project. 

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

5. Ms. Loysen states that the brick choice seems very flat and without character. She 
suggests that they look at something with a little more texture. 

6. Mr. Hill agrees and states that the brick is something staff can look at. 

7. Mr. Morgan states that they are happy to work on it with staff. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Dash moves to approve with the condition that the applicant work with staff 
on the brick. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 3, 2021 

 
2401 E. Carson Street 

                                                                     
East Carson Street Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Realty Income Corp 

 
Ward:  16th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-L-244 

 

Applicant: 
Haley Linville 
6001 Nimtz Parkway 
South Bend, IN 46628 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  11/30/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Installation of signage including LED pricing sign. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Shawn Smith speaks on behalf of the project. He explains the project and goes 
through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Bob Russ speaks on behalf of the LRC. He states that the applicant did a good 
job of presenting all the changes that were made and the LRC is in support. He 
states that the building is non-contributing, and while everything in the 
application doesn’t conform exactly to the guidelines, there are some items that 
have been grandfathered in or that have been approved by the HRC over the years 
establishing a precedent, and the LRC worked with the applicant on bringing the 
application in line taking all of that into account. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional comment; there is none. She states that she is 
happy that the applicant was able to work with the LRC and come to a solution. 
She confirms that the LED sign will only show prices and no other advertising. 

5. Mr. Smith confirms. 

6. Ms. Loysen asks for confirmation on the canopy lighting and asks if there will be a 
change in height. 

7. Mr. Smith states that the canopy is not illuminated and will be maintained at its 
current height. He clarifies that the signage will not extend over the top of the 
canopy. 

 Motion: 

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

2. Mr. Green seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 3, 2021 

 
1012 Abdell Street 

                                                                     
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Stephen Hallam 
1327 Liverpool Street 
Elkins Park, Pa 19027 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  7-D-11 

 

Applicant: 
Conor Magee 
200 Cowan Street Apt 226 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15211 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  12/14/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including replacement of slate roof with 
composite material. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Conor Magee speaks as the applicant for the project. He explains the project 
and goes through the presentation. 

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

3. Ms. Loysen asks for clarification on the railing. 

4. Mr. Magee states that they are proposing composite wood, with a more slender 
profile to match the neighboring house. 

5. Ms. Loysen asks about the height and if they could match the lower, more historic 
railing height of the house on the other side. 

6. Mr. Magee says he can do that if it’s allowed per building code. 

7. Ms. Loysen asks about the roof. 

8. Mr. Magee states that they will be replacing the asphalt shingles in-kind for the 
porch roof. 

9. Ms. Aguirre states that they will need specs for the composite material for the 
mansard roof to be submitted to staff. 

10. Mr. Green states that a lower height for the front railing can be evaluated for 
building code but that it should be allowable. 

11. Mr. Hill states that he is glad to see this building being restored. 

12. Mr. Green agrees. 

13. Ms. Aguirre agrees and asks for a motion. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Dash moves to approve with the condition that the applicant work with staff 
on the composite roofing material and that they match the profile and height of the 
front porch railing. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 3, 2021 

 
1419-1421 Columbus Avenue 

                                                                     
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Old Allegheny Investments 
923 Peralta Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-K-5,6 

 

Applicant: 
Chris Waraks 
2 Noster Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  2/3/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Installation of standing-seam metal roof. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Chris Waraks speaks as the contractor 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 and 
questions from Commissioners. 

3. Ms. Loysen states that she thinks the metal roof is a great choice. 

4. Ms. Quinn asks about the color. 

5. Mr. Waraks states that it will be black. 

6. Ms. Aguirre states that she thinks the material is appropriate and it will look very 
nice. She asks for a motion. 

 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 – March 3, 2020 

 
1218 Buena Vista Street 

                                                                   
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Keith Farrell 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-J-312 

 

Applicant: 
Tim Hickey 
Hickey Contracting 
7722 Evans Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15218 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  12/23/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact replacement of slate on dormer with asphalt 
shingles. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Sadie Freund, Mr. Keith Farrell, and Mr. Joe McLaughlin speak on behalf of 
the project. Ms. Freund explains the work that they did since the last hearing and 
goes through the slides. 

2. Mr. Farrell gives some background on his situation as well as the property and the 
repairs that were made. He asks for consideration of approval of the work as-is. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments and 
questions from Commissioners. She reminds everyone that at this time they will 
not be taking cost estimates into account but will be just focusing on compliance 
with the guidelines. She states that a Certificate of Economic Hardship application 
may be filed at a later time. 

4. The Commission discusses the application. 

5. Mr. McLaughlin asks if they would be permitted to use fish-scale asphalt shingles 
to restore the pattern. 

6. Mr. Falcone states that they have not approved asphalt as a replacement for slate 
in this district, and he would be much more comfortable with replacement with 
slate or faux slate. 

