
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of December 1, 2021 
Beginning at 12:30 PM 

Held via Zoom and available to view at 
https://www.youtube.com/user/planpghvideo 

In Attendance: 
 
Members Staff 

Andrew Dash Sharon Spooner 

Lucia M. Aguirre Sarah Quinn 

Richard Snipe  
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 November 2021 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 November 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. Ms. Quinn and the Commissioners discuss ongoing preservation projects. 

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

3. Ms. Loysen moves to adjourn. 

4. Mr. Falcone 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 1:01pm. She calls role and confirms that a 

quorum is still present before moving to Hearing and Action. 

Directors Report: 
 
Mr. Dash shares some words from Mayor Peduto as this is the last hearing before the change of 
administration. 
 
Adjourn: 
 
Mr. Dash moves to adjourn. 

Mr. Falcone 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 
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Pittsburgh HRC – December 1,  2021 

 
835 N. Lincoln Avenue 

                                                                     
Allegheny West Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Keane & Megan George 
901 Western Avenue Ste. 101 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  8-A-127 

 

Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  11/9/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including construction of new rear 
addition, porches, and garage. 

Discussion: 

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

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks representing the LRC. She states that this is the 
biggest residential project they have ever reviewed and they are strongly in 
support. She commends the research that was done and states that all the new 
elements are appropriate. 

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

5. Mr. Falcone ask if there is any documentation of the house before the 1960s. 

6. Mr. Francona states that they have not been able to find any. He states that Carol 
Peterson did research and came up with the photos that they have. 

7. Mr. Falcone states that 

8. Ms. Quinn gives some background on the project and HRC. 

9. Ms. Aguirre commends the architect and owners on the project. She asks about the 
removal of brick in the back for the new addition. 

10. Mr. Francona states that everything in the rear will be removed for the addition. 

11. Ms. Loysen states that this is a wonderful project. She mentions the exposed 
aggregate paving and states that she would like to see something less modern. 

12. Mr. Francona agrees and states that he was interested in bluestone but the cost 
might be prohibited. 

13. Ms. Quinn suggests that a tint be added to avoid a blinding white appearance. 



14. Mr. Francona states that there are nice aggregate sidewalks at CCAC that they can 
look at.  

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve with the condition that the brick of the garage 
match that of the back of the property, that the composite material be painted,  
that there is consideration to color uniformity throughout the property, and that 
the front and side lights be submitted to staff for final approval. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. Mr. Hill was not 
audible. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1,  2021 

 
906 Western Avenue 

                                                                     
Allegheny West Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Michael Ramsey 
906 Western Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  7-D-148 

 

Applicant: 
Jennifer McCarthy 
Loysen + Kreuthmeier  
5115 Penn Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15224 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  11/3/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of a rooftop deck and garden. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Peter Kreuthmeier speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the 
project and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks representing the LRC. She states that they are in 
support and states that this is a non-contributing building in the historic district. 
They appreciate that the deck is set back and minimally visible from the front of 
the building. She states that they also like the planters and vegetation. 

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

5. Ms. Loysen recuses herself from the discussion and vote. 

6. The Commission discusses the application. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Mr. Falcone, Mr. Dash, Mr. Snipe, and Ms. Aguirre are 
in favor and Ms. Loysen recused herself. Motion carries. Mr. Hill is not audible. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1,  2021 

 
918 Western Avenue 

                                                                     
Allegheny West Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Paul & Sue Jamiolkowski 
512 Old Orchard Trail 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15238 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  7-D-142 

 

Applicant: 
Paul & Sue Jamiolkowski 
512 Old Orchard Trail 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15238 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  11/4/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact replacement of windows. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Paul Jamiolkowski speaks as the owner of the property. He also introduces 
Sue Jamiolkowski, the co-owner of the property. He goes through the photos and 
explains the work that was done. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks representing the LRC. She states that neighbors 
noticed the new windows several weeks ago, and she contacted the owners after 
the agenda came out and had them attend the LRC meeting. She states that it is 
unfortunate that they did not come to them before the windows were replaced. She 
states that the new windows on the front match the ones that were there, which 
were not original and not appropriate. She also states that wooden windows were 
replaced on the rear of the building with fiberglass or another material, and they 
should have been replaced with wood. 

