
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of May 5, 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 April 2021 meeting minutes, Ms. Loysen 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 April 2021, Mr. Falcone moves to approve and Mr. 
Snipe seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 
Other Business: 
 

1. [Not recorded.] 

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

3. [Not recorded] moves to adjourn. 

4. [Not recorded] seconds. 

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

6. 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. Green moves to adjourn. 

Mr. Dash seconds 

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 – May 5, 2020 

 
1218 Buena Vista Street 

                                                                   
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Keith Farrell 

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

 
Applicant: 
Keith Farrell 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  3/15/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Application for a Certificate of Economic Hardship. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Aguirre states that documentation was sent to the Commissioners. She asks 

about procedure for this item. 

2. Mr. Dash states that staff can introduce the item and then they can hear public 
comment. 

3. Ms. Quinn introduces the item. She states that all the documentation is to be kept 
private, and because of that she isn’t sure how much deliberation can be done. She 
states that in the past, these applications have been dealt with similar to a regular 
hearing item. 

4. Ms. Aguirre calls on the applicant for testimony. 

5. Mr. Farrell speaks as the owner of the property and states that he isn’t sure what 
else the Commission is looking for outside of his application, but he does ask if the 
notifications were made and what process the other homes on the street with 
asphalt roofs went through to get approved. 

6. Ms. Quinn states that the notifications were made, and the other roofs on the 
street may be in the expansion district and may not have been subject to review. 

7. Ms. Sadie Freund speaks as the manager of the property. She goes over the reasons 
that the work was done and states that it was done properly. She is concerned 
about having to pay for the job to be done over again. 

8. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

9. Mr. Steven Williams speaks as a neighbor. He states that the property has been 
mismanaged and speaks about several maintenance issues. He talks about this 
particular job and the issues with it. He states that he has been through the 
historic review process and is upset to see that this was done poorly and without 
going through the proper process. 

10. Ms. Aguirre acknowledges the email and photos received from Mr. Williams 



through staff. 

11. Mr. John Desantis speaks as a former chair of the Historic Review Commission. 
He states that he was Chair when the historic preservation ordinance was adopted, 
including the Certificate of Economic Hardship provision, and he states that this 
application is a clear abuse of the provision. He states that the provision is meant 
to be a protection for people that face true economic hardship and are not able to 
comply with the city’s preservation code. He states that this application is also not 
in line with case law on the subject. He states that this is an income-producing 
property as well which makes it very hard to justify economic hardship. He states 
that inconvenience to the applicant is not the same as an economic hardship and 
this application is an abuse of the process. 

12. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments and questions from Commissioners. 

13. Mr. Snipe states that he is ready to make a motion. 

14. Ms. Aguirre entertains the motion. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Snipe moves to deny the application for economic hardship. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Ms. Loysen, Mr. Hill, Mr. Dash, Mr. Snipe, Ms. 
Aguirre, and Mr. Falcone are in favor and Mr. Green abstains. Motion carries and 
the HRC’s prior decision stands. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – May 5, 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 presents his 
proposal and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks on behalf of the LRC. She states that they did two 
reviews of the project, most recently after the snow had melted. She states that the 
current roof is metal and should be replaced by metal. She states that several 
neighbors including herself have had metal porch roofs installed and are very 
happy with them. Regarding the lighting of the facade, they believe they are 
inappropriate in a historic district and a residential neighborhood. She states that 
if the lights are denied, there is a question about how the holes on the façade will 
be filled. 

3. Ms. Aguirre acknowledges for the record the email received from the LRC. She 
asks for additional public comment. 

4. Mr. John Desantis is in agreement with the LRCs comments and urges the 
Commission members to uphold their requests. He states that the current porch 
roof is a flat soldered metal panel roof that is likely original and can easily be 
replaced with flat metal panels or a standing-seam metal roof. He states that there 
are many contractors that do that work and there is a house on the same street 
with a metal porch roof done in the last three years. He addresses the lighting and 
states that the fact that the applicant drilled large holes in the stone without 
coming to the HRC is a huge issue. He states that there have been many after-the-
fact applications in the neighborhood in the last ten years and states that 
applicants should not be given forgiveness after-the-fact. He states that uplighting 
of the facade is not necessary on a residential street and would be out of character 
on this street. He states that the holes should be filled and treated to match the 
rest of the stone. He also addresses the cleaning of the façade approved last time 
should meet the Secretary of Interior’s Standards and be done by a qualified 



contractor. 

