
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of February 2, 2022 
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  

David Green  

 
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 December 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 December 2021 and January 2022, Mr. Falcone moves 
to approve and Ms. Loysen seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion 
carries. 

 
Other Business: 

1. Mr. Dash gives an update on the Department of City Planning’s new director, Ms. Karen 

Abrams, and his new role as Deputy Director. 

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

3. Mr. Snipe moves to adjourn. 

4. Ms. Loysen 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: 
 
Adjourn: 
 
Mr. Green moves to adjourn. 

Mr. Snipe 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 – February 2, 2022 

 
930 N. Lincoln Avenue 

                                                                     
Allegheny West Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Thaw Mansion LLC 
930 N. Lincoln Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  7-D-242 

 

Applicant: 
Brian Kelley 
3535 Blvd. of the Allies 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  12/9/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact alteration to front steps. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Aguirre asks for a moment of silence for former HRC chair John Desantis. 

2. Mr. Brian Kelly speaks as the owner of the property. He explains the work that was 
done and shows the photos. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

4. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks on behalf of the LRC. She thanks the Commission for 
recognizing John Desantis. She states that the LRC met with the applicant, and 
one of their members stated that this is too much of a “hodgepodge” of materials. 
This is such a significant property because of the architecture and history, and she 
states that no research seems to have been done on this project. She states that 
they recommend that the new materials be removed and the steps be redesigned. 
She states that there was a similar issue with a home on Beech Avenue some years 
back that came before the HRC, which was tabled for the steps to be redesigned. 
She states that the owners ultimately removed the work that was done. 

5. Mr. Kelley responds and states that they did look around the neighborhood for 
examples before doing the work, and that they did use a quality contractor. He 
states that they will be looking to do additional work in the future. 

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

7. Ms. Loysen states that the steps should have been replaced with stone to match. 

8. Mr. Snipe agrees and states that the stone used is not close and it stands out. He 
states that at the very least the treads need to be replaced. 

9. Mr. Falcone agrees and states that he feels that they could either deny the 
application or table it for a full renovation package to be submitted. 

10. Mr. Hill agrees and states that the W. North Avenue example given is also 
inappropriate. 



11. Ms. Aguirre agrees and states that even if the materials age, they still are not 
appropriate for the property. She states that she doesn’t want to set a precedent for 
this work either. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to deny the application and have the applicant work with staff 
to return the steps to pre-violation conditions. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
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 and Ms. Sue Jamiolkowski speak as the owners of the property. The 
explain what was done since the last hearing and go through the additional photos. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Ms. Carole Malakoff speaks on behalf of the LRC. She states that they did meet 
with the applicants. She wants to address the front and rear windows separately. 
She states that they did install vinyl windows on the front, which is not in 
accordance with the guidelines. She states that the extra transom on some of the 
windows was there to allow for a smaller size window, which is not appropriate. 
She states that they would support wood windows on the front, without the extra 
transom, and replacement of one window on the rear to remove the extra transom. 

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

5. Mr. Snipe states that he recalls the color of the window being an issue at the last 
meeting. 

6. Ms. Loysen states that the trim being white and the windows black is an issue and 
accentuates the windows. She states that she appreciates the LRCs comment that 
the property next door was required to install wood windows. 

7. Mr. Falcone agrees about the window material. He has reservations about removal 
of the transom without additional evidence, as that configuration is not 
uncommon. 

8. Mr. Snipe agrees. 

9. Ms. Loysen adds that the windows should have proper molding as well. 

10. Ms. Aguirre summarizes that the issues are the color and material of the front 
windows as well as the transoms. 



11. Ms. Jamiolkowski clarifies that the work was stopped so it is not complete. 

12. Mr. Snipe states that he feels that they need to be consistent with what was 
approved on the property next door. He states that the owner was permitted to 
replace the windows in stages so that may be appropriate here. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to deny the application for after-the-fact window replacement on 
the front of the building. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. Mr. Hill stepped 
away and did not vote. 

4. The Commission clarifies that the rear windows are accepted. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
532 Avery Street 

                                                                     
Deutschtown Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Jane Harter 
532 Avery Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  24-N-220 

 

Applicant: 
Vincent Finizio 
VAFarchitecture 
181 Goldsmith Road 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15237 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  12/16/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including creation of a new side door and 
ramp for accessibility. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Jane Harter speaks as the owner of the property. She explains the project and 
goes through the presentation. She provides several options for the siding and 
shows examples. 