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

5. Ms. Jamiolkowski addresses the comments and states that they did refer to the 
guidelines, which states that vinyl windows may be appropriate for the rear and 
sides of a building. She states that the house is set back from the alley and the 
windows are minimally visible. 

6. Ms. Aguirre states that the specs include a black laminate. 

7. Mr. Jamiolkowski clarifies that is the material and color of the frame and the glass.  

8. Ms. Jamiolkowski states that the screens are making the windows look dark, but 
they are clear glass. 

9. Ms. Quinn states that she recommends that they take out the screens and take 
some photos as well as take some photos from the rear. 

10. Mr. Snipe feels that the window replacement on the front stands out and is not 



appropriate. He states that he would also like to see photos from the rear. He feels 
that the black color of the window frames are also not appropriate.  

11. Mr. Falcone agrees, stating that because the windows are highly visible and 
noticeable, they do detract from the district. 

12. The Commissioners discuss the transoms in the first floor windows. 

13. Ms. Aguirre states that streetview shows that the windows have had transoms for 
some time, so they can be accepted. She states that the material and the frame 
color aren’t in line with the guidelines as-is. 

14. Mr. Snipe asks what material the previous windows were. 

15. Mr. Jamiolkowski states that the front were vinyl and the rear were wood. 

16. Mr. Dash states that the standard has been set for wood windows to be replaced by 
wood if they are visible. He states that the black color on the front windows set this 
outside of an in-kind replacement. He states that he is in agreement that more 
information is needed. 

17. Mr. Hill is in agreement. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to table to investigate if the color of the window trim can be 
changed, and provide photos of the windows in the rear. 

2. Ms. Quinn states that the item will be tabled for 60 days. 

3. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1, 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:  9/16/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Creation of new entry door in former ATM/window opening. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Heather Knuth speaks on behalf of the owner. She explains the project and 
goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. She acknowledges for the record the email 
from the LRC and states that they are in favor of the project.  

3. Mr. Bob Russ speaks on behalf of the LRC. He states that the storefronts on these 
buildings were altered and are not original, and they are in support of the project. 

4. Ms. Aguirre for additional public testimony; there is none. She asks for comments 
and questions from Commissioners. She states that she has not concerns. 

5. Mr. Snipe states that he has no concerns. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to approve. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1, 2021 

 
2424 E. Carson Street 

                                                                     
East Carson Street Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Bobbie Senko, Mike Senko, Ron Sansom 
4506 Irvine Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15207 

 
Ward:  16th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-M-13 

 

Applicant: 
Geoffrey Di Beneditto 
Hart Architects 
603 Greenfield Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15207 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  10/14/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including window, door, and garage door 
replacement. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Geoffrey Di Beneditto speaks as the architect for 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 they reviewed a different 
iteration of this proposal so some of the items are new. He states that they are 
concerned about one of the garage doors conflicting with the bus stop, although he 
realizes that is outside the HRC’s purview. He states that they are fine with the 
garage door design as selected. He talks about the windows and states that they 
prefer a preservation approach and restoration, or if needed, replacement in-kind 
including matching of the material and profiles. He states that there are some 
cases in the district where aluminum-clad wood windows have been allowed, but 
generally those are cases where the original windows are missing. He also 
addresses the storefronts, stating that they would like to see the applicant mimic 
more appropriate industrial divided light windows in this area.  

4. Ms. Aguirre for additional public testimony; there is none. She acknowledges for 
the record the email received from the LRC as well as the copy of the DAM report. 
She asks for comments and questions from Commissioners. 

5. Ms. Loysen asks if the first floor is to be used for parking, what the view would 
look like when it is occupied. 

6. Mr. Di Beneditto states that the owners could put in something on the inside to 
block views of anything un-aesthetic.  

7. Mr. Ron Sansom speaks as one of the owners of the property. He talks about their 
plans for the garage doors. 

8. Ms. Aguirre agrees with the LRC that the E. Carson Street door could have a 



garage door look but be inoperable. 

9. Mr. Sansom states that they would like the door to be operable, but it will be used 
much less than when the former business was operating as recently as a year ago. 

