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 ART COMMISSION 
 
Minutes of the meeting Wednesday, January 24, 2018 
Beginning at 2:00 p.m. 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Indovina, Baskinger, Luckett, Moss, Gable, 

Gastil 
 
PRESENT OF THE STAFF:    Guerra, Rearick 
             
   
                                   AGENDA ITEMS COVERED IN THESE MINUTES 

ITEM PAGE 
1. Strip District Banners 1-3 
2. Larimer WiFi 3-6 

 
A.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
Roll call. Indovina asks for Commissioners to review and comment on the minutes. Andrew Moss 
states that he wasn’t present for that commission. Luckett motioned to approve the minutes, 
seconded by Baskinger. Motion carried. 
 
B.  Correspondence 
Guerra stated that Chair Indovina received a letter to the committee for Section 106 and provided 
the letter in regard to the Cantini project. 
 
C. Items for Review  

 
1. Strip District Banners-Clean Sweep 

(Conceptual) 
Jackie Capretto, Project Coordinator 

 
Capretto introduced herself as a new resident of the Strip District. She is slightly concerned about 
the litter. She is interested in improving the presence of litter in the city, and she has tried to 
achieve this by meeting with those that have a vested interest in the Strip District. She met with 
the police, Deb Gross from City Council, different organizations; in order to see how she could be 
of help, while meeting city compliance. The reason for Clean Sweep is to have an environmentally 
friendly, sustainable place to live. Volunteers clean up on a regular basis, but it is not sustainable. 
They have created several banners in order to educate the public that it’s not okay to litter. The 
banners will act as a visual reminder with the tag-line “Pick it Up PGH.”  They want it to be a litter-
free zone, and for people to take pride in their community. The cost of banners is $418 and the 
company is a Strip District business; they will ensure the installation of the banner, while they will 
pick up the cost of the additional insurance.  Where the red markings are shown on the map, they 
have identified many locations. They would like to start with a few banners and gradually add 
more as they are permitted. They have managed to receive approval from the Mayor for a Clean 
Sweep Day on April 21, 2018 to coincide with Earth Day. She provided poles that don’t have any 
signage for a 4 ft. x 2 ft. banner on both sides of the street from 17th Street through 27th Street. 
The banners will cover areas frequented by a lot of traffic; then they can branch out to other 
streets that need clean up as well. Clean Sweep supporters are Pitt Ohio and Oxford 
Development. They have also been involved with Strip District Neighbors.  In terms of the look of 
the banner, it’s taken from the mural that was done on the parking lot wall in the Strip District, in 
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order to maintain consistency; they did get permission from the artist and from the Sprout Fund, 
which commissioned the mural.  
 
Moss raised the point that to some extent we are adding to the visual clutter of the street by adding 
these banners. If the objective of this is less litter, why are we adding more stuff?  The 
Commissioner is a bit torn as to whether the banners are the best answer, and a necessary 
answer.  
 
Capretto feels that there is no other way for people to recognize it as a litter-free zone; she does 
not see any other way to educate the public.  
 
Moss states that raising awareness will be a huge step forward, and these banners will help 
facilitate that discussion.  Though, Clean Sweep is open to ideas. The banners are expected to 
be up for 6 months because it takes a while to create change. If they start to tatter they will be 
taken down and replaced.  
 
Luckett asked whether or not Capretto spoke to other residents and business owners about this 
logo and the banner to see how they have responded to the anti-litter campaign.  
 
Capretto contacted Forestry, Tree Pittsburgh, developers, real estate agents, Waste 
Management, Strip District Neighbors, and every division that has a vested interest in keeping 
the streets clean. Clean Sweep had a meeting with the developers and merchants to make sure 
they had their support. They are very supportive of the effort and it helps them as well.  
 
Luckett suggested that it might be premature to do something like this, and the visual clutter is 
something that needs to be thought out because, in the past, the City has tried a similar effort with 
messages on the trash cans in order to communicate that this is a smoke-free zone or litter-free 
zone, but people disregard them.  
 