2. Mr. Vincent Finizio speaks as the architect for the property. He further explains 
the project and material options. 

3. Ms. Harter adds that the side entrance will also provide access to the basement, 
which doesn’t currently exist on the interior. 

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

5. Mr. Falcone asks if there was a previously-approved new construction project on 
the site next door. 

6. Ms. Spooner confirms and states that Ms. Harter also was to be the owner on that 
project. 

7. Ms. Harter confirms and states that the project fell through. 

8. Ms. Loysen asks about the materials for the walkway and railing. 

9. Mr. Vinizio gives additional details on the materials. 

10. Ms. Aguirre asks about the siding. 

11. Mr. Finizio states that they were proposing vinyl siding, or they can use Hardie 
board if they are asked to. 

12. Ms. Aguirre states that she doesn’t have any concerns with the application, and the 
approved accessibility is important. 

 



 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to approve the application with the caveat that the siding be 
cement board siding. 

2. Mr. Dash seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. Mr. Hill stepped 
away and did not vote. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
1010 Cedar Avenue 

                                                                     
Deutschtown Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Allegheny Inn 
1010 Cedar Avenue 
Pittsburgh, PA 15212 

 
Ward:  23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-M-209 

 

Applicant: 
Allegheny Inn 
1010 Cedar Avenue 
Pittsburgh, PA 15212 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  1/13/22 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Installation of a ramp for accessibility. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Bob Baumbach 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 Commissioners. 

3. Ms. Loysen comments that the lower rail could be removed to clean up the 
appearance. 

4. Mr. Baumbach states that they would be willing to do that and that it should be 
allowed per code. 

5. Mr. Green notes that PLI will need to review if the existing doors are appropriate 
for an accessible entrance. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to approve the application with the caveat that the lower rail be 
removed. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
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 
revisions that were made and goes through the revised presentation. 

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

3. Ms. Loysen compliments the design team for making some significant changes 
that improved the project and its place on E. Carson. She asks about what the 
function of the first-floor space will be. 

4. Mr. Di Beneditto states that it will still function as a garage. 

5. Ms. Aguirre agrees that this is an improvement, and the new window product 
looks better with the industrial character of the building. She notes that the 
signage didn’t come back. 

6. Mr. Di Beneditto states that the signage was not original and that the building 
existed for 30 years before that owner. 

7. The Commission discusses the signage. 

8. Mr. Hill asks if the Commission wants to see the signage back again or if they can 
follow up with staff. He would feel comfortable with allowing them to work with 
staff. 

9. Ms. Loysen agrees. 

10. Ms. Quinn states that if they keep the painted sign they would be able to repaint a 
new sign. 

11. Mr. Ron Sansom speaks as the owner. He states that they would prefer to remove 
the paint. 



 

12. Ms. Aguirre states that she feels if the replicate the street number, similar to the 
historic photo, it will enhance the front façade. She asks for a motion. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Dash moves to approve. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
Allegheny K-8 
810 Arch Street 

                                                                      
 

Individual Landmark 

 
Owner:  
Mike McNamara 
Pittsburgh Public Schools 
1305 Muriel Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-P-78 

 

Applicant: 
Harley Pearson 
360 Lincoln Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15202 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  8/13/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Remediation to after-the-fact change to previously-approved 
locations of two HVAC units. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Harley Pearson speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the 
remediation plan for the HVAC and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments and 
questions from Commissioners. She states that she is glad to see the changes that 
have been made to rectify the situation. 

