
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of February 7, 2018 
Beginning at 12:30 PM 

200 Ross Street 
First Floor Hearing Room 

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 
In Attendance: 
 
Members Staff Others  

Lucia M. Aguirre Sharon Spooner Lisa Carver  Maggie Connor 

Erik Harless Sarah Quinn Sean Lange Damon Weiss 

Ray Gastil  Dale McNutt Hal Coffey  

Matthew Falcone  Alexander Denmarsh Chris Gates 

Karen Loysen  Gary Cirrincione Stephen Connell 

  Mike McNamara Anna Foster 

  Rolland Ford Russell Blaich 

  Susan Brandt  

 
Call to Order: 
 
Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting for February 7, 2018 to order at 12:36 PM and takes a roll call. 
 
Old Business-None. 

New Business: 
 

Approval of Minutes:  In regards to the December meeting minutes, Mr. Gastil moves to 
approve and Mr. Falcone seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Mr. Gastil, Mr. Falcone, and 
Mr. Harless are in favor and Ms. Aguirre and Ms. Loysen abstain. Motion carries. 

   
Approval of Issuance of Certificates of Appropriateness:  In regards to the issuance 
of Certificates of Appropriateness in December 2017 and January 2018, Mr. Gastil moves to 
approve and Mr. Falcone seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion 
carries. 

    
 
Other Business: 
 

1. Mr. Falcone reports that City Council has just approved the nomination of the Tufa Bridges. 

2. Ms. Quinn talks about ongoing nominations and grant projects, including the Lawrenceville 

National Register nomination and the design guidelines project. 

3. Mr. Gastil talks about the guidelines document that is available on the website and speaks 

further about the project. 

4. Ms. Quinn discusses ongoing survey work. 

5. Mr. Gastil suggests that a session be scheduled to update the Commission on the surveys. 

6. Mr. Gastil speaks about Commissioner Carol Peterson, who passed away in December. He 

states that he is working on getting city recognition for her during National Preservation 

Week in March and at the March meeting of the HRC. 
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7. Ms. Aguirre thanks Mr. Gastil for his comments and update. She moves to adjourn the 

meeting until 1:00 PM. 

8. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order at 1:03 PM. 

 
 

Adjourn: 
 

Mr. Falcone motions to adjourn the meeting. 

[Second is inaudible]. 

Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote, all are in favor and meeting is adjourned. 

Minutes of the agenda items follow. 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

606 Cedar Avenue        Deutschtown Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Morgan Kronk 
Davis Prop. Holdings Co., LLC 
PO Box 44107 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15205 

 
Ward:  23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-S-111 
 

 

Applicant: 
Lisa Carver 
PWWG 
408 Boulevard of the Allies 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  11/17/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Lisa Carver steps to the podium; she is with the architects for the project. She 
talks about the background of the project and the scope of work. She shows photos 
of the existing conditions and plans and elevations for the proposal.  

2. Ms. Quinn states that materials specifications will be needed, including for the 
front door. 

3. Ms. Aguirre agrees that materials specifications would be helpful. 

4. Mr. Falcone asks about the transom for the front door. 

5. Ms. Carver clarifies that the 3D rendering has an error and shows the correct, 
undivided-lite transom. 

6. Mr. Falcone states that he would like to see cut sheets for the windows to compare 
the width of the existing and new windows. 

7. Ms. Loysen asks about the fencing. 

8. Ms. Quinn clarifies what type of fencing is acceptable and states that what the 
applicant has presented is generally approved. 

9. Mr. Harless addresses some building code issues including with the gate in the 
privacy fence. 

10. Mr. Morgan Kronk steps to the podium representing the owner. He states that 
there have been a lot of issues with the recess on the alley which is why they are 
asking for the fence at the property line. 

11. Ms. Aguirre asks for other comments or questions from the Commission. Hearing 
none, she asks for public comment. 

12. Mr. Chris Gates steps to the podium. He states that the project has come a long 
way, although he does have some concerns. He states that the alley is too small to 



have a flush gate opening on to the alley. He addresses the issues with the windows 
and states that his understanding is that any side of a building facing a street or 
alley is required to have wooden windows. He addresses the fencing as well and 
states that he thought that it could only be 4 feet high solid and an additional 2 feet 
perforated. He states that he is in support of the project. 

13. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment; there is none. She entertains a 
motion to table the application for 30 days for more information.  

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Gastil agrees and motions to table. 

2. Ms. Carver states that it would be in her client’s interest to receive a conditional 
approval rather than table for another 30 days. 

3. Ms. Quinn clarifies what will be needed for conditional approval from staff, 
including window materials along the alley and revised drawings to correct the 
error. 

4. The Commission discusses the fencing height, but since the guidelines defer to 
zoning requirements the Commission does as well. They discuss the alley and 
public right-of-way issues. 

5. Mr. Gastil states that the alley is a public right-of-way, and the question is if they 
have the discretion to say that this is different from other public rights-of-way or 
not. He states that they should look at conditional approval for the other items. 

6. Ms. Aguirre states her concerns about the need for more information. 

7. Mr. Gastil states that they will have to narrowly constrain the motion. 

8. Ms. Quinn clarifies that the Commission can approve some items and not others, 
for example they could approve some items with the submission of specs. She also 
states that in-kind replacement of wooden windows could be approved over-the-
counter. 

9. Mr. Gastil moves to approve the application with the exception of the windows on 
the Virgin Way elevation. The approval is conditional upon submittal to staff of 
window, door, and fencing specifications. 

10. Mr. Falcone seconds. 

11. Mr. Gastil amends his motion to include submittal to staff of corrected 3D 
drawings as noted in the presentation. 

12. Mr. Falcone seconds the amended motion. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

Morrow School 
1611 Davis Avenue 

        
                      Individual Landmark     

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

 
Ward:  27th 
 
Lot and Block:  75-C-89 
 

 
Applicant: 
Gary Cirrincione 
5507 Hays Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15206 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  
 
Application Received:  1/13/18 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Emergency smokestack repairs. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Gary Cirrincione steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He 
presents the emergency repair project for the smokestack. He states that the school 
district did make the decision to vacate the building until the necessary repairs 
were made. He states that they worked with staff and PLI and so far have taken 
down the top of the stack and preserved it with the intention of rebuilding it. He 
states that they would prefer to restore the masonry on the entire building, but 
based on past experience with the Commission and the historic guidelines they 
believe they will have to forgo that project and rebuild the smokestack as a historic 
feature of the building, although one that is no longer needed. 

2. Mr. Gastil asks for clarification on what is being approved and if it is the after-the-
fact measures or the rebuilding of the smokestack. 

3. Mr. Cirrincione states that the proposal they have brought is for a rebuild at the 
same height. 

4. Mr. Gastil states that they are submitting to rebuild then, but also noting the 
tradeoff between preserving the smokestack versus the masonry on the whole 
building. 

5. Mr. Cirrincione states that there is a dilemma as the smokestacks on the schools 
are no longer used but they are historic artifacts that they have been instructed to 
preserve. 

6. Mr. Gastil asks if they have reviewed the economic hardship documents. 

7. Mr. Cirrincione states that he has not. 

8. Mr. Harless clarifies that a permit was issued for the emergency measures pending 
HRC review. 

9. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 



10. Mr. Gastil states that he would like to discuss the application further before 
making a motion. He understands that stacks are an important feature of these 
buildings but asks the Commissioners to consider if they should take a larger 
position on the issue at some point or recommend a hardship application. 

11. Ms. Quinn states that she would accept a hardship application after a decision is 
made. 

12. Ms. Aguirre asks about the timeline and how long they expect the rebuilt 
smokestack to last. 

13. Mr. Cirrincione states that they would schedule the work for this summer and that 
the rebuilt smokestack should last another 100 years. 

14. Mr. Falcone commends the public schools on their diligence in carefully preserving 
the smokestack. He states that they do have the application before them to rebuild 
so they can rule on that. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to accept the emergency repairs and the application as 
submitted to rebuild the smokestack. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

Paramount Film Exchange 
1727 Blvd. of the Allies 

        
                      Individual Landmark     

 
Owner:  
Paramount Film Exchange 
1727 Boulevard of the Allies 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

 
Ward:  1st 
 
Lot and Block:  11-J-328 
 

 
Applicant: 
Paramount Film Exchange 
1727 Boulevard of the Allies 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  1/19/18 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Installation of green roof and railing. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Hal Coffey steps to the podium representing the owner. He gives some 
background on the building and the project. He states that it is before the 
Commission because there is some visibility of the railing from the side street, but 
they did push the railing back from what was originally proposed to reduce the 
visibility. He states that green roofs are a newer innovation that should be 
considered, and he points out that the National Park Service Standards for 
Rehabilitation call for rooftop additions to not impact the character of the property 
and not be “highly visible” from the public right-of-way. 