7. Ms. Aguirre agrees that asphalt is off the table for her as well. 

8. Ms. Loysen agrees that asphalt shingles won’t maintain the same character of what 
was there. 

9. Ms. Freund ask about the economic hardship application. 

10. Ms. Quinn explains the process and advises that staff will help them through the 
process. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to deny the application and require the applicant to replace the 
current roof with a synthetic slate product that replicates the pattern of the slate 
that was removed. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 3, 2020 

 
4419 Schenley Farms Terrace 

                                                                   
Schenley Farms Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Julie Posteraro 
4419 Schenley Farms Terrace 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  5th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-C-219 

 

Applicant: 
Renewal by Andersen 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  
 
Application Received:  12/15/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Window replacement. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Chris McLain from Renewal by Andersen speaks on behalf of the project. He 
explains the project and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Ms. Elizabeth Frame speaks as a neighbor. She states that she thinks the windows 
are a beautiful selection for the home and is in favor of the project. 

4. Mr. Mike Abney speaks as a neighbor and just has a question about window 
replacement in the neighborhood. 

5. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public testimony; there is none. She asks for 
comments and questions from Commissioners. 

6. Ms. Loysen states that she thinks the simulated true divided light option would be 
the most appropriate. 

7. Ms. Quinn specifies that coated or reflective glass can’t be used. She also 
comments on the existing bottom panels and suggests that they be replicated. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Hill moves to approve with the condition that the side windows be reviewed by 
staff for paneling to match. 

2. Ms. Loysen amends to include the divided-lite look grilles. 

3. Mr. Hill accepts the amendment. 

4. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 3, 2020 

 
204 Tennyson Avenue 

                                                                   
Schenley Farms Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Qing-Ming Wang 
204 Tennyson Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  4th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-L-46 

 

Applicant: 
Qing-Ming Wang 
204 Tennyson Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  
 
Application Received:  10/8/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact alterations to rear building. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Qing-Ming Wang speaks as the owner of the property and explains the work 
that was done and how he would propose to rectify it by using more appropriate 
windows. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Kimo Jung speaks as a neighbor. He states that the HRC is entrusted with 
protecting the visual character and history of the city. He speaks of the uniqueness 
of the Schenley Farms historic district and its architecture. He states that the 
observance of strict aesthetic rules is part of the DNA of the district. He states that 
the applicant has flouted the rules and done work not in accordance with design, 
material, and craftsmanship of the original structure, and it is very visible from the 
sidewalk and neighboring homes. He states that the applicant has also altered the 
use of the building from the original. He asks the Commission to help preserve 
Schenley Farms the way it was intended to be. 

4. Ms. Shirley Cassing speaks as a neighbor. She states that she also serves on the 
board of the Schenley Farms Civic Association. She states that the Commission’s 
purview is to preserve the historic character of the neighborhood, which ties in to 
the goals of the neighborhood. She states that it is not only the immediate 
neighbors that are concerned with this property, but the neighborhood as a whole 
is concerned. 

5. Mr. Mike Abney speaks as a neighborhood and a realtor. He states that there is no 
plausible deniability on behalf of the applicant on not knowing the HRC 
restrictions, as he helped with the listing and it was made very clear that it was a 
historic property. He also states that there would have been no issues if the 
applicant would have applied for a permit as he would have been informed of the 
HRC process at that time as well. He states that it is not just the windows but all of 
the work, which he states should be removed and restored. He also speaks about 
respect for the neighborhood as a whole. 



6. Ms. Blythe Runsdorf speaks as a neighbor. She states that she worked with HRC 
staff on possible installation of solar panels on her house, but due to the visibility 
of the panels was unable to install them and was aware that if they were installed 
without permits they would need to be removed. She states that it is the 
responsibility of homeowners to maintain the integrity of their properties and of 
the historic review process. 

7. Ms. Elizabeth Frame speaks as a neighbor. She states that when the neighborhood 
was designated the neighborhood agreed to the restrictions, and new residents are 
made aware of them. She states that this issue is more than just two windows, and 
even though the garage is an accessory building it is still contributing. She states 
that the applicant does not live in the home and she is not convinced of the need 
for these alterations. 

8. Ms. Laura Waxman speaks as a neighbor. She talks about how she went through 
the historic process for her home and rear garage. She states that the process was 
not seamless, but it was feasible and successful as they were able to seek out 
professionals that understood the needs of the historic home and the district. She 
states that there is a process in place that can be followed by homeowners even if it 
is not always easy. 

9. Ms. Melanie White speaks as neighbor. She states that she is a newer resident and 
very appreciative of the district. She states that she takes it for granted that 
neighbors will do the right thing, but she is appreciative that there is a process in 
place when they don’t. She lives across the street and questions the need for the 
extent of the alterations. 