10. Mr. Falcone states that he sees two narratives in play. He states that the proposal 
noted the majority of the building’s life as a garage and tried to embrace that, but 
the proposal also removed the sign in the front. He asks about the significance of 
the sign as well as the intent and execution of the restoration as a whole. He also 
asks about the smaller window opening in the rear and states that he would like 
more information about what the original function of the small window may have 
been. 

11. Mr. Sansom states that the signage was a topic of conversation at the DAM 
meeting and whether or not it is historic and should remain or be removed. 

12. Ms. Quinn suggests that they search the city directory to see when the business 
may have started. 

13. Mr. Hill agrees with Commissioners Aguirre and Falcone and believes that they 
could embrace the garage restoration more. 

14. Ms. Loysen agrees with Mr. Falcone and Mr. Hill and states that the sign is a 
tribute to the variety of businesses in the district. 

15. Mr. Bob Russ provides additional comment. He states that the neighborhood was 
indifferent on the sign as it was not from the original era of the building. He states 
that there is nothing in the guidelines on preserving signage. 

16. Ms. Aguirre moves the conversation to the windows. She reminds the Commission 
that they don’t take cost into consideration in making their decision. 

17. Ms. Loysen asks if the proposal is to replace the existing windows with new wood 
windows. 

18. Mr. Di Beneditto clarifies that they are proposing aluminum-clad wooden windows 
so all the windows will match. 

19. Ms. Aguirre stats that the window material is not necessarily a dealbreaker for her, 
although she would prefer to see repair in-kind. 

20. Mr. Sansom states that the current windows are in very poor condition. 

21. Mr. Di Beneditto states that the rear windows are missing entirely as well. 

22. Ms. Loysen states that there are industrial window products that may work as well. 

23. Ms. Aguirre suggest tabling the application until February but wants to ask the 
applicant and owner how that will affect their timeline. 

24. Ms. Loysen asks if there is a reason to change the small window. 

25. Mr. Di Beneditto states that they wanted to change it for uniformity and potential 
future residential use, but they can look at keeping it. 

26. Mr. Sansom agrees. 

27. Ms. Aguirre states that they will want to see more information about the second 
floor windows as well as historic photos if possible that could help with the signage 
and window choice. 



28. Mr. Falcone states that the condition of the windows is similar to the foundry 
building that they saw some months back, and in that case knowing the history 
helped to know how to treat the windows. He would like to see more research on 
the history as well as the sign. He states that the application is moving in the right 
direction but isn’t there yet. 

29. Ms. Loysen agrees. 

30. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion to table. 

 Motion: 

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

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. Mr. Hill is not 
audible. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1, 2021 

 
National Opera House 
7101 Apple Street 

                                                                      
 

Individual Landmark 

 
Owner:  
Jonnet Solomon 
520 N. Saint Clair Street Unit 2 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15206 

 
Ward:  12th 
 
Lot and Block:  173-N-87 

 
Applicant: 
Ryan England 
CityStudio 
5150 Penn Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15224 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  
 
Application Received:  9/20/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building stabilization and restoration. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Ryan England 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 and 
questions from the Commissioners. 

3. Mr. Snipe applauds the team on taking on this project. 

4. Mr. Hill agrees and thanks the team. 

5. Ms. Aguirre agrees and states that it is moving to see this property restored and 
brought back into the life of the city. 

6. Mr. Falcone agrees and states that this is not only a Pittsburgh gem but a national 
gem. 

7. Ms. Loysen agrees. 

8. Mr. Falcone asks about the mortar on the masonry wall. 

9. Mr. England outlines what they are thinking about. 

10. Mr. Falcone states that the wall is a significant element, so with this element as 
well as others he asks that they come back to staff and Commission if needed with 
any updates or changes. 

11. Ms. Quinn suggests that they be careful about the specific materials, especially 
mortar. 

12. The Commission discusses the application. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to approve the application with the condition that the applicant 
check in with staff on the mortar choice and any other changes. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1,  2021 

 
1132 W. North Avenue 

                                                                     
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Andrew & Shannon Reichert 
1132 W. North Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-R-272 

 

Applicant: 
Andrew & Shannon Reichert 
1132 W. North Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  10/15/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact alterations to rear carriage house. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Andrew Reichert speaks as the owner of the property. He explains the 
alterations to the proposal from the last hearing and goes through the 
presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Fred Mannion speaks on behalf of Lashawn Burton-Faulk and Manchester 
Citizen’s Corporation. He states that the applicant did meet with the LRC who are 
in support of the proposal. 