2. Ms. Quinn states that they did receive a letter of support from the URA in support 
of the green roof, and she notes that the Commission is really reviewing the railing 
as the visible portion. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments from Commissioners.  

4. The Commission discusses the visibility of the railing from the surrounding rights-
of-way. 

5. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

6. Mr. Dale McNutt steps to the podium; he is a tenant in the space. He talks about 
some of the issues that the project has faced. He feels that the project should be 
visible in the community as it furthers the goals of the community as an Eco 
Innovation District. He talks about the efforts to preserve the building and its 
character. He states that a ten foot setback was discussed for the roof, but states 
that he feels it is not viable for the function of the roof and that the proposed 
setback should be accepted. 

7. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motions to approve. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application as submitted. 

2. Mr. Gastil seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

1234 Buena Vista Street Mexican War Streets Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Peter & Nicole Bechtold 
1243 Buena Vista Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-J-328 
 

 
Applicant: 
Margaret Connor 
1/1 Studio 
1411 Arch Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  1st 
 
Application Received:  1/18/18 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Installation of rooftop deck with access door. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Maggie Connor with 1/1 Studio steps to the podium representing the owners of 
the property. She presents the proposal for a rooftop deck on the rear of the 
property. She states that it would be set back from the front façade by about 17 
feet. She talks about the materials for the project but states that they are open to 
suggestions or working with staff on those. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. Mr. Falcone states that he does have concerns that this does not have a minimal 
visual impact as the Commission has usually called for on rooftop decks. He asks if 
there is no setback between the railing and roof edge on the rear. 

4. Ms. Connor says there is no setback in the rear. She states that it would be visible 
from the rear but not from the front, which is shown in one of her photos. 

5. Mr. Falcone asks for clarification on the drawings. He states that he still has 
concerns about the visual impact, especially the door, staircase, and flush railing, 
and feels that the project approach should be reconsidered. 

6. Ms. Aguirre agrees and states that additional elevations and views would be 
helpful. She states that the fiberglass railing may not be appropriate. 

7. Ms. Loysen agrees and states that context with the neighboring buildings would 
also be helpful. 

8. Ms. Quinn states that she can take context photos from the rear and superimpose 
the railing. 

9. Mr. Harless asks about the boundaries of the district and if the alleyway is 
included. 

10. The Commission reviews the district map. 

11. Mr. Falcone asks if the applicant has considered an interior stair. 



12. Ms. Connor states that they had, and it would necessitate a “roof hut” which would 
be even more visible. 

13. Mr. Gastil states that since Drovers Way is not in the district, and with further 
confirmation that the deck is not visible from Buena Vista, he feels that the deck 
can be considered for approval. 

14. Mr. Falcone states that this proposal is a bit too far for him to approve. 

15. Ms. Loysen asks if it matters whether the public right-of-way is in the district or 
not. 

16. Mr. Gastil states that he is not going to make that argument, but he is just 
recognizing that it could be a different case. 

17. Ms. Quinn states that in the past the Commission has required applicants to move 
the railing back 10 feet to avoid visual impact from a public right-of-way. 

18. Ms. Aguirre states that she is concerned about precedent. She states that more 
information is needed for the Commission to make a ruling. She recommends a 
motion to table for 30 days. 

19. Ms. Connor asks what she should bring back. 

20. Ms. Quinn states that materials information would be helpful, including for the 
railing, which she recommends should be metal and painted black. 

21. Mr. Gastil states that the applicant should work further with staff. 

22. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion top table for 30 days for the applicant to work with 
staff on what materials and drawings should be provided, including context, 
materials, colors, and decks on garages in the district. 