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

6. Ms. Loysen comments about the roofing material. She states that typically metal 
roofs were used on porch roofs depending on the pitch of the roof. She states that 
asphalt shingle have a minimum pitch recommendation and may not be 
appropriate for this roof because of the shallow pitch. She also agrees that the 
uplighting is inappropriate for a residential neighborhood and agrees that the 
masonry should be repaired. 

7. Ms. Aguirre agrees. She states she visited the street in person to look at this house 
and the neighboring houses. She states that they did have an application for a 
metal roof just last month so replacement with metal should be possible. She 
states that the uplighting is inappropriate and not necessary. 

8. Mr. Falcone states that he doesn’t think there is enough information to be able to 
review a substantial material change like the proposed porch roof. 

9. Mr. Snipe agrees with the other Commissioners. He states that the uplighting and 
roof change shouldn’t be approved. He states that he can live with the porch light 
as shown. 

10. Ms. Loysen agrees that the light by the door may be appropriate if it’s infeasible to 
have something in the ceiling. 

11. Ms. Aguirre agrees but doesn’t know if the fixture is appropriate. She states that 
she would like to see something more minimal and doesn’t like how it was 
attached to the stone rather than the joint. 

12. Ms. Loysen agrees. 

13. Mr. Hill agrees. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to deny the uplighting of the façade and require that repairs be 
made to the stone, to deny the substitution of asphalt shingles for the metal roof, 
and to require an alternate light fixture for the porch to return to the HRC. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – May 5, 2021 

 
911 Galveston Avenue 

                                                                     
Allegheny West Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Delta Foundation 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  7-D-151 

 
Applicant: 
David Morgan 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  3/19/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Alterations to previously-approved plans for potential new 
owner. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. David Morgan speaks as the architect for the project. He also introduces Marty 

Healey to potentially speak on behalf of the project.  He goes over the additional 
information requested from last time. 

2. Mr. Marty Healey speaks on behalf of the current owner. He apologizes for the 
headaches with this property and states that they would like to do right by the 
building and neighborhood going forward. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

4. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks on behalf of the LRC. She states that they did approve 
the plans, but the fact that a tenant will be responsible for some of the repairs is 
new to them and is iffy. They recommend that the windows on the Galveston side 
be painted in a dark color and not white so they will recede. 

5. Ms. Aguirre acknowledges the email received from the LRC. 

6. Mr. John Desantis speaks as a neighbor. He encourages the Commission to 
consider the LRC’s comments but would like the Commission to be stricter on 
some aspects of the proposal. He talks about the prior issues with the property and 
how non-compliance with the guidelines and the HRC’s decision may have 
encouraged other property owners to flout the rules. He encourages the 
Commission to enforce the guidelines, including requiring wooden windows. He 
talks about the proposal to have the tenant replace the door and states that the 
owner should be held responsible and should file a new application when it is time 
to do that work. 

7. Mr. Healy clarifies that the second floor windows are mostly vinyl and they are 
proposing to replace them with aluminum-clad wood. 

8. Ms. Quinn clarifies what was found out by the law department regarding this case 
and that their advice is that the Commission can make a decision freely today 



without any strings attached to a previous decision. 

9. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments and questions from Commissioners. 

10. Mr. Snipe asks if decisions by Commissioners follow the building rather than the 
owner, and if anything was approved last month. 

11. Ms. Quinn says yes, and that nothing was approved last time. 

12. Mr. Snipe states that the front window replacement will enhance the building. He 
states that he feels the side windows and the garage door should be changed and 
not kept. He is uncomfortable with leaving any work up to the tenant and states 
that should be the owner’s responsibility. 

13. Mr. Hill agrees with the community that the windows should be a darker color, 
and he states that even if a tenant will pay for the door replacement, the owner 
should ultimately be responsible and make sure it is done properly. 