3. Mr. Snipe agrees and also thinks the one color panel louvers are appropriate. 

4. Ms. Aguirre agrees. 

5. Ms. Loysen asks if they could paint the conduit to help it disappear. 

6. Mr. Pearson states that they can. 

7. Ms. Loysen states that other than that she thinks the changes are appropriate. 

8. Ms. Aguirre states that the finish should match the existing block. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to approve the application with the condition that any conduit 
be painted to match the background material to which it is attached. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. Mr. Falcone 
stepped away and did not vote. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
August Wilson House 
1727 Bedford Avenue 

                                                                      
 

Individual Landmark 

 
Owner:  
Daisy Wilson Artist Community, Inc. 
1621 Bedford Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

 
Ward:  3rd 
 
Lot and Block:  9-S-36 

 
Applicant: 
Robert Pfaffmann 
223 Fourth Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15222 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  10/29/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Site work including fencing, light poles, and walkways. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Rob Pfaffmann 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 commends the team on the work. He encourages them to reach out to 
him at the URA for possible funding opportunities for the surrounding owner-
occupants. 

4. Mr. Pfaffmann talks about some of the work that has been done in the surrounding 
community. 

5. Ms. Aguirre echoes Mr. Snipe comments and states that it is great to see the 
development and the level of detail and engagement especially with the signage. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to approve the application. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
1217 Liverpool Street 

                                                                     
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
David & Kim Nitchkey 
1821 Fox Way 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-L-271 

 

Applicant: 
David Nitchkey 
CORE Architecture 
360 Lincoln Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15202 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  1/11/22 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of a new house. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. David Nitchkey speaks as the owner and architect of the project. He explains 
the project and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She acknowledges for the 
record a letter from the LRC; she states that they generally support the project 
with a few concerns. She also acknowledges a letter in support from a neighbor. 

3. Mr. Snipe echoes some of the concerns of the community especially the absence of 
the front door and steps. He agrees that the basement windows are a little high in 
comparison with the other homes. 

4. Mr. Hill agrees completely about the door and stoop. 

5. Ms. Loysen states that she thinks it is OK for a modern building to not match its 
historic neighbors exactly as long as it sits comfortably with its neighbors. She 
thinks that this building does fit comfortably, including the front façade and the 
metal siding in the back, but she thinks that the rear of the property may sit very 
far back towards the alley compared to the neighbors. 

6. Mr. Green agrees with Ms. Loysen on the front façade and feels that the pattern of 
punched openings does respond to the context sufficiently. Also, given that this is a 
new structure, he is fine with the metal siding, especially as it is in the rear. 

7. Mr. Falcone talks about a previously-approved project in Deutschtown that he 
recalls was presented without a front entryway door but ended up being approved 
with a false door. He feels that a door, even if it isn’t operable, is essential in 
connecting a new infill structure with the neighborhood. He addresses the 
windows and brick in the dormer and states that there is a lot of brick that could 
perhaps be broken up with a pattern to give it more prominence. 

8. Ms. Loysen states that she feels that the proposal is successfully bridging the old 
and the new and is not trying to compete with the historic buildings. 



9. Mr. Snipe agrees with Mr. Falcone that he would like to see a door on the front 
façade, even if it is a false door. 

10. Mr. Hill agrees. 

11. Ms. Aguirre agrees and states that the door and steps are an important element on 
this street. She also comments on the thin brick product and questions if it has 
been used before. 

12. Ms. Quinn states that she doesn’t believe it has been approved before. 

13. Ms. Aguirre also states that she would like to see double-hung windows rather 
than pivot windows. She doesn’t have an issue with the design of the rear of the 
property and the materials including the siding. 

14. Mr. Dash agrees with Ms. Loysen and Mr. Green on the materials, but agrees with 
the other Commissioners on the entrance. 

15. Ms. Loysen states again that she is fine with a modern building being modern, and 
doesn’t necessarily agree with creating a false entrance. She is also fine with the 
windows not being double-hung. 

16. Ms. Aguirre states that there are a lot of suggestions being given, and that they 
may not get to a resolution today. She asks the applicant for feedback and 
questions. 

17. Mr. Nitchkey states that he is hearing that the façade is too simple, but he echoes 
Ms. Loysen’s comments that they were trying to keep it simple and not compete 
with or mimic the historic buildings. Regarding the front entrance, they thought 
this was the best option for how they will be using the new home. He states that he 
is troubled by the concept of having a non-functional door. He also addresses the 
thin brick material and states that he would like more clarification on objections to 
it. 

18. Ms. Loysen asks about the joint size on the brick and if it would look strange with 
the neighboring homes. 

19. Mr. Nitchkey states that he would need to look into that. 

20. Mr. Hill summarizes that a plurality of Commissioners agree about the door, and 
there was also some talk about the dormer window and brick. 