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

5. Mr. Snipe thanks the owner for taking the Commission’s concerns from the last 
meeting into consideration. 

6. Mr. Hill agrees. 

7. Ms. Loysen states that she still has concerns with the application, starting with the 
Juliet balconies. She states she doesn’t feel that the windows are appropriate 
either. 

8. Ms. Aguirre agrees, although she does appreciate the effort on the part of the 
applicant. She states that she has concerns with the Juliet balconies. 

9. Mr. Hill asks if the door should be changed to a window. 

10. Ms. Loysen states that she would like to see some other option that would make 
the windows and door inoperable so that there wouldn’t be a need for the 
balconies. 

11. Mr. Snipe states that he agrees the balcony should be removed from the north 
elevation, but since the east elevation had a door already he thinks it could remain. 

12. Ms. Aguirre outlines what has been proposed and states that she doesn’t hear any 



objections to the lintels and sills and the sign, and the only issue is the balconies. 

13. Ms. Loysen asks about the first floor doors. 

14. Ms. Aguirre states that the doors presented were altered from last time according 
to the Commissioner’s comments and are appropriate. 

15. Mr. Snipe agrees. 

16. Ms. Aguirre proposes that the Juliet balcony on the north elevation be removed. 

17. Mr. Falcone agrees. He states that although damage was done to the historic fabric 
of the building, but with the remediation plan the building comes closer to fitting 
in with the overall fabric of the historic district instead of detracting. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application with the condition that the Juliet 
balcony be removed from the north elevation. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds 

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

4. The Commission takes a five minute break returning at 5:01pm. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1,  2021 

 
1328 W. North Avenue 

                                                                     
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Nicholas Labounty 
1007 Court Street Apt. 3 
Lynchburg, Va 24504 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  7-B-355 

 

Applicant: 
Alina Keebler 
Tai+Lee Architects 
3106 Brereton Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  9/28/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Porch renovations including roof replacement with synthetic 
slate. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Alina Keebler speaks as the architect for the project. She explains the project 
and goes through the presentation. She states that she did try to contact the LRC 
but received no response. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Mr. Fred Mannion speaks on behalf of Lashawn Burton-Faulk of MCC and states 
that he was asked to request a continuance on the item for the team to meet with 
the LRC about the property. He states that the synthetic slate proposed doesn’t 
have a good reputation and should possibly be reconsidered. He suggests a 
standing seam metal porch roof instead. 

4. Ms. Keebler states that she would be happy to meet with the LRC but she is only 
involved with the porch and no other aspect of the property. She states that they 
can propose a metal roof instead if desired. 

5. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment. 

6. Ms. Linda Hansen speaks as a member of the LRC. She apologizes for the 
miscommunication and states that they are very concerned about the property as it 
is significant on the street and has a number of safety and other issues. They would 
like to engage the owner as well as the architect for a discussion about all of the 
issues. 

7. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment; there is none. She states that she 
is concerned to hear about the other issues with the property. 

8. Mr. Snipe clarifies that they can only look at the application in front of them. 

9. Ms. Aguirre agrees. She states that the application appears to be in accordance 
with the guidelines and there is just the question of the roof material. She asks for 
comments and questions from the Commissioners. 



10. Mr. Falcone states that a metal roof would likely not have been used on this house, 
and slate would have been preferred. 

11. Ms. Loysen states that real slate would be preferable to synthetic. 

12. Mr. Snipe agrees. 

13. Mr. Hill agrees. 

14. Mr. Dash addresses the community concerns and asks when the architect 
originally reached out to the community. 

15. Ms. Keebler states that she first reached out by phone and email in October. 

16. Ms. Aguirre summarizes what was discussed and states that staff can follow up 
with contact information for the LRC. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to approve with the exception that the roofing material be slate. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1, 2021 

 
1705 Buena Vista Street 

                                                                     
MWS Historic District Expansion 

 

Owner:  
James Ward 
1705 Buena Vista Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  25th 
 
Lot and Block:  23-E-335 

 

Applicant: 
James Ward 
1705 Buena Vista Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  8/11/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Request for approval of after-the-fact painting of slate dormer. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. James Ward speaks as the owner of the property. He explains the work that 
was done and the issues that led to it including water infiltration. 