Luckett also stated that she is unconvinced that putting banners up might deter people from 
littering. Clean Sweep is also gathering funding for grates around the trees and additional trash 
cans that the City can install. The City has agreed that if trash cans are installed, they will take 
the trash away. 
 
Capretto thinks that once people see the difference with the trash cans and grates, the banners 
will be a supportive educational reminder. Capretto noted that the material and height of the 
banners will be consistent and in accordance with the specifications of the City guidelines.  
 
As two Commissioners have mentioned a concern with the visual clutter, Gastil suggested that 
the concern could be addressed by a visual representation of the banners using Photoshop. That 
way it could be concluded whether or not the banners are indeed visual clutter or not.  
 
Indovina suggested that Clean Sweep comes back with a rendering of the banner in place, and 
an overview of all of the program elements suggested.  
 
Baskinger also suggested that the applicant come back with a more robust plan and timeline, 
identify the poles which are most seen, and perhaps every 6 months have different messaging 
with a predictable and regular pattern. In this way, the people will be more likely to pay attention 
to the signs; they will become a part of the fabric of the environment.   
 
The letter of permission from the mural artist to Clean Sweep was provided in the hearing.   
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The Commission will table the discussion for now. Indovina motioned to table, which was 
seconded by Luckett.  All in favor. 
 
  
MOTION:  Table  
MOVED BY        Indovina                  SECONDED BY   Luckett 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None         CARRIED 
 
         

2. Larimer WiFi-Velociti on behalf of the Kingsley Association  
(Conceptual-Final) 
Damian Propes, Account Manager 

 
Propes stated that a couple of years ago Google granted funds to the community of Larimer to 
design and deploy street level wireless network.  The wireless does not penetrate inside of 
residential homes, although it does operate inside of the Kingsley Community Center and points 
of interest such as bus stops, parks, gardens, and other gathering areas.  The network started 
out small, with 14 units.  Those are attached to vertical assets, buildings, or anything that Velociti 
has been given approval to attach to.  It was decided to expand wireless service down by the 
elementary school.  Velociti then got permit approval to deploy, 10 of those are now in place, 
some did not go up because vertical assets disappeared because of redevelopment rehab.  At 
this point Velociti went out and reassessed, because of the more decorative poles that they cannot 
attach to, they came up with a redesign.  There are now between 24-28 radios in the plan.  Two 
are already deployed on top of the Kingsley Center.  Two others will be on top of the Eco Center 
by the garden.  Ten are up in the air now, three need to be relocated.  There are between 16-18 
proposed locations, 10 are joint-use street lights.  Meaning Duquesne Light owns the pole itself, 
and the City owns and operates the arm.  Duquesne Light doesn’t care as long as an attachment 
is not on their asset.  Velociti has an as-built engineering document for metal poles and wooden 
poles. They only concern Velociti has is if the current metal street lights are going to stay, or if 
they are going to be switched with the more decorative poles. 
 
Gastil asked for images. 
 
Propes provided a high-level list of locations along with images of each site.  Then he shared a 
GIS report. 
 
Moss askes what exactly is being talked about-what is the actual device, and asked for specs. 
 
Propes said it is like a wireless device and that it looks like a shoebox.   
 
Gable said he’s seen a dome and a box, and asks which it will be. 
 
Propes said there is a potbelly and a box. 
 
Gable says the technical drawing shoes a dome, then on the next page a box, and asks which it 
is. 
 
Propes says it is the Samsung device.  The dome changed into a box and it is about the size of 
the projector (in the Art Commission Hearing room). 
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Baskinger asks how the box mounts to the poll. 
 
Propes says it mounts exactly the same as the potbelly.  It’s still on the cross arm on a joint use 
poll.  On a metal pole it’s on the vertical mass. 
 
Baskinger asks which way the antennas face. 
 
Propese says up and down.  The radio that has been selected has external antennas.  He showed 
how the radio would be mounted via an image on the screen. 
 
Baskinger asks if there are two modules plus a wire for each installation. 
 