10. Mr. Norman Cleary speaks as chairman of the Schenley Farms Civic Association. 
He states that he is impress with the response of the neighbors to this project. He 
states that if they accept the 1969 addition as seen in the provided photograph as 
the existing condition, it at least maintains the same character as the original 
structure. He talks about the siding that was used in the ‘60s versus the siding 
used by the applicant, which he states is inappropriate. He asks the HRC to require 
any alterations to be that of a carriage house to respect the original design. He 
states that the SFCA adopted the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for their 
guidelines, and he asks the HRC to specifically enforce them. He states that the 
applicant did contact him and was informed that while the SFCA can offer support, 
that the applicant should consider hiring an architect to assist with the process. He 
talks about some of the Zoning issues. 

11. Mr. Mark Bennett speaks as a neighbor. He speaks about the importance of the 
architecture and the district, and states that new residents are made aware of the 
restrictions. He asks the HRC to not allow this work as it damages the integrity of 
the neighborhood. 

12. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment; there is none. She asks for 
questions or comments from Commissioners. 

13. Mr. Wang asks to comment in response. He understands if the HRC denies his 
project, but he feels it is a small project and is surprised at the response of his 
neighbors. He briefly goes over his reasons for the alterations. 

14. Ms. Aguirre asks if it is true that the zoning issues need to be resolved before HRC. 

15. Ms. Quinn states that is an ongoing conversation on which comes first. Generally 



HRC is first, but there haven’t been issues or any specific instructions on this 
project. 

16. Mr. Green points to the ordinance and the fact that there is nothing about needing 
to wait for Zoning. He states that generally each Board or Commission is 
independent, and while there are times that there are conflicts and changes to be 
made and brought back, they should concentrate on what is in the ordinance and 
guidelines. 

17. Mr. Dash states that Ms. Quinn is correct that HRC often goes first, and that HRC 
and ZBA are two different processes looking at different things. He states that 
what they have before them does not indicate that the applicant is using this 
structure in a way that would require a variance. 

18. Ms. Aguirre states that she does feel deeply for Mr. Wang feeling attacked by the 
community, but she states that the community feels betrayed by what has 
happened on this property. She states that the Commission doesn’t have anything 
against certain materials or contractors, but states that the Commission also 
offered advice at the last hearing that was not taken. She states that she did visit 
the neighborhood and took a look at the work from the sidewalk and states that it 
is visible. 

19. Ms. Loysen states that she feels there is no question that the work doesn’t meet the 
standards and guidelines. 

20. Mr. Green asks if there is agreement that the top photo represents the original 
conditions to use as a starting point, and if so if they can give specific 
recommendations to the applicant to restore the building back to something closer 
to those conditions. 

21. Ms. Loysen agrees. 

22. Ms. Aguirre agrees. 

23. Ms. Quinn suggests restoration of the garage doors with any man door to be 
located at the side out of view of the public right-of-way. 

24. Mr. Falcone states that their role is not of designers but they can offer advice and 
the applicant can also work with staff directly. He states that the Commission’s job 
now is to approve or deny what is before them, and from there the applicant can 
decide how to proceed. 

25. Mr. Hill agrees. 

26. Ms. Quinn states that staff can meet with the applicant on-site. 

27. Ms. Aguirre entertains a motion to either deny or table the application. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to deny the application. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – April 2021 

Certificates of Appropriateness Report – March 2021  
Staff 

Approval 
C of A 

Number 
Date 

Issued 
 

Application Address 
Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

C 21-032 5-Mar-21 2401 E. Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Signage 

C 21-033 8-Mar-21 1712 E. Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Relocation of exterior ATM 

C 21-034 8-Mar-21 1209 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Building and site alterations 

C 21-035 8-Mar-21 1419-1421 Columbus Avenue Manchester 

Installation of standing-seam 

metal roof 

C 21-036 9-Mar-21 1012 Abdell Street Manchester 

Building renovations including 

replacement of slate roof with 

composite product 

S 21-037 10-Mar-21 920 Cedar Avenue Deutschtown In-kind window replacement 

S 21-039 12-Mar-21 504 Lockhart Street Deutschtown 

In-kind replacement of flat 

roof 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 21-040 15-Mar-21 411 Avery Street Deutschtown In-kind window replacement 

S 21-041 15-Mar-21 4341 Schenley Farms Terrace Schenley Farms 

In-kind garage door 

replacement 

S 21-042 17-Mar-21 1219 Reddour Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind door replacement 

C 21-044 22-Mar-21 821 Liberty Avenue Penn-Liberty Installation of security cameras 

S 21-045 25-Mar-21 232 Lytton Avenue Schenley Farms In-kind repairs and painting 

C 21-046 29-Mar-21 4419 Schenley Farms Terrace Schenley Farms Window replacement 

S 21-047 29-Mar-21 4141 5th Avenue 

Oakland Civic 

Center In-kind roof repairs 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 21-048 29-Mar-21 414 Jacksonia Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind replacement of fencing 
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