14. Ms. Quinn states that the owner would be the one cited as well. 

15. Ms. Loysen states that the building next door is a good example of retention of 
historic character with its wooden windows. She states that although brown 
aluminum windows will be better than what is on this building now they won’t 
deliver that same historic character. 

16. Mr. Falcone states that he wants to make sure they stay focused on the revisions as 
submitted on the application. He states that he does have some concerns, but he 
states that the district does have robust guidelines and this is a commercial 
building. He states that he is most concerned about the garage door, but 
acknowledges that it is on the alleyway and is less visible. He states that he is 
comfortable with approval of the proposal with caveats as previously discussed. 

17. Mr. Morgan states that they could withdraw the window replacement portion and 
reapply for those at a later time. 

18. Mr. Snipe states that he would rather deal with those windows now. 

19. The other Commissioners agree. 

20. The Commissioners discuss the windows. 

21. Ms. Aguirre summarizes the scope of work too be approved. She states that the 
windows should be done all to match, that on the side elevation the garage door 
may be kept, and that on the storefront all the work should be done as approved by 
the owner. 

22. Ms. Loysen states that the front door should be part of this approval and that if the 
tenant wants to change what was approved they would need to come back. 

23. The Commission discusses the application. 

24. Ms. Aguirre reads the proposed scope of work from the application, including the 
storefront restoration as approved, second-floor window replacement, and relief 
from the prior approval on the side elevation. 

25. Mr. Snipe and Mr. Hill recommend that the color of the windows be submitted to 
staff. 



 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the changes as delineated in the scope of work and 

read by the Chair. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – May 5, 2021 

 
1321-27 E. Carson Street 

                                                                     
East Carson Street Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Robert Mullin 
Penrose Advisors LLC 
437 Grant St., Ste. 1802 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  3-H-137 

 
Applicant: 
Nick Miller 
Next Architecture 
1133 Penn Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15222 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  3/19/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including installation of security system. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Nick Miller speak as the architect of the project and presents the updated 

documentation requested at the last meeting. 

2. Mr. Rob Millin speaks as the owner of the property to address the painting issues. 

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

4. Mr. Falcone feels that the changes are in keeping with the integrity of the district 
and building. 

5. Ms. Aguirre agrees. 

6. Mr. Snipe states that they have addressed the concerns about the windows form 
the last meeting. 

7. Ms. Aguirre addresses the security pedestal. She states that it isn’t visually 
appealing but it could at least be removed in the future. 

8. Mr. Green states that it is unobtrusive. 

9. Ms. Quinn agrees that it is the best option. 

10. Mr. Snipe agrees. 

 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the proposed renovations as submitted. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – May 5, 2021 

 
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. Karim Alshurafa introduces himself as well as Mr. Phil Snow and Mr. Greg 

Peterson. They explain the updates to the project since last time and go through 
the presentation. 

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

3. Ms. Quinn states that the team met with staff and talked about what needed to be 
provided, including additional information about mosque architecture. She states 
that they provided what was asked for and were open to change. She states that the 
reduction in elevation is a big improvement. 

4. Ms. Aguirre agrees that the new design is an improvement. 

5. Mr. Falcone states that he liked both the last design and this one. He is 
disappointed that the minaret will be a later stage of construction but understands 
the cost concern. He appreciates the green dome and asks about the mosque 
shown as an inspiration. 

6. Mr. Snow and Mr. Alshurafa speak about the Mosque of Medina, Al-Masjid an-
Nabawi. 

7. The Commission discusses the application and what will need to be submitted for 
final approval. 

 

 

 

 



 Motion: 
1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve with the conditions that all finishes, fixtures, and 

alterations be submitted and reviewed by staff and elevated back to the 
Commission if needed. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – May 5, 2021 

 
1234 Monterey Street 

                                                                    
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 
Owner:  
Hooked Up Property Solutions 
113 Ashland Court 
McDonald, Pa 15057 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-J-259 

 
Applicant: 
Evan Barnes 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  2/24/20 
 

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

Discussion: 
1. Mr. Evan Barnes speaks as the contractor and introduces Bill Hook, the owner of 

the property. 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. Mr. Falcone asks about the proposed demolition work. 

4. The applicants explain the demolition proposal. 

5. Mr. Falcone states that it is helpful to have that information and be able to be 
really specific about the extent of demolition in any approval. He asks about the 
work on the front of the building. 

