
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of March 1, 2016 
Beginning at 12:30 PM 

200 Ross Street 
First Floor Hearing Room 

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 
In Attendance: 
 
Members Staff Others  

Joe Serrao Sarah Quinn Anthony Scruppi  Carole Malakoff 

Erik Harless Sharon Spooner Jamela Williams Ron & Joette Zarotney 

Ernie Hogan  Susan Brandt Charles Nikola 

Ray Gastil  Richard Sabeh Evelyn Jones 

Matthew Falcone  Canard Grigsby James Hoy 

  Isabella Sigudo Russell Blaich 

 
Old Business-None. 

New Business 
 
Approval of Minutes:  In regards to the February 1 meeting minutes, Mr. Falcone motions to 
approve and Mr. Gastil seconds. Mr. Serrao asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
 
Approval of Certificates of Appropriateness:  In regards to the February Certificates of 
Appropriateness, Mr. Falcone motions to approve and Mr. Gastil seconds. Mr. Serrao asks for a 
vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
    
 
Other Business: 
 

1. Ms. Quinn talks about ongoing grant applications and projects as well as historic 

nominations. She talks about staff providing possible assistance with a conservatorship in 

Spring Garden. 

 

 

Adjourn: 
 

Mr. Serrao motions to adjourn the meeting. 

Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

956 W. North Avenue       Allegheny West Historic District     

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

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  22-S-133 
 

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

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  2/10/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact construction of rooftop deck. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Keane George steps to the podium; he is the owner of the property. He states 
that there was an existing deck on the house, which they removed and rebuilt a 
little bigger with a higher railing. Since the railing can now be seen, he was told he 
needed approval. 

2. Mr. Hogan asks what the height of the railing is. 

3. Mr. George states that it is the height required by building code. 

4. Mr. Falcone asks how far the deck is from the front and the back. 

5. Mr. George states that it is about four to five feet back from the front and at least 
eight feet from the rear, but it had to be built up because of the slope of the roof, 
which is why it is visible. He states that he has been in contact with the building 
inspector, who informed him that he needs approval. Originally, he thought that it 
would not be visible. 

6. Mr. Gastil asks about the views from the public right-of-way and mentions that the 
view across the parking lot could be eliminated some day if a building were to be 
built there. 

7. Mr. Harless asks what the size of the deck is. 

8. Mr. George states that it is approximately 14 by 8. 

9. Mr. Hogan asks what the material of the railing is. 

10. Mr. George says it is wood, so he is amenable to painting or staining it per the LRC 
so it will blend in. 

11. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony. 

12. Ms. Carole Malakoff steps to the podium representing the LRC. She states that 
they did walk around the building and found that no part of the deck can be seen 
from the front. She states that they feel it could be appropriate in the historic 



district if it is painted out per Mr. George’s suggestion, and she states that they are 
in support. 

13. Mr. John DeSantis steps to the podium. He states that he disagrees with the LRC’s 
position and states that if the standard is that the deck should not be visible from 
the public right-of-way, than they should ask the applicant to come back with a 
smaller deck that cannot be seen from the public right-of-way. He states that 
precedent is an issue as this is the first roof deck that would be approved in the 
district. 

14. Mr. Falcone asks about the boundaries of the district. 

15. The Commission reviews the district map. 

16. Mr. DeSantis states that the standard is visibility from any public right-of-way, not 
just within the district. 

17. Mr. Hogan asks for the opinions of the Commissioners. 

18. Mr. Gastil states that he thinks the applicant should come back with a deck that is 
smaller or relocated so it won’t be visible. 

19. Mr. Harless states that he would like to see measured drawings. 

20. Mr. Hogan states that they can postpone the hearing so the applicant can come 
back with measured drawings with a smaller deck and demonstrate that it can’t be 
seen. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to table the application for 30 days. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

1114 E. Carson Street East Carson Street Historic District     

 
Owner:  
First National Bank 
55 Wyoming Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15211 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  3-H-6 
 

 
Applicant: 
Design 3 Architecture 
300 Oxford Drive, Suite 120 
Monroeville, Pa 15146 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  2/10/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Canopy replacement, window infill, and lighting. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Tony Scruppi steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He 
explains the front awning portion of the project, stating that it has been hit 
repeatedly by vehicles and is in poor condition. They are proposing to take the 
awning and lighting down and reconstruct it keeping the same look but using 
different materials, either metal or PVC. The new awning will also come out less 
from the building to alleviate the possibility of damage. He states that the second 
part of the project is at the rear of the building; they are intending on removing the 
sign, shortening the canopy, and relocating the ATM. The signage in that area will 
be removed and the side window will be bricked in and painted. 