Propes said that is correct. 
 
Luckett asks for a confirmation on how many will be installed. 
 
Propes said 16-18 more.  (He then approached the screen away from the microphone to discuss 
each location-his comments at that point were undecipherable.) 
 
Propes then said that the project got delayed and approval from the Art Commission was put in 
place as a part of the process since the original submission.  He said he did not previously have 
to get permission from the Commission for a permit. 
 
Gable explained that the Art Commission has purview of every design concept in the right of way, 
and because things have occurred in the past without anyone knowing it, which is why the new 
process.  He stated it’s the third or fourth application with different technical drawings for 
telecommunications, so the City is trying to avoid a “mish-mash” of design. 
 
Gastil asked if the issue of location for each radio is related to height. 
 
Propes said that height is the issue, the radios need to be about 20-25 ft. into the air. 
 
Gastil asked for clarification, if there are 2 types, which will be dome and which will be a box. 
 
Propes said none will be a dome, all will be the box. 
 
Gastil asked if they are deployed on either the pole or the arm, not both. 
 
Propes said correct. 
 
Indovina asked how long they will stay in place until they are obsolete. 
 
Propes stated that Kingsley has a 36 months, 3 year contract Google, Velociti is the support on 
that.  That starts the day the network is turned on. 
 
Invdovina asks what happens after the 36 months. 
 
Propes said that a discussion will have to be had at that point about whether or not to leave them 
up, or who will continue to pay for it. 
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Luckett asked whether or not there was anything in the contract regarding what happens after the 
36 months is over regarding who takes care of it. 
 
Propes said that Kingsley owns the assets and will be responsible.  Velociti is the sub-prime. 
 
Luckett said that it would be good for Kingsley to speak on who will maintain after 36 months.  
She asked if there is any agreement. 
 
Propes said there is a telecom license and agreement put in place.  The telecom application was 
filled out by Kingsley.  Malik Bankston is the contact at Kingsley and Liz Schwab is the contact at 
Google. 
 
Baskinger said there must be an agreement with the City. 
 
Guerra said she will find out with the Law Department. 
 
Propes read off some names of City employees from an email that were included in the process 
of the original agreement: Katie O’Malley, Ben Carlisle, Mike Salem, Kyle Chintalapalli. 
 
Gastil asked for the date on that. 
 
Propes said there were several meetings with that consortium from 2015-early 2016. 
 
Gastil said that the agreement can be found and that isn’t the same thing as the role at the Art 
Commission.  So follow-up can happen with some of the names Propes gave from the City as 
well as Kingsley and Duquesne. 
 
Luckett said she thinks it is great that access is being provided, but the Art Commission is trying 
to assure the integrity. 
 
Gastil asked if the decorative pole is now a City standard. 
 
Gable said the shorter pole with the acorn shape is standard 
 
Gastil asked if the fluting on the decorative pole was the problem. 
 
Propes said the problem is too short and there is no power tap. 
 
Baskinger said that is concern goes beyond why Velociti is here.  There is no plan to maintain 
after the agreement is over.  After the three years his concern is that as they break and degrade, 
they become techno-garbage, which become toxic boxes in the environment.  So the City he said 
needs to develop a long-term plan for dealing with technology beyond visual fit, which then 
aesthetics need to be dealt with.  He stated he is uncomfortable giving a blanket permit while 
those things need resolved. 
 
Guerra said the City is working on all of that right now. 
 
Propes said that topic has been covered with someone in the City and was part of the original 
conversations.  Which is beyond the City and Kingsley. 
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Gastil said that where things are as a City is that because the guidelines for Telecom are being 
set, the way that it works now is that in a sense, the Art Commission needs to address projects 
that are very specific.  And this project is a specific 18 and not a city-wide project, which needs to 
be responded to while waiting to establish a city-wide standard. 
 
Moss said that his point of view is that these are not offensive and it is a relatively specific and 
small in nature, that he is of an inclination to approve this.  He said though that the City needs a 
plan with Kingsley about how those are dealt with three years from now, though that’s outside of 
the purview of the Art Commission. 
 
