
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of June 1, 2022 
Beginning at 12:30 PM 

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

In Attendance: 
 
Members Staff 

Lucia M. Aguirre Sharon Spooner 

Richard Snipe Sarah Quinn 

Matthew Falcone  
James Hill  

David Green  

Andrew Dash  

  

 
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 May 2022 meeting minutes, Mr. Falcone moves 
to approve and Mr. Green seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Mr. Falcone, Mr. Hill, Mr. 
Green, and Ms. Aguirre are in favor and Mr. Dash and Mr. Snipe abstain. Motion carries.  
   
Approval of Issuance of Certificates of Appropriateness:  In regards to the issuance 
of Certificates of Appropriateness in May 2022, Mr. Dash 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  gives a staff update including the status of nominations and updates on staff 

work with last month’s applicants. 

2. Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn until 1:00pm. 

3. Mr. Green seconds. 

4. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order at 1:00pm and confirms that a quorum is 

present before moving to Hearing and Action. 

Directors Report: 
 
Adjourn: 
 
Mr. Falcone 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 – June 1, 2022 

 
823 Western Avenue 

                                                                     
Allegheny West Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Sarah Mistick 
Irwin Brighton LLC 
1300 Brighton Road 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  8-A-54,55 
 

 

Applicant: 
Yoko Tai 
Tai + Lee Architects PC 
3106 Brereton Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

Council District: 1st   
 
ZDR #: DCP-ZDR-2022-03689 
 
Application Received:  4/21/22 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of a new residence. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Yoko Tai speaks as the architect for the project. She explains the project and 
goes through the presentation. 

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 applicant on-site and reviewed the project. She states that they can’t 
support the synthetic materials being proposed, including the fiberglass front 
door, Fypon trim, Hardie board, synthetic porch elements, and aluminum-clad 
windows. She states that they would like to see double-hung, two-over-two 
wooden windows. She addresses the outside vestibule on the front door, stating 
that it should match other houses in the neighborhood with the vestibule on the 
inside. She states that other items have been revised, including the railings being 
iron and the lighter mortar color. She states that this is the first new construction 
in the neighborhood in 40 years and will set a precedent. 

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

5. Mr. Hill states that he is concerned about the entrance being set back. 

6. Ms. Aguirre agrees and looks like it is because there are extra steps. 

7. Ms. Tai addresses the entrance and states that they tried to be harmonious with 
the neighboring property. She states that the neighboring property has one-over-
one windows as well. 

8. Ms. Quinn states that that property is very different than others in the 
neighborhood. 

9. Mr. Falcone agrees and states that it was very difficult to review that property 
when it came before HRC because it is so different. 



10. Ms. Tai addresses some issues with the grade that drove their decisions. 

11. Mr. Falcone addresses the LRC’s concerns about materials and asks if the 
applicant would be willing to address the concerns with more appropriate 
materials, at least on the front façade. 

12. Ms. Tai states that longevity was on her and the owner’s minds while selecting 
materials, and she also consulted what materials are acceptable to the National 
Parks’ Service. She states that they were looking for the historic look but not 
necessarily historic materials. 

13. Mr. Falcone states that it is a balance, especially with new construction, but he 
states that there is an opportunity on the front façade to rethink the materials. He 
states that since this will set a precedent for the neighborhood, more time might be 
needed to work with the LRC. 

14. Mr. Hill agrees. He asks about the trees, although they aren’t in the HRC’s 
purview. 

15. Ms. Tai addresses the trees. She asks if a mix of materials will be an issue. 

16. Ms. Quinn states that this is a corner building, so those two sides will be the main 
concern. 

17. Mr. Falcone states that the less-visible sides may be able to use alternate materials. 

18. Ms. Aguirre agrees with the issues with the materials and the location, as it is a 
prominent location in a well-kept historic district. 

19. Mr. Hill suggests tabling for 30 days to give the applicant time to work with staff 
and the LRC on the materials on the front façade and Rope way elevation, the 
setback of the door, and possibly the two-over-two windows. 

20. Ms. Aguirre states that since this is the first new construction, she would like to see 
two-over-two windows. 

21. Mr. Green states that they may have issues with DOMI if the extend the stairs out 
farther into the public right-of-way. 

22. Ms. Quinn states that DOMI has been willing to work with applicants in historic 
districts on the stairs. 

23. Ms. Tai explains their thinking with the recessed entry but states that they can 
rethink it and pull it out more toward the street. 

 Motion: 

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

2. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – June 1, 2022 

 
2303-2313 E. Carson Street 

                                                                     
East Carson Street Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Mark Speicher 
Faros Birmingham Pl LLC 
100 South Commons  
Pittsburgh, PA 15212 

 
Ward:  16th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-G-22 

 

Applicant: 
Jesse Gidley 
LGA Partners 
1425 Forbes Avenue Suite 400 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

Council District:  3rd 
 
ZDR #: DCP-ZDR-2022-04124 
 
Application Received:  4/14/22 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including window replacement. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Jesse Gidley speaks as the architect for the project. He explains the updates to 
the proposal since last time 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 will abstain again from voting 
in this case. 