6. The applicants go over what was done and state that they would like some advice 
about the gutters. 

7. Ms. Quinn says that could be looked at over-the-counter. 

8. Ms. Aguirre states that it is helpful to know what work was done even though the 
current application focuses on the rear. She states that the Commission may want 
to see the front façade renovations as part of the whole renovation before final 
approval. 

9. Mr. Green advises that since there is an increase in volume in the rear portion of 
the building this will need to be listed as an addition. 

10. The Commission discusses the addition. 

11. Ms. Loysen states that the application is going in the right direction but that they 
should consider tabling for 30 days to provide more information about how this 
will work with the abutting building. 

 



 

12. Mr. Falcone would like to see more context on the relationship to the building and 
the neighboring building. He also states that in historic preservation that additions 
are smaller than the main house, so they should explore that and explore any other 
ways of distinguishing the addition from the primary house. 

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

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – May 5, 2021 

 
1203 Arch Street 

                                                                    
MWS Historic District Expansion 

 
Owner:  
Keane George 
901 Western Avenue Suite 101 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  25th 
 
Lot and Block:  23-K-280 

 
Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  4/7/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  
Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including changing of siding. 

Discussion: 
1. Mr. John Francona speaks as the architect of 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. Quinn asks about the color and if it is paintable. 

4. Mr. Francona states that he believes that it is. 

5. The Commission discusses the application. 

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

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – May 5, 2021 

 
414 Jacksonia Street 

                                                                    
MWS Historic District Expansion 

 
Owner:  
Pat & Karen Gallagher 
414 Jacksonia Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  25th 
 
Lot and Block:  23-E-221 

 
Applicant: 
Lizette Rios-Williams 
1900 Main Street, Suite 227 
Canonsburg, Pa 15317 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  4/7/21 
 

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

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Lizette Rios-Williams speaks as the architect for the project. She 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. Mr. Falcone thinks it is a wonderful project that reflects the character of the house 
and the district. 

4. Mr. Hill agrees. 

5. Ms. Aguirre agrees. 

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

2. Mr. Snipe seconds  

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC –May 5, 2021 

East Liberty Mellon Bank                Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
ARC CPPBGPA 010, LLC 

 
Ward: 8th 
 
Lot and Block:  84-C-51 

 
Nominator: 
Brittany Reilly 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  9th 
 
Nominations Received:  2/22/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
 

1. Mr. Falcone recuses himself from the discussion and vote and exits the hearing. 
 

2. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the property. She addresses the 
significance criteria and the updates to the staff recommendation from last month 
to this month. She states that she believes the building is eligible for nomination 
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. 
 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments from the nominator. 
 

4. Ms. Brittany Reilley speaks as the nominator. She makes a short presentation on 
the property and the nomination. 

 
5. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments from the owner or owner’s representative. 

 
6. Mr. Clifford Levine speaks as counsel for the owner, Citizens Bank. He introduces 

Jared Wallace and Jason Jones with Citizens Bank and Mr. Gerald Morosco who 
will address the nomination as an architect. 

 
7. Mr. Jared Wallace makes a short presentation on the issues with the building and 

reasons why Citizens Bank does not want to continue to use it. 
 

8. Mr. Gerald Morosco makes a short presentation on why the building does not meet 
the criteria for historic designation. 
 

9. Mr. Jason Jones makes a short presentation on the issues with what the building 
represents in the neighborhood. 
 



10. Ms. Aguirre asks for public testimony. She enters for the record the 21 letters 
received in support and 2 letters received in opposition and reads the names into 
the record. 
 

11. Mr. Justin Greenawalt speaks in support of the project. 
 

12. Ms. Mary Berensfeld speaks in support of the project. 
 

13. Ms. Melissa Mcswigan speaks in support of the project. 
 

14. Mr. Rob Pfaffmann speaks in support of the project. 
 

15. Mr. John Axtell speaks in support of the project. 
 

16. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public testimony; there is none. She asks for a five 
minute break to return at 6:40pm. 
 

17. Mr. Green moves. 
 

18. Ms. Loysen seconds. 
 

19. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order and recaps what has been discussed so 
far. 
 