2. Mr. Hogan asks about the material for the drive-through canopy. 

3. Mr. Scruppi states that they will use the same material as on the front awning. He 
states that the next portion of the project is replacement of all of the exterior 
lighting. He shows photos and explains the current lighting, and states that they 
will be upgrading all of the lighting to LED. He states that the last portion of the 
project is signage. He shows pictures of the current sign, which is a painted sign on 
a panel, and states that they would like to replace it with a lit channel letter sign. 
He shows the rest of the drawings, plans, and cut sheets. 

4. Mr. Hogan acknowledges an email received from the LRC. He asks for public 
testimony; there is none. He recuses himself from the discussion as he has a 
business relationship with First National Bank. 

5. Mr. Gastil asks if they are considering the canopy replacement as an in-kind 
replacement. 

6. Mr. Hogan states that it is a change in size, and they are also adding additional 
embellishments. 

7. Mr. Gastil asks about the signage and lighting on the awning. 

8. Mr. Scruppi states that the existing signage on the canopy was not lit, and the new 



signage will be just on the front and will also not be lit. 

9. Mr. Gastil asks if the signage is part of the application or should be submitted 
separately. 

10. Ms. Quinn states that it is part of the application since in this case it is more of a 
structural element. 

11. Mr. Scruppi addresses the detailing, stating that they are trying to mimic the 
profile of the existing detailing. 

12. Mr. Gastil suggests that they talk about the LRC’s concerns about the signage. 

13. Mr. Falcone reads from the LRC’s email, stating that they believe the proposed 
canopy sign is generally acceptable, but are concerned that the detailing is “aux 
historic.” They also did not see any details about the underside of the canopy and 
would like to make sure the current grille is not carried over to the new canopy. 
With regards to the signage, the LRC recommends that the logos be reduced to the 
40 sf maximum and that the lettering be reduced to 18 inches maximum. 

14. Mr. Gastil recommends that the detailing be submitted for staff review as a 
condition of approval. He also would like the size of the wall sign and lettering 
should be reviewed as it may need to be reduced. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Gastil motions to approve the application with the condition that the dentil 
detailing of the canopy be reviewed by staff and that the side wall signage be 
reviewed in terms of size and letter height according to existing signage guidelines. 

2. Mr. Serrao seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan clarifies that staff will review the final materials and detailing of the 
main front canopy as well as the drive-through canopy. 

4. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; Mr. Serrao, Mr. Harless, Mr. Falcone, and Mr. Gastil 
are in favor and Mr. Hogan recused himself from the vote. Motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

53 S. 12th Street East Carson Street Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Hakeem Real Estate Holdings 
214 Bethany Drive 
Greensburg, Pa 15601 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  3-H-172 
 

 
Applicant: 
Gerald Lee Morosco 
5956 Baum Boulevard  
Pittsburgh , Pa 15206 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  3rd 
 
Application Received:  1/13/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Gerald Morosco steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He also 
introduces the owner of the property Charles Nikoula. He states that last month 
the Commission asked for more specific material information for the storefront, 
windows, siding, parapet wall and deck, all of which he has enclosed. He states 
that they are willing to submit final construction drawings to staff if needed. He 
shows the information and talks about the materials. He states that the mechanical 
units if needed will be hidden from the public right-of-way, but states that they will 
come back if that changes. 

2. Mr. Hogan asks about the windows; he states that they should call them 
permanent painted windows rather than clad windows, as clad windows are not 
permitted in the district. 

3. Mr. Morosco states that the guidelines prohibit aluminum clad windows; he is fine 
with the stipulation that they be permanent painted windows as that is what they 
will be using. 