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

3. Mr. Snipe asks what the resolution was on the property next door with a similar 
condition. 

4. Ms. Quinn states that there was no resolution as of yet and they are up next on the 
agenda. 

5. Ms. Loysen states that she is very opposed to any additional painting of slate. She 
states that slate is designed to be breathable and this will change the dynamic of 
not only the material but the whole system behind it. 

6. Mr. Snipe states that according to the owner, there are issues with water, and it 
sounds like repair or replacement needs to be done and not painting. He states 
that he knows slate replacement can be costly, and suggests that the owner reach 
out to the URA about the possibility of a loan. 

7. Mr. Ward states that he did look into the cost of replacing the slate, and he states 
that it is far outside what he can afford. 

8. Ms. Quinn suggests that the slate may be able to be removed and then put back 
after repairs are done to the wood underneath. 

9. Mr. Hill states that the HRC has to abide by the guidelines, which state that slate 
can’t be painted. He suggests that the owner work with the URA to see if there is 
financial assistance available, as it is not the HRC’s intention to cause harm to 
applicants. 

10. Mr. Dash agrees and suggest the Certificate of Economic Hardship as another 
option. 



11. Ms. Aguirre agrees. 

12. Mr. snipe states that he will follow up with the URA. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Dash moves to deny the application. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – December 1, 2021 

 
1707 Buena Vista Street 

                                                                     
MWS Historic District Expansion 

 

Owner:  
Seth & Sonja Wimer 
1707 Bunea Vista Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  25th 
 
Lot and Block:  23-E-336 

 

Applicant: 
Seth & Sonja Wimer 
1707 Bunea Vista Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  9/17/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Request for approval of after-the-fact painting of slate dormer. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Sonja Wimer speaks as the owner of the property. She explains that at the last 
hearing it was determined that the slate was previously painted, and the issue was 
how it was painted. She also shares information that she received from a roofing 
company about the difficulty that would be involved in removing the paint from 
the slate. She states that she feels that she did follow the Certificate of 
Appropriateness, which allowed repainting of previously painted surfaces. 

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

3. Ms. Aguirre asks about the guidelines with painting and roofs. 

4. Ms. Quinn states that there are roof materials that are painted, such as standing-
seam metal roofs. 

5. Ms. Loysen states that she feels that the waterproof coating that was used is wrong 
for slate. She states that a tint that may have been applied in the past would still 
have allowed the roof to breathe. 

6. The Commission views the photos. 

7. Mr. Hill states that some clarification is needed as to what qualifies as “previously 
painted.” 

8. Mr. Dash agrees and states that more specific language in the C of As as well as 
more education and outreach could be helpful. 

9. Mr. Hill agrees and states that the question of if the slate was painted or not makes 
this a different case than the neighboring property. 

10. Ms. Loysen states that she is not comfortable with saying painting of slate is OK in 
any case. 

11. Ms. Aguirre states that this is the third time the applicant has been before them for 
a hearing, so it’s clear that that the Commission is concerned and is not saying it’s 



OK. She states that this is maybe an issue with the new district, where they have 
this first case to deal with, and then they have the neighbor who wanted to do the 
same thing, which has been caught early and stopped. 

12. Mr. Falcone states that last time, he thought the solution could be to repaint the 
slate to look more appropriate. 

13. The Commission view photos of other slate roofs in the neighborhood. 

14. Mr. Falcone states that he thinks the easiest approach would be to accentuate the 
tiles in either dark grey or black. 