20. Ms. Quinn clarifies that the property was left out of the East Liberty National 
Register nomination as it was not yet 50 years old. 
 

21. Mr. Dash asks for clarification that the Commission can discuss any of the ten 
Criteria. 
 

22. Ms. Quinn confirms. She states that everything in the staff report is included in the 
nomination. She states that Criteria have been added and removed in the past and 
states that the motion should specify what Criteria the Commission found 
appropriate. 
 

23. Ms. Loysen asks if the Commission is changing the nomination by finding different 
criteria. 
 

24. Ms. Aguirre states that they have done it before. 
 

25. Mr. Green states that per the ordinance they are to take testimony and gain 
evidence during the hearing. 
 

26. Mr. Dash states that the application is for nomination of a historic structure, not a 
nomination according to specified criteria. 
 

27. Ms. Quinn states that the requirement is that a nomination only needs to meet one 
of the criteria.  
 

28. Ms. Aguirre agrees. She asks for comments and questions from Commissioners. 



 
29. Mr. Dash calls on the nominator and asks if there was an interest in nominating all 

four of the Mellon Bank buildings. 
 

30. Ms. Reilly states that they stand by this as an individual nomination and wanted to 
prioritize it, but their research led them to believe that all of the buildings could 
possibly be nominated. 
 

31. Ms. Loysen states that she does feel torn about the significance of the building but 
echoes one of the pieces of public testimony that asked why it should be torn down 
if it won’t be replaced by something better. 
 

32. Ms. Aguirre talks about the history of Pittsburgh and East Liberty and the changes 
that have happened and what lessons there are to be learned. With regard to 
Criterion 7, she states that although this building is alone it still represents the 
association and significance expressed in that criteria. She feels that Criterion 10 
could also apply. 
 

33. Mr. Hill agrees with Ms. Loysen although the future of the site is not in their 
purview right now. He would like the building to stay but is struggling with 
designating the building itself as historic. 
 

34. Mr. Dash asks additional questions of the nominator about the modern committee 
of Preservation Pittsburgh and their future plans. 
 

35. Ms. Reilly addresses the questions. 
 

36. Ms. Loysen is very much in favor of preserving modern architecture and looks 
forward to future nominations. 
 

37. Mr. Dash talks about the nomination of public schools as a group, which also 
started small. He states that some of the questions that the Commissioners raised 
will be addressed by Planning Commission as well. 
 

38. The Commission discusses the nomination. 
 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to provide a positive recommendation for the historic 
nomination to City Council based on Criterion 7. 

2. Mr. Dash seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – June 2021 

Certificates of Appropriateness Report – May 2021  
Staff 

Approval 
C of A 

Number 
Date 

Issued 
 

Application Address 
Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

C 21-077 10-May-21 1321-1327 E. Carson Street 
East Carson 

Street 
Building renovations including 
installation of security system 

C 21-078 11-May-21 1203 Arch Street 
Mexican War 

Streets Expansion 
Building renovations including 

changing of siding 

C 21-079 11-May-21 414 Jacksonia Street 
Mexican War 

Streets Expansion Construction of a garage 

S 21-080 14-May-21 69 S 11th Street 
East Carson 

Street In-kind roof replacement 

S 21-081 14-May-21 113 Sampsonia Way 
Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind roof replacement 

S 21-082 20-May-21 1010 Cedar Avenue Deutschtown In-kind repair of slate on roof 

S 21-083 20-May-21 232 Lytton Avenue Schenley Farms In-kind roof replacement 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 21-084 21-May-21 1421 Sheffield Street Manchester In-kind replacement of fencing 

S 21-085 21-May-21 3442 Parkview Avenue Oakland Square In-kind roof replacement 

S 21-086 24-May-21 404 N Taylor Street 
Mexican War 

Streets 
In-kind replacement of front 

door and transom 

S 21-087 24-May-21 910 Bingham Street 
East Carson 

Street Repainting 

S 21-088 24-May-21 107 Jacksonia Street 
Mexican War 

Streets Expansion Replacement of fencing 

S 21-089 24-May-21 109 Jacksonia Street 
Mexican War 

Streets Expansion Replacement of fencing 
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