Indovina said the only issue seems to be the three year issues, and that it is positive to provide 
wireless access to the community. 
 
Baskinger asked who selected the Samsung device. 
 
Propes said it was recommended by Velociti and approved by the consortium. 
 
Baskinger asked if it could be approved with a commitment from Kingsley about what happens 
after the three years. 
 
Indovina said that the Commission has approved projects in the past with conditions regarding 
removal of objects. 
 
Gastil said for clarification about who the applicant is today. 
 
Propes said Velociti on behalf of the Kingsley Association. 
 
Gastil said then there could be a condition. 
 
Indovina agreed with Moss’s earlier statement that they are not an offensive design and there 
aren’t many, so he is inclined to approve it. 
 
Luckett said she is too. 
 
Indovina states that Velociti is here for Conceptual-Final review and asks for a motion. 
 
Moss says he motions for approval for up to 20 pole mounted devices in the Larimer neighborhood 
as described with the condition that the Kingsley Association provides assurance that these 
devices will be removed or maintained after the three year contract. 
 
 
MOTION:  Final approval  
MOVED BY        Moss                    SECONDED BY   Luckett 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None         CARRIED 
 
Gable asked about the apparatus on the Kingsley Association.  Propes said it’s on the roof.  Gable 
then asked if they have looked at where they can go on other buildings, rather than low-hanging 
fruit of City poles.  Propes said that yes, while the standard is vertical assets, it can go on private 
property as well and that they’ve attached to buildings, walls, monuments, flagpoles, etc. as long 
as they have permission of the asset owner. 
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D.  Staff Report 
 
Guerra began by stating that the City has the interim report available regarding Stephen Foster.  
She provided that report to the Commissioners.  She said that following the last Hearing more 
letters were received from the public with those being (1) to relocate, (4) to do nothing, (2) to 
alter, and (2) not conclusive.  PA+CD has been working with DPW and DPW can support the 
removal of the statue rather than a third party.  DPW and PA+CD will be coordinating the move.  
The letters for potential sites will be sent at the end of this week or early next week.  That letter 
was drafted by PA+CD and edited by the Law Department.  It will go to the sites that were 
suggested by the public as well as added by the Mayor.  The hope is to do removal and 
relocation at the same time. 
 
Gastil stated that the absolute final language doesn’t exist but it is close.  It basically says that 
the organization or organization was suggested as a potential site for this to be located-
characterized as referenced by the process. 
 
Luckett mentioned to add the Heinz History Center.  Only Heinz Hall ended up on the list. 
 
Guerra said the City is on track with what was deliberated. 
 
Gable said that the crew that looked at it feels it can be dismantled easily and moved.  And if it 
has to be stored it will be done, and though it’s outside, they will probably cover it up to prevent 
and graffiti or such.  It’s a protected area but to be sure at night. 
 
Gastil said that while the City has only heard informally from organizations, no one has said yes 
informally. 
 
Moss asked if nobody has said yes. 
 
Gastil said there have been some that said they would like it, but they may have been private, 
but not the suggested. 
 
Guerra stated that none of that has been formal yet.   
 
Luckett asked what the procedure is for deaccession from the City, and if something gets 
evaluated and then sold. 
 
Guerra said that the City has no deaccession policy, so any time something is de-accessed, it 
goes to the Office of Finance, and they do put it for sale.  That is removed from everyone at the 
table and the Office of Finance takes that.  In this case, even if the sculpture goes to private 
property, it will be on a lend. 
 
Moss asked if the City will still own the sculpture. 
 
Guerra said yes.  When the Commission deliberated the option was presented to 
remove/relocate or move for deaccession. But that wasn’t the deliberation, so figuring out with 
the Law Department, since it is a City asset, how does it go to a private property.  Which then it 
goes back to maintenance. 
 