15. Mr. Hill agrees. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the restoration of the slate roof by painting dark 
grey or black accents around each of the different tiles. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

4. Ms. Loysen leaves the meeting; a quorum is retained. 
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101 Jacksonia Street 

                                                                     
MWS Historic District Expansion 

 

Owner:  
Daniel Meyer & Chris Fisher 
101 Jacksonia Street  
Pittsburgh, PA 15212 

 
Ward:  25th 
 
Lot and Block:  23-F-388 

 

Applicant: 
Daniel Meyer & Chris Fisher 
101 Jacksonia Street  
Pittsburgh, PA 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  10/15/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of rear garage and rear decks. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona speaks as the architect for the project. He goes over the 
changes made from the last hearing and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments and 
questions from the Commissioners. She states that she thinks this is appropriate 
and addresses the Commission’s comments from last time. 

3. Mr. Dash agrees. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to approve the application. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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Rodef Shalom 
4905 Fifth Avenue 

      
               Historic Nomination     

 

Owner: 
Rodef Shalom Congregation 

 
Ward: 7th 
 
Lot and Block:  52-K-27 

 

Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nominations Received:  11/9/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 
1. Ms. Quinn gives 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, 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 7, association with important cultural or 
social aspects or events in the history of the City of Pittsburgh, the State of 
Pennsylvania, the Mid-Atlantic region, or the United States, and 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. She states that the property retains integrity and recommends that 
the Commission provide a determination of positive viability. 

 
2. Ms. Aguirre states that she is surprised that the building is not already listed.  

 
3. Mr. Falcone states that the congregation is appreciative of everyone’s 

consideration. 
 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks if everyone is agreement with the criteria presented. 
 

5. Mr. Snipe says yes. 
 

6. Mr. Dash says yes. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Dash moves to provide a determination of positive viability based on Criteria 
3, 4, 7, and 10. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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Certificates of Appropriateness Report – December 2021  
Staff 

Approval 
C of A 

Number 
Date 

Issued 
 

Application Address 
Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 21-192 3-Dec-21 1700 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Signage 

C 21-193 3-Dec-21 1712 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street 

Creation of new entry door in 

former ATM/window opening 

C 21-194 3-Dec-21 7101 Apple Street Individual 

Building stabilization and 

restoration 

C 21-195 3-Dec-21 1328 W North Avenue Manchester 

Porch renovations including 

roof replacement with slate 

C 21-196 3-Dec-21 906 Western Avenue Allegheny West Construction of rooftop deck 

C 21-197 3-Dec-21 101 Jacksonia Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion 

Construction of rear garage 

and rear decks 

C 21-198 6-Dec-21 833-835 N Lincoln Avenue Allegheny West 

Building renovations including 

construction of new porches 

and new garage 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 21-199 6-Dec-21 1420 Page Street Manchester 

In-kind replacement of flat 

rubber roof 

S 21-200 8-Dec-21 1733 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Signage 

S 21-201 8-Dec-21 1604-1606 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Rebuilding of collapsed façade 

S 21-202 9-Dec-21 826 Beech Avenue Allegheny West 

In-kind façade repairs and 

repainting 

S 

21-203 (partial for 

in-kind work) 13-Dec-21 532 Avery Street Deutschtown 

In-kind façade repairs and 

repainting 

S 21-204 13-Dec-21 1419 Pennsylvania Avenue Manchester In-kind roof replacement 

S 21-205 13-Dec-21 2655 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Signage 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 21-206 14-Dec-21 706 Jacksonia Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind roof replacement 

S 21-207 15-Dec-21 1307 Arch Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind façade repairs 

S 21-208 16-Dec-21 1205 Buena Vista Street 

Mexican War 

Streets In-kind window replacement 

S 21-209 28-Dec-21 220 5th Avenue Market Square 

In-kind façade renovations and 

painting 
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Certificates of Appropriateness Report – January 2022  
Staff 

Approval 
C of A 

Number 
Date 

Issued 
 

Application Address 
Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 22-001 3-Jan-22 527 N Taylor Avenue 

Mexican War 

Streets In-kind façade renovations 

S 22-002 5-Jan-22 712 Cedar Avenue Deutschtown Installation of fencing 

S 22-003 6-Jan-22 1433 Hamlin Street Manchester In-kind window replacement 

S 22-004 10-Jan-22 408 Cedar Avenue Deutschtown 

In-kind replacement of rear 

door 

S 22-005 26-Jan-22 20 Oakland Square Oakland Square In-kind roof replacement 

S 22-006 26-Jan-22 22 Oakland Square Oakland Square In-kind roof replacement 
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