21. Ms. Loysen agrees and states that she feels that careful attention needs to be paid 
to the brick so it doesn’t look too 1980s.  

22. Ms. Aguirre states that regular brick could provide more texture. 

23. Mr. Nitchkey states that the thin brick does provide some options such as a soldier 
course, which they will be using above the windows. 

24. Ms. Loysen is also concerned that with the thin brick, the windows may not be set 
far enough back, and the façade would read as flat. 

25. Ms. Aguirre states that real brick can be used on the front and not necessarily the 
sides. 

26. Ms. Loysen states that she is fine with the thin brick product but is just concerned 
with the detailing. 

27. Mr. Nitchkey asks if the front door should also include a stoop, as it will not be a 



functional door. He also states that there may be an issue with the budget with all 
of the added items. 

28. Ms. Loysen would not like to see a false door and stoop traded for some of the 
more quality work in the proposal. 

29. Mr. Snipe states that the front door and stoop is non-negotiable for him. 

30. Mr. Falcone agrees. 

31. Mr. Dash states that he would like to see options with something that resembles a 
front door and stoop at least in terms of pattern. 

32. Mr. Hill agrees. 

33. Ms. Aguirre agrees and states that the applicant can continue to work with staff 
and the LRC. 

 Motion: 

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

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
1607 Manhattan Street 

                                                                     
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Anthony Harris 
7790 Oak Meadow Drive 
Hudson, OH 44236 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-K-271 

 

Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  10/25/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of two new houses and one addition to existing 
house. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona 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 acknowledges a letter of 
support received from a neighbor. She asks for comments and questions from 
Commissioners. 

3. The Commissioners agree that the project looks great. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Hill moves to approve. 

2. Mr. Dash seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion to adjourn for 15 minutes. 

4. Ms. Loysen moves. 

5. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

7. Mr. Dash states that he will need to leave the hearing. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
1236 Monterey Street 

                                                                     
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Nicole Nyman & Phillip Bujakowski 
1236 Monterey Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-J-258 

 

Applicant: 
Robert Baumbach 
900 Middle Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  1/13/22 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of a rear addition. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Falcone recuses himself from discussion and voting. 

2. Mr. Bob Baumbach speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the project 
and goes through the presentation. 

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

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Hill moves to approve. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. Mr. Falcone 
recused himself and did not vote. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
1220 Palo Alto Street 

                                                                     
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Sarah Rose & Matt Naeger 
1220 Palo Alto Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-K-146 
 

 

Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  12/30/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including enlargement of rear dormer and 
construction of rooftop deck. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona 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 Commissioners. 

 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.  

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
1226 Palo Alto Street 

                                                                     
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Michael Bellini & Peggy Wang 
1226 Palo Alto Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-K-139 

 

Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  12/15/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of rear rooftop deck. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona 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 Commissioners. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Hill moves to approve the application. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 2, 2022 

 
508 N. Taylor Avenue 

                                                                     
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Tom Rich 
Rich Revocable Trust 
508 N. Taylor Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-J-217 

 
Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  12/30/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of rear carport with pergola. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona 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 Commissioners. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Hill moves to approve the application. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC –February 2, 2021 

Troy Hill Firehouse 
1800 Ley Street 

      
               Historic Nomination     

 

Owner: 
City of Pittsburgh 

 
Ward: 24th 
 
Lot and Block:  48-N-10 

 

Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nominations Received:  1/18/22 
 

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 9, representation of a cultural, historic, 
architectural, archeological, or related theme expressed through distinctive areas, 
properties, sites, structures, or objects that may or may not be contiguous, 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 notes that they don’t generally take public comment for the 

determination of viability. She asks for comments and questions from 
Commissioners. 
 

3. Ms. Loysen asks if there are any plans to restore some of the historic elements of 
the façade. 
 

4. Mr. Falcone states that it is a good question, as some of the alterations caused 
some lack of integrity in terms of architecture. He states that there is a good 
opportunity for reconstruction, although some of the original elements like the 
columns and dome would be much harder to reconstruct. 
 

5. Ms. Loysen states that it reminds her of some of the unfortunate alterations done 



to the schools. 
 