3. Mr. Falcone commends the applicant for taking their comments into 
consideration. He states that he would like more clarification on the colors. 

4. Mr. Gidley states that they took the comments about the blue color and tried other 
color palettes, but what they are showing was the only color scheme that they likes 
and the owner was amenable to as well. He states that they would like approval for 
painting but can continue to work on the color scheme after approval. 

5. Mr. Falcone states that he would like to see something more muted. 

6. Mr. Hill asks about the Commission’s role in approving painting. 

7. Mr. Quinn clarifies that different districts have different guidelines about painting, 
but she states that paint color for the trim on this building considering the scope of 
the project shouldn’t be a dealbreaker. 

8. Ms. Aguirre states that this proposal is a lot more in character with the district and 
doesn’t have any additional concerns. 

 

 

 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Hill moves to approve. 

2. Mr. Green seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – June 1, 2022 

 
1245 Palo Alto Street 

                                                                  
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Bethany Sowinski 
1245 Palo Alto Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-K-127 

 

Applicant: 
Bethany Sowinski 
1245 Palo Alto Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Council District:  1st 
 
ZDR #: DCP-ZDR-2022-05112 
 
Application Received:  4/14/22 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Replacement of siding with Hardie siding. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Ken Sowinski speaks as the owner of the property. He explains the proposal 
and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She reads for the record an 
email received in opposition to the project. She asks for comments and questions 
from Commissioners.  

3. Mr. Falcone is glad to see the email, as that property was one that came to mind 
when reviewing this application. He shares the two concerns about replication of 
the trim and the product itself, which has generally been approved in less visible 
areas. 

4. Ms. Aguirre agrees and states that the wood sided houses in the neighborhood 
should be preserved. 

5. Mr. Dash states that the Commission has had this  discussion about Hardie in this 
historic district previously, and have consistently decided that in visible areas it is 
not acceptable as a replacement for wood siding. 

6. Ms. Aguirre suggests that the application could be tabled for 30 days. 

7. Mr. Hill asks if the applicant understands the Commission’s position. 

8. Mr. Sowinski states that he does understand, but he states that wood siding would 
be more expensive and will put them back in the same position as far as 
maintenance. He states that the Hardie does look like wood and not like vinyl 
siding. 

9. Ms. Aguirre states that the Commission can’t take cost into consideration. 

10. Ms. Quinn states that the issue is that the siding specification provided doesn’t 
look like the existing siding. She suggests looking for an alternate product with a 
similar profile, and also looking at using wood on the front facade with alternate 
materials on the other elevations, so that the character of the building is not 



changed. 

11. Mr. Hill suggests tabling the application for the applicant to work with staff. 

 Motion: 

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

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – June 1, 2022 

 
1238-1240 Butterfield Way 

                                                                  
MWS Historic District Expansion 

 

Owner:  
Shai Avramovich 
Traffic Effect LLC 
724 N. Clair Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15206 

 
Ward:  25th 
 
Lot and Block:  23-K-391 

 

Applicant: 
John-Edward Porter 
Desmone 
265 High Street, Suite 7 
Morgantown, WV 26505 

Council District:  6th 
 
ZDR #: DCP-ZDR-2022-04512& 

04515 
 
Application Received:  4/21/22 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including addition of rear dormers. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John-Edward Porter 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 She states that the doors should have transoms to 
match the existing doors. 

3. Mr. Falcone asks about the railings and if the paint will be removed from the brick 
as part of the cleaning. 

4. Mr. Porter states that they won’t be changing the railings, and they plan on 
removing the paint from the brick. 

5. Mr. Falcone addresses the rear dormers, stating that the size and scale are 
substantial. He recommends either breaking them up or decreasing the size. He 
does realize they are not very prominent visual features. 

6. Ms. Aguirre states that the transoms and the dormers are the issues so far. She 
asks about the back doors. 

7. Mr. Porter states that they are sliding doors. 

8. Ms. Quinn asks if the property will be fenced. 

9. Mr. Porter states that they can look at fencing. 

10. Ms. Quinn recommends adding a stained stockade fence to their proposal so it can 
be approved, and if it hides elements on the rear of the building they may not need 
to be reviewed. 

11. Mr. Falcone asks if the application should come back to HRC. 

12. Ms. Aguirre states that she would like to see it back. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application with the following caveats: that the 
transom window be added back to the front door and that a stockade fence be 
added in the rear of the property, and that the applicant return to the HRC for the 
redesign of the dormers. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – June 1, 2022 

 
706-708 Cedar Avenue 

                                                                     
Deutschtown Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Matt Hicks 
706 Cedar Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-S-239 

 

Applicant: 
Jeff Michelson 
Desmone 
3400 Butler Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  3/16/22 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Demolition and construction of new houses with facades to 
match existing. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Jeff Michelson speaks as the architect for the project. He provides the 
additional information requested and goes through the presentation. 