4. Mr. Hogan asks about the masonry infill match as well as the mortar. 

5. Mr. Morosco provides the information on the masonry and states that he can 
submit the mortar information to staff. 

6. Mr. Harless asks if they should have further discussion on the rooftop deck. 

7. Mr. Morosco states that last time there was a question of how it would be finished, 
and they have decided that they will side it with horizontal lap Hardie siding. They 
will also extend it and side the whole parapet, so there will not be a railing but a 
continuous horizontal parapet wall. 

8. Mr. Hogan states that they generally ask for decks to be pulled back 8 to 10 feet 
from the façade, which it looks like they are complying with. 

9. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony; there is none. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to approve the building renovations as submitted, with the 
condition that the Hardie siding be the smooth type. 

2. Mr. Gastil seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

60 S. 15th Street East Carson Street Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Christopher Beech 
60 S. 15th Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  3-H-105 
 

 
Applicant: 
Gerald Lee Morosco 
5956 Baum Boulevard  
Pittsburgh , Pa 15206 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  3rd 
 
Application Received:  2/10/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Gerald Morosco steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He also 
introduces the owner, Christopher Beech. He states that the building was before 
the Commission in April of 2014 for approval of façade rehabilitation and 
construction of a stair tower in anticipation of this project, which includes a 
rooftop addition. He talks about the project, stating that they have provided views 
from every vantage point from the public right-of-way. He states that along 
Bingham Street there are two roll-up garage doors that have failing lintels above 
them, and they are proposing to take that piece of the façade down and insert 
matching pairs of doors. He talks about the addition form, scale, and materials. He 
states that the most visible piece is from the corner at 15th Street, and he mentions 
the LRC’s comments that the fascia lines should be more expressive and what they 
are planning to do to address the concern. 

2. Mr. Hogan asks about the Bingham elevation and if they are changing the 
elevation. 

3. Mr. Morosco states that they are changing the two doors and extending the wall 
up. They will be using the same windows as they did in the last renovations. 

4. Mr. Hogan asks if there is a wall of windows on the addition. 

5. Mr. Morosco says yes, it is a ribbon wall of casement sash windows. 

6. Mr. Hogan asks about the brick cladding. 

7. Mr. Morosco talks about the brick and states that they were able to find a good 
match for the existing brick. He states that the mortar will also match the dark, 
almost black color. 

8. Mr. Falcone mentions that there are several colors of mortar in the photos. 

9. Mr. Morosco states that they are hoping to address that, as it was done by a 
previous owner. 



10. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony. He acknowledges the email received from 
the LRC in support of the project and states that they have addressed the concerns 
brought up in the email. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to approve the building renovations as submitted. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

Walton House 
4412-4414 Plummer Street 

 
              Individual Landmark     

 
Owner:  
Chan Real Estate 
343 Coltart Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  9th 
 
Lot and Block:  80-P-68 
 

 
Applicant: 
James Hoy 
1322 Juniata Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  7th 
 
Application Received:  2/10/17 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Façade restoration including window and door replacement. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. James Hoy steps to the podium. He explains the project, stating that they will 
first be removing the insulbrick and aluminum awnings. He states that they will 
not be altering the openings on the façade. They will be replacing the two front 
doors with solid wood doors with a half lite, and they will be replacing the windows 
with wooden windows as well. He shows specs for the wooden siding they will be 
using. They will determine what the profile of the trim will be once they remove 
the insulbrick. He states that the chimney was parged prior to him taking over the 
project, and asks if he needs to address that. 

2. Mr. Hogan states that he believes it is an outstanding violation, and they will need 
to address it. He asks about paint colors. 

3. Mr. Hoy states that they will see what is there once they remove the insulbrick, and 
will have the colors matched. 

4. Mr. Hogan asks if this is just for the front and side elevations and not the back. 

5. Mr. Hoy says yes. 

6. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony; there is none. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to approve the façade restoration including window and door 
replacement as submitted, with siding material to be wood siding trim number 
109, and with final colors and window trim to be submitted to staff for approval. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

Workingmen’s Savings Bank 
800 E. Ohio Street 

 
              Individual Landmark     

 
Owner:  
October Real Estate Holdings, LLC 
PO Box 6666 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  24-N-142 
 

 
Applicant: 
Hart Architectural Services 
984 Greenfield Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15217 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Application Received:  2/10/17 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including construction of rear addition. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Graff steps to the podium; he is one of the owners of the Priory Hotel and 
Mansions on Fifth. He states that this is their new project; the building is a long-
abandoned building in the Deutschtown business district and is in a highly visible 
location. He states that there are two projects involved, which are construction of a 
new hotel and the renovation of this building. He talks about the history of the 
building, which started as the Workingman’s Savings Bank and was most recently 
a halfway house. Their proposal is to rehabilitate it into a combination of an events 
center and restaurant. He introduces Geoff Di Beneditto, the architect for the 
project. 