Gastil then commented that Guerra has been working on a deaccession policy and asks if it will 
come out this year. 
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Guerra stated the deaccession plan will come out with the Art Plan.  She then went on to 
discuss the telecommunications contract that has been established.  There was an RFP 
process.  The applicant/awarded contract will help to establish the aesthetic guidelines as well 
as zoning.  The consultant awarded is CNX and the Law Department is working on that 
agreement.  She stated that Baskinger will review some of the materials and also report to the 
Commission. 
 
Moss asked who CNX is and what kind of company they are. 
 
Guerra said she believed they have multiple offices, Las Vegas, Nashville, etc.  She said there 
were not many bidders because every City is running into the same problem with establishing 
aesthetic guidelines.  Guerra then reminded the Commissioners of the newsletter that came to 
them from the PA+CD division at the end of December, and recalled some of the projects 
completed over the last year /e-news letter sent to Commissioners in relation to the work the 
Division did on 2017 since Guerra became the Manager of the Division. Guerra proceeded to 
thank Rachel Rearick for her support and announced that Rearick-the Arts, Culture, and History 
Specialist, will be leaving her position with the City for a new job.  Guerra then introduced 
Mackenzie Plescovich as the intern that will be helping in the meantime as a search occurs to fill 
Rearick’s position.  Plescovich talked a bit about herself. 
 
Luckett thanked Guerra for the newsletter and said it was very helpful and insightful. 
 
Gable then said that he would like to say a few items.  He said that while he is happy to stay on 
the Commission and enjoys being a part of the Commission, with all of the changes in the City 
and the development of the Department of Mobility and Infrastructure (DOMI), he would suggest 
considering the Director of DOMI serve on the Art Commission, as they will have purview of 
many of the items that DPW previously did, as they’ll have the responsibility over many items of 
the right of way.  DPW will continue to support that work, but DOMI will be in charge of code. 
 
Luckett said she still believes there is integration with DPW. 
 
All agreed. 
 
Gastil supported that DPW would still have integration while the suggestion of including DOMI 
would be considered. 
 
Meeting Adjourned 
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Stephen Foster Statue 

Interim Report 01/24/18 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Summary 

Over the course of the past two months, the Public Art and Civic Design Division has been working to 
solidify the next steps related to the Stephen Foster statue, currently located on Forbes Avenue in 
Oakland.  This has included compiling additional public comment, working with the Department of Public 
Works to determine the process for removing the statue, and preparing a letter to be sent to sites that 
have been suggested for relocation. 

Additional Public Comment 

Following the October 25th Hearing, PA+CD received an additional 9 letters containing public comment.  
Those comments are reflected as follows: 

Relocate (1) 

Do Nothing (4) 

Alter (2) 

Non-Conclusive (2) 

Removal Planning with the Department of Public Works 

The PA+CD team met a crew from DPW on location at the statue.  The crew evaluated what equipment 
would be required to move the statue, as well as determined the best course of action in terms of moving 
the statue as one piece-and then the base as a second piece.  It was determined that DPW would have 
the tools and manpower to complete the removal.  Should PA+CD staff successfully solidify a new location 
within the given timeframe of removal, DPW will remove and relocate at the same time.  Should PA+CD 
staff need additional time to solidify a new location following the deadline for removal, DPW will remove 
the sculpture and place it in storage at a City-owned DPW location. 

Letters for Potential Sites 

PA+CD has been working closely with the Law Department to draft a letter or inquiry for potential sites.  
Mayor Peduto has suggested that this letter be sent formally from the Director of City Planning, since it is 
the Department in which the Art Commission is housed. 

Next Steps 

Correspondence will be sent to the sites that were suggested during the public comment period, as well 
as the sites that were suggest by the Office of the Mayor.  Those places include: PITT (the Stephen Foster 
Memorial), Allegheny Cemetery, the Foster Homestead in Lawrenceville, the Smithsonian African 
American Museum, the August Wilson Center, Carnegie Music Hall, the Carnegie Museum, all local 
Universities, Heinz Hall, and the Pittsburgh Public Schools. 
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