6. Mr. Hill states that the intention is to sell it, so hopefully a developer with deeper 
pockets than the city will be able to undertake a restoration. 
 

7. Ms. Aguirre states that it is still great to see it nominated, and hopefully that will 
allow a developer to take advantage of tax credits while still having the history 
preserved. 
 

8. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to provide a determination of positive viability based on Criteria 
3, 4, 9, and 10. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC –February 2, 2022 

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 again that she is surprised that this building wasn’t already 

listed. She asks for public comment. 
 

3. Mr. Falcone speaks as president of the congregation and thanks the Commission 
on behalf of the board and congregation. He states that the building’s history is 
interwoven into the history of the city, state, and country, and they are looking to 
celebrate that. 
 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment; there is none. She states that the 
nomination is extensive and the criteria are well defined. She states that she feels it 
can be recommended to City Council. 
 

5. Ms. Loysen agrees. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to recommend that Rodef Shalom be designated a local historic 
landmark 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. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC –February 2, 2022 

Tito House 
1817 Fifth Avenue 
1818 Colwell Street 

                
                
               Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
James A. McGuire 
Sal and Irene Williams 

 
Ward: 3rd 
 
Lot and Block:  11-E-93, 11-E-91 

 
Nominator: 
Brittany McDonald 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Nominations Received:  10/1/21 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  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 1, location as a 
site of a significant historic or prehistoric event or activity, 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 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 based on Criteria 3, 7, and 10. 
 

2. Dr. David Rotenstein makes a presentation on behalf of the nominator, Dr. 
Brittany McDonald, supporting the nomination based on the criteria for 
nomination including Criteria 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 9, and 10. 

 
3. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment. She acknowledges for the record 

the letters of support and in opposition received by email. 
 

4. Ms. Donna Brusco speaks as one of the grandchildren of the Tito family. She 
speaks in support of the nomination. 



 
5. Ms. Dev Meyers speaks in opposition to the nomination. 

 
6. Mr. Patrick Rega speaks as council for the owners of the Fifth Avenue property. He 

outlines the owners’ opposition to the nomination. 
 

7. Ms. Melissa McSwigan speaks in support of the nomination. 
 

8. Ms. Jeanne McNutt speaks in support of the nomination. 
 

9. Ms. Rona L. Pekich speaks as a descendant of the family. She speaks in support of 
the nomination. 

 
10. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment; there is none. She asks for 

comments and questions from Commissioners. 
 

11. Mr. Hill asks if the buildings can be voted on separately. 
 

12. Ms. Quinn clarifies that the nomination is for a site, which includes both buildings. 
 

13. Mr. Hill states that the story is compelling, but overall he is not sure if he agrees 
that the nomination criteria apply. He addresses Criterion 3 and states that it is 
true that the house is the only home of that nature left on the part of Fifth Avenue. 
He states that he could also see a state historical marker commemorating the story 
rather than designation of the whole site. 

 
14. Ms. Loysen agrees that the story is compelling, and wonders if the significance is 

the story or the building. 
 

15. Ms. Quinn clarifies that if the story can be connected to the building, than the 
building is significant, which is part of the National Park Services’ criteria. 

 
16. Mr. Green states that he doesn’t have anything to add at this time. 

 
17. Mr. Falcone states that he has a lot of concerns about the nomination and does not 

feel that he is in a place to support it. He states that he understands Ms. Loysen’s 
comments about the story, and he states that this story involves both positive 
aspects of the community and also negative aspects, such as the crime that would 
have had an effect on the community that would not always have been positive. He 
states that his family is not from Pittsburgh but is Italian, and he can recall stories 
of people in the neighborhood that had very bad experiences with what they are 
addressing today as numbers running and bootlegging but what was experienced 
as extortion and ugliness. He states that he is not comfortable with moving the 
nomination forward without that being addressed as part of the story. He also 
states that they have heard a lot of support for the nomination, but he feels that the 
voice of an Italian-American group is missing from the discussion. 

 
18. Mr. Snipe states that he did listen intently to the testimony that was given today. 

He agrees that it is a good story, but states that a lot of the story has not been told. 
He states that he was offended by the presenter’s use of Black history to purify the 



Tito history, which he feels is not history to be honored. He states that he cannot 
support the nomination. 