2. Mr. Di Beneditto steps to the podium. He explains the project, stating that 
although there has been deterioration, the exterior of the building is still in fairly 
good condition. He shows photos of the existing conditions. He states that the rear 
of the building is a 1970s addition which includes a fire stair tower with two one-
story elements on either side. They are proposing to remove the one-story 
elements as well as a wood shack in the rear. He goes over information about 
existing and proposed materials and colors. He shows the proposed elevations and 
plans. He states that they have found that it is essential to the program to have a 
rooftop space that can be used year-round, so they have enclosed a portion of the 
rooftop space in an area that would be minimally visible from the street, although 
it would be visible from the expressway. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks about the overhang on the rooftop addition. 

4. Mr. Di Beneditto states that it does, but it was to maintain the shape and does not 
necessarily need to be there. 

5. Mr. Hogan states that their treatment of the rear addition is fine in his opinion. 

6. Mr. Falcone states that he would like to see it recessed a bit. 



7. Mr. Di Beneditto states that the proposed size is needed for space. 

8. Mr. Hogan states that the addition looks like it is pulled back a bit. 

9. Mr. Di Beneditto states that it is pulled back four or five feet. 

10. Mr. Hogan states that the Department of the Interior does call for additions to be 
recessed to not compete with the existing building, and that needs to be balanced 
with the space constraints. He states that his bigger concern is the enclosed roof 
deck area. He states that normally they require structures like this to be pulled 
back at least eight feet from the rooftop edge. 

11. Mr. Di Beneditto states that it is pulled back about eight feet, and will be minimally 
visible from the public right-of-way. 

12. Mr. Serrao says that the issue is that the expressway is also a right-of-way. 

13. Mr. Hogan states that this is an individual landmark, so they can be somewhat 
specific as opposed to a building in a district. He states that the parapet wall is 
significant which can help to hide the structure. He suggests that they position it 
closer to the hotel as well, which will likely be significantly taller. 

14. Mr. Di Beneditto states that the hotel will be taller, but they might not be able to 
move the structure due to features such as the roof skylights. 

15. Mr. Falcone asks about the rear of the building and asks if they are able to move 
the glass portion. 

16. Mr. Di Beneditto states that they had it that way originally, but had to move it due 
to programmatic reasons and ADA access. 

17. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony; there is none. He states that he thinks that 
they are heading in the right direction as far as the schematic, materials, and 
colors. He is concerned with the roof deck and agrees with his fellow 
Commissioners that all of the rooftop elements should be held back eight feet. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to table the application for 30 days for the redesign of the roof 
structures and deck. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

Crawford Hall 
142 Tennyson Avenue 

                                                           
Oakland Civic Center Historic District     

 
Owner:  
University of Pgh Facilities 
3400 Forbes Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  4th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-L-78 
 

 
Applicant: 
Ewing Cole / Christopher Ray 
100 N. 6th Street 
Philadelphia, Pa 19106 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Application Received:  1/13/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Canard Grigsby steps to the podium. He introduces Ilona Beresford, the 
project manager, and Steven McDaniel and Nicholas Seftis, architects for Ewing 
Cole. He states that they are back from last month with alterations to their 
submission. He states that they are meeting with the community group tomorrow 
to get their feedback and share the feedback of the HRC. He gives some 
background on the building and the project. He states that they believe that the 
revised presentation will meet the Commission’s standards, and they hope to bring 
any other alterations needed back to staff for review. 

2. Ms. Ilona Beresford steps to the podium; she is the project manager. She talks 
about the goals of the project and what was presented last month. She states that 
the Commission asked them to present some revised strategies to address the 
south elevation, specifically the window treatment and the rhythm of the elevation. 
They also asked for an alternate strategy for the canopy and a design for an 
overhang for the enlarged penthouse more in keeping with the existing design. 