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

3. Mr. Falcone states that he appreciates the applicant working with the Commission 
on this application. He states that he feels confident that they are at the point 
where they will be able to move the project forward. 

4. Ms. Aguirre agrees and states that the additional level of detail is what was needed 
for the Commission’s decision as well as for the community to see how seriously 
the demolition and reconstruction was considered. She states that she finds the 
solution for the garages appropriate as well. 

5. Mr. Hill agrees. 

6. Mr. Snipe states that he doesn’t have any concerns. 

7. Mr. Dash asks how the motion should be done because the is demolition and new 
construction. 

8. Ms. Quinn clarifies that the demolition was approved last month, so just the infill 
buildings are being approved. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Dash moves to approve the new construction as submitted. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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



Pittsburgh HRC –June 1, 2022 

 
412 Boulevard of the Allies 

      
               Historic Nomination     

 

Owner: 
City of Pittsburgh 
Housing Authority 
URA 

 
Ward: 1st 
 
Lot and Block:  1-M-150 

 

Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Nominations Received:  5/16/22 
 

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, 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 
positive determination of nomination viability. 

 
2. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

 
3. Mr. Green states that the ordinance allows for public comment. 

 
4. Ms. Aguirre states that they generally take public comment in the hearing to make 

a recommendation to City Council, but she asks if there is any public comment. 
There is none. 

 Motion: 

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

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC –June 1, 2022 

 
Murray Hill Historic District 
Expansion 
1163 & 1165 Murray Hill Avenue 

      
                
                
               Historic Nomination     

 

Owner: 
Chatham University 
Lenz Revocable Trust 
 

 
Ward: 14th 
 
Lot and Block:  85-K-225,227 

 

Nominator: 
Dan Holland 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  8th 
 
Nominations Received:  11/18/22 
 

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 8, 
exemplification of a pattern of neighborhood development or settlement 
significant to the cultural history or traditions of the City, whose components may 
lack individual distinction. She states that the property retains integrity and 
recommends that the Commission provide a positive determination of nomination 
viability. 

 
2. Mr. Dan Holland speaks as the nominator to provide some additional background. 

 
3. Ms. Aguirre notes that the nomination says that the original front porches were 

removed, but that integrity is maintained as other houses on the street have had 
their porches removed as well. 
 

4. Mr. Holland states that the porches were removed prior to the 1970s. 
 

5. The Commission discusses the nomination. 
 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Snipe moves to provide a positive determination of nomination viability based 
on Criterion 8. 

2. Mr. Dash seconds. 

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



Pittsburgh HRC – July 2022 

Certificates of Appropriateness Report – June 2022  
Staff 

Approval 
C of A 

Number 
Date 

Issued 
 

Application Address 
Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 22-114 1-Jun-22 1223 Veto Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion Repainting 

S 22-115 8-Jun-22 4147 Bigelow Boulevard Schenley Farms 

In-kind replacement of slate 

roof 

S 22-116 8-Jun-22 1111 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street Repainting of storefront 

S 22-117 9-Jun-22 1126 Warlo Street Manchester Installation of fencing 

S 22-118 9-Jun-22 3421 Parkview Avenue Oakland Square In-kind façade repairs 

S 22-119 10-Jun-22 1523 Monterey Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind window replacement 

S 22-120 10-Jun-22 603 W Jefferson Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion In-kind window replacement 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

C 22-121 13-Jun-22 2303-2313 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street 

Building renovations including 

window replacement 

C 22-122 13-Jun-22 706 Cedar Avenue Deutschtown 

Demolition and new 

construction 

C 22-123 13-Jun-22 708 Cedar Avenue Deutschtown 

Demolition and new 

construction 

S 22-124 13-Jun-22 822 Crucible Street Individual 

In-kind alterations to antennae 

on existing rooftop 

communications installations 

S 22-125 13-Jun-22 1607 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street 

In-kind alterations to antennae 

on existing rooftop 

communications installations 

S 22-126 13-Jun-22 500 Liberty Avenue Market Square 

In-kind alterations to antennae 

on existing rooftop 

communications installations 

S 22-127 15-Jun-22 810 Penn Avenue Penn-Liberty 

In-kind replacement of rear 

fire escape 



Staff 
Approval 

C of A 
Number 

Date 
Issued 

 
Application Address 

Historic 
District 

 
Work Approved 

S 22-128 15-Jun-22 832 Western Avenue Allegheny West In-kind roof replacement 

S 22-129 17-Jun-22 1301 Reddour Street 

Mexican War 

Streets Expansion 

Installation of shed in 

backyard behind existing 

fencing 

S 22-130 27-Jun-22 1922 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street 

In-kind repair of collapsed 

brick parapet 

S 22-131 27-Jun-22 726 N Beatty Street Alpha Terrace 

In-kind repair and repainting 

of wooden trim 

C 22-132 28-Jun-22 601-605 E Carson Street 

East Carson 

Street 

Building renovations including 

new ramp for accessibility 
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