23. Mr. Harless also asks for additional views from the alley. He states that they can 
take another look at this, but in the past the Commission really hasn’t approved 
much that was visible. 

24. Mr. Gastil agrees and states that a high standard has been set for these in the past. 

 Motion: 

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

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

929 Penn Avenue        Deutschtown Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Pigiron Public House 

 
Ward:  2nd 
 
Lot and Block:  9-N-141 
 

 
Applicant: 
Anna Foster 
mossArchitects 
181 42nd Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  1/19/18 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Alteration to previously-approved rooftop deck. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Anna Foster steps to the podium; she is with the architects for the project. She 
states that the entire project was before the Commission previously and this is a 
tenant fit-out project. She shows the plans and elevations and explains the project. 
She presents materials samples for the awning. 

2. The Commission reviews the awning drawings and material. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

4. Mr. Gastil states that this awning is behind the framework of the building and thus 
doesn’t present the usual problems the Commission has with awnings. He states 
that he doesn’t see an issue with it. 

5. Mr. Falcone also states that he doesn’t see an issue with it. 

6. The Commission discusses the material and color. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Gastil moves to approve. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

914-916 Manhattan Street          Manchester Historic District     

 
Owner:  
Jamison Grier 
3458 Fleming Road 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  7-B-141,142 
 

 
Applicant: 
PLI 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  6th 
 
Application Received:  1/19/18 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Demolition to grade. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Russell Blaich of PLI shows photos and talks about the condition of the 
properties. 

2. The Commission discusses the application. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

4. Mr. Roland Ford steps to the podium; he and his family lives next door to the 
property. He states that bricks are falling and vagrants are living in the building, 
and they are the ones that have to deal with it. He states that if the buildings are to 
come down the city should just do it instead of letting it drag on.  

5. Ms. Aguirre entertains a motion to approve the application. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the demolition as submitted. 

2. Mr. Gastil seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

Pittsburgh Wash House 
3495 Butler Street 

           
                         Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
Chip Desmone 

 
Ward:  6th 
 
Lot and Block:  48-S-235 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  7th 
 
Nomination Received:  1/12/18 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the nomination. She states that the 
property is significant under Criterion 2, identification with a person or persons 
who significantly contributed to the cultural, historic, architectural, archaeological, 
or related aspects of the development of the City of Pittsburgh, State of 
Pennsylvania, Mid-Atlantic region, or the United States, 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 9, representation of a cultural, 
historic, architectural, archaeological, or related theme expressed through 
distinctive areas, properties, sites, structures, or objects that may or may not be 
contiguous. She also states that the property retains integrity on its exterior. She 
recommends that the Commission make a positive assessment of viability. 

2. Mr. Falcone talks about the nomination and the criteria for designation. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Gastil moves to accept the nomination as it meets at least one of the criteria. 

2. Mr. Harless seconds. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

Hefty House 
624-626 E. Ohio Street 

           
                         Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
URA 

 
Ward:  23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  24-N-118 

 
Nominator: 
Nick Kyriazi 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:   
 
Nomination Received:  12/22/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the nomination. She states 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, and possibly 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. Ms. Quinn states that the nominator found that the 
property retains sufficient integrity as well. 

2. The Commission discusses the nomination. 

3. Ms. Quinn presents a letter of support from Preservation Pittsburgh. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to accept the nomination as it meets at least one of the criteria. 

2. [Second is inaudible]. 

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

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 7, 2018 

Sheridan Homestead 
2803 Bergman Street 

           
                         Historic Nomination     

 
Owner: 
John G. Blakely 
2803 Bergman Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15204 

 
Ward:  20th 
 
Lot and Block:  42-S14 

 
Nominator: 
Matthew Falcone 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  2nd 
 
Nomination Received:  11/17/17 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Quinn makes a short presentation on the nomination. She states that the 
property is significant under Criterion 2, identification with a person or persons 
who significantly contributed to the cultural, historic, architectural, archaeological, 
or related aspects 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, 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. She recommends that the 
Commission make a positive recommendation to City Council. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Susan Brandt from Preservation Pittsburgh steps to the podium; she states that 
they are in support of the nomination. 

 Motion: 

1. Ms. Loysen moves to make a positive recommendation to City Council. 

2. Mr. Gastil seconds. 

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