3. Mr. Steve McDaniel steps to the podium; he is with Ewing Cole, the design 
consultant for the project. He presents the revised design for the south façade, 
canopy, and penthouse. 

4. Mr. Hogan states that they are basically removing the façade and rebuilding it, and 
asks if the materials are in-kind matching replacements for the existing materials. 

5. Mr. McDaniel says yes. 

6. Mr. Hogan states that the only major change then would be the removal of a series 
of windows. 

7. Mr. McDaniel says yes. He talks about the existing stone with the texture that 
differentiates the surfaces around the aluminum frame windows, and states that 
with the new façade they would like the Commission to consider the elements 



flanking the windows to be glass instead, which will have a vertical frit and color to 
mimic the stone but will be translucent to let more light in. He states that they 
would be willing to provide a sample. 

8. Mr. Hogan states that this is a departure from the existing architecture and a big 
change in material, going from a solid item to a translucent item. He also asks if 
there is a way to hold the penthouse roofline back; he states that the severity of the 
building walls and its massing are very distinctive, and altering that diminishes the 
relevance of the architecture. He does understand they are hiding a lot of systems 
there. 

9. Mr. McDaniel states that the shafts are right behind the stone and need to 
continue straight up, but they could look into treating it with an alternate material 
that would recede visually. 

10. Mr. Hogan states that they should explore that, and they will also need more 
details on the glass versus the existing stone. He feels that the penthouse itself is 
appropriate. He asks for public testimony; there is none. 

11. Mr. Harless also asks for more information about the mechanical systems and 
building codes issues. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao moves to table the application for 30 days. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

950 Penn Avenue           Penn-Liberty Historic District     

 
Owner:  
950 Penn Avenue, LLC 
3 PPG Place, Suite 5000 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15222 

 
Ward:  2nd 
 
Lot and Block:  9-N-115 
 

 
Applicant: 
Jody Schurman 
Lab 8 Designs 
55 S. 17th Street  
Pittsburgh , Pa 15203 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  2/7/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Façade renovations including operable storefront installation. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Rick Sebah steps to the podium; he is with Lab 8 Designs, the architects 
working on the project. He explains the project, stating that it will be a façade 
renovation including replacement of existing windows, removal of existing 
modified storefronts, and modification of upper floor windows to be operable. He 
talks about the historic appearance of the building and modifications that have 
been done. He talks about the proposal and shows the elevations including the 
proposed operable storefront that will bifold up. He states that they are proposing 
to keep the original kneewall that ran along the façade. 

2. Mr. Hogan states that the issue is that although he likes this particular technology 
in storefronts, it is hard to approve them in historic districts as the glazing is being 
changed by adding an extra mullion. He states that it would be helpful to think 
about these storefronts within their current plane and form, paying attention to 
the glazing and size of the glazing. He states that what they have is a significant 
modification that changes the articulation of the building. 

3. Mr. Serrao states that the option they have found acceptable is the hangar-door 
system, like at Sienna Mercato in Market Square. 

4. Mr. Sebah states that their concern with that is that it would extend too far into the 
sidewalk. 

5. The Commissioners discuss the fact that the sidewalk may be wide enough there to 
be able to work with a hangar door. 

6. Mr. Hogan states that he realizes that the storefront has been altered, but would 
like to see another option as he feels this system disrupts the storefront too much. 

7. Mr. Serrao states that what they have done with the upper floors is a great 
solution, but he agrees that the first floor needs more work. 

 



8. Mr. Falcone agrees, although he appreciates that they are trying to make the first 
floor more uniform. 

9. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony; there is none. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to table the application for 30 days. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

4345 Schenley Farms Terr.   Schenley Farms Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Drs. Raed Abdullah & Ibtesam Hilmi 
4345 Schenley Farms Terrace 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  5th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-G-45 
 

 
Applicant: 
Joel Farkas 
5477 Bartlett Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15217 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Application Received:  1/19/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of an integral garage. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Joel Farkas steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He states 
that his clients would like to introduce a garage under their home. He states that 
there is an existing driveway and small garage in the back; they are proposing to 
leave the existing driveway and construct a new driveway as well as a new planter 
with a small tree at the original stairs. The driveway will slope down two and a half 
feet down into the basement. He shows photos of the existing house and 
renderings of the proposed garage. 