 
19. Ms. Aguirre states that she has read everything that has been submitted and 

presented. She agrees that it is a very colorful history, which comes through in the 
120 page nomination. She states that it outlines aspects of local and American 
history that were new to her. She states that she would like to see the building 
preserved to tell the story rather than just a historic marker, which is something 
that is put up when the historic fabric is already gone. She also supports the 
comments of Mr. Falcone and Mr. Snipe, as she initially saw the nomination as 
emphasizing the benefits of the Tito family to the Italian-American community, 
potentially on the backs of the African-American community. She also addresses 
the organized crime aspect and how that may have affected members of the 
community that were not involved. She states that they have received additional 
information on those aspects today, as requested at the first hearing in November. 

 
20. Ms. Loysen states that she is concerned about how this nomination fits into the 

community’s plans for development. 
 

21. Ms. Aguirre addresses comments that were made about development and 
properties that have been left to deteriorate in order to sell later. She states that 
there have been a lot of things torn down, and she feels that this is an opportunity 
to preserve some of the history of the neighborhood. She feels that the complicated 
history of the property will help diversify the city’s landmarks while telling a story 
that adds richness and depth to the city as a whole. She also wants the Commission 
to consider the ten Criteria for Designation as part of the discussion. She states 
that for her, Criteria 2, 7, and 10 are the strongest, with other Criteria are 
possibilities. 
 

22. Ms. Loysen agrees that the building is significant for the story and not for the 
architecture of the building. 
 

23. Mr. Hill states that after the discussion of the Criteria, he could agree with 
Criterion 10 but is leaning towards no for the rest. 
 

24. Mr. Falcone states that with his concerns about the nomination he can’t find any of 
the Criteria applicable or make a positive recommendation to City Council. 
 

25. Mr. Snipe agrees that he cannot support any of the Criteria or the nomination. 
 

26. Mr. Green states that he will be abstaining. 
 
 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to not provide a positive recommendation to City Council. 

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Mr. Falcone, Mr. Hill, Ms. Loysen, and Mr. Snipe are 
in favor, Mr. Green abstains and Ms. Aguirre is opposed. Motion carries. 
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Certificates of Appropriateness Report – February 2022  
Staff 

Approval 
C of A 

Number 
Date 

Issued 
 

Application Address 
Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

C 22-007 7-Feb-22 508 N Taylor Avenue 

Mexican War 

Streets 

Construction of rear carport 

with pergola 

C 22-008 7-Feb-22 1226 Palo Alto Street 

Mexican War 

Streets 

Construction of a rear rooftop 

deck 

C 22-009 7-Feb-22 1220 Palo Alto Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Building renovations 

C 22-010 7-Feb-22 1236 Monterey Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Construction of rear addition 

C 22-011 7-Feb-22 1607 Manhattan Street Manchester 

Construction of two new 

houses and addition to existing 

house 

C 22-012 7-Feb-22 1727 Bedford Avenue Individual 

Site work including fencing, 

light poles, and walkways 

C 22-013 7-Feb-22 2424 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street 

Building renovations including 

window, door, and garage door 

replacement 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

C 22-014 7-Feb-22 1010 Cedar Avenue Deutschtown 

Installation of ramp for 

accessibility 

S 22-015 8-Feb-22 1242 Resaca Place 

Mexican War 

Streets 

In-kind replacement of wooden 

windows 

S 22-016 10-Feb-22 204 5th Avenue Market Square 

Relocation and alteration to 

existing rooftop cellular 

installation 

S 22-017 10-Feb-22 845 Western Avenue Allegheny West In-kind window replacement 

S 22-018 21-Feb-22 514 Roslyn Place Roslyn Place 

In-kind replication of hand 

railing 

S 22-019 21-Feb-22 111 Sampsonia Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind roof replacement 

S 22-020 22-Feb-22 224 5th Avenue Market Square Signage 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 22-021 22-Feb-22 1 Pius Street #A3 Individual In-kind door replacement 

C 22-022 23-Feb-22 1010 Cedar Avenue Deutschtown 

Alterations to rooftop HVAC 

units including installation of 

screening 

S 22-023 24-Feb-22 4377 Schenley Farms Terrace Schenley Farms In-kind building renovations 
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