2. Mr. Hogan asks if there are any other front garages on this street. 

3. Mr. Farkas says there are at least three or four. 

4. Mr. Hogan asks about materials for the planter. 

5. Mr. Farkas says they would like to match the existing masonry and improve upon 
the look of what is there. For the garage door, they can do wood if that is what the 
Commission would like. 

6. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony; there is none. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to approve the construction of the garage with final material 
selection and cut sheets for garage door and retaining wall to be submitted to staff. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – March 1, 2017 

4435 Schenley Farms Terr.   Schenley Farms Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Hossam Kandil 
4435 Schenley Farms Terrace 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  5th 
 
Lot and Block:  27-C-248 
 

 
Applicant: 
Hossam Kandil 
4435 Schenley Farms Terrace 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Application Received:  11/23/16 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact/in-progress alterations to side garage. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Hossam Kandil steps to the podium; he is the owner of the property. He states 
that the Commission asked for changes to the structure, so he had an architect 
prepare two different options. He shows the drawings for both options. 

2. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony; there is none. He states that they should ask 
for final materials to be submitted to staff. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to approve the after-the-fact alterations to include the hipped 
roof configuration, and with final colors and materials to be submitted to staff. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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1402 Columbus Avenue (rear)         Manchester Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Melvin & Marie Williams 
1329 Columbus Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-F-252 
 

 
Applicant: 
PLI 
200 Ross Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  2/10/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Demolition of rear structure. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Russell Blaich from PLI states that the structure had a fire years ago and there 
is not much left. 

2. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony; there is none. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to approve the demolition for the rear structure. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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1303 Columbus Avenue         Manchester Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Manchester Housing Dev. LLC 
1319 Allegheny Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-F-285 
 

 
Applicant: 
PLI 
200 Ross Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  2/10/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Demolition to grade. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Russell Blaich from PLI states that this is only regarding 1303, which is on the 
same parcel as 1301. 

2. Mr. Hogan states that he believes the community organization that owns these 
may be partnering with a private developer for demolitions, so he should check in 
with them. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony; there is none. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to approve the demolition of 1303 Columbus Avenue. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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1215-1219 W. North Avenue         Manchester Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Various 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  7-C-18,19,19-A 
 

 
Applicant: 
PLI 
200 Ross Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  2/10/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Demolition to grade. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Russell Blaich from PLI states that this is a row of four. They are failing more 
in the rear than the front, and there are holes in several of the roofs. 

2. Ms. Quinn states that the last one in the row (1221) was already approved for 
demolition several years ago. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony. 

4. Ms. Jamila Williams steps to the podium; she owns two adjacent properties and is 
in favor of demolition. 

5. Ms. Evelyn Jones steps to the podium; she is in favor of the demolition. 

6. Mr. Ronald Zarotny steps to the podium; he owns an adjoining property and is in 
favor of the demolition. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to approve the demolition to grade of the three properties as 
submitted. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

3. Mr. Hogan asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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Oliver Bath House 
38 S. 10th Street 

                             
                            Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
City of Pittsburgh 
414 Grant Street, Room 200 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  3-G-206 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew W. C. Falcone 
1501 Reedsdale Street, Suite 5003 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  3rd 
 
Nomination Received:  2/6/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Quinn make a short presentation on the property. The nomination identifies 
several criteria for designation, which are Criterion 2, identification with a 
person or persons who significantly contributed to the cultural, historic, 
architectural, archaeological, or related aspect of the development of the City of 
Pittsburgh, State of Pennsylvania, Mid-Atlantic region, or the United States, 
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 or distinctive physical appearance or presence representing an 
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City 
of Pittsburgh. The nomination also identifies Criterion 9, which could apply if 
other bath houses are identified. Ms. Quinn states that the property retains 
integrity and has remained mostly unchanged and intact. She recommends 
preliminary approval. 

2. Mr. Hogan asks for public testimony. 

3. Ms. Susan Brandt from Preservation Pittsburgh steps to the podium to express 
their support for the nomination. 

 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Serrao motions to advance the historic designation process for the property for 
meeting at minimum Critieria 2, 3, 4, 7, and 10 per the Ordinance. 

2. Mr. Gastil seconds. 

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