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HRC Staff Use Only 

Date Received: ..................................................  
Parcel No.: ........................................................  
Ward: ................................................................ 
Zoning Classification: ...................................... 
Bldg. Inspector: ................................................  
Council District: ............................................... 

INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY HISTORIC NOMINATION FORM 

1. HISTORIC NAME OF PROPERTY:
Pittsburgh Wash House and Public Baths (later
Lawrenceville Neighborhood House)     

2. CURRENT NAME OF PROPERTY:
Lawrenceville Associates

3. LOCATION

a. Street: 3495 Butler St

b. City, State, Zip Code: Pittsburgh, PA 15201

c. Neighborhood: Lawrenceville

4. OWNERSHIP

d. Owner(s): Lawrenceville Associates, LLC

e. Street: 3400 Butler St

f. City, State, Zip Code: Pittsburgh, PA 15201-1300  Phone: (412) 683-4681 

5. CLASSIFICATION AND USE – Check all that apply

Type Ownership Current Use: 

Structure  Private – home Office Space 

 District  Private – other 

 Site  Public – government  

 Object  Public - other  

 Place of religious worship 

HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Division of Development Administration and Review 

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning 
200 Ross Street, Third Floor 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 

Fee Schedule 
Please make check payable to Treasurer, City of Pittsburgh 
Individual Landmark Nomination: $100.00 
District Nomination: $250.00 
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6. NOMINATED BY:

a. Name: Matthew W.C. Falcone

b. Street: 1501 Reedsdale St., Suite 5003

c. City, State, Zip: Pittsburgh, PA 15233

d. Phone: (412) 256-8755  Email: mfalcone@preservationpgh.org

7. DESCRIPTION
Provide a narrative description of the structure, district, site, or object.  If it has been altered over time,
indicate the date(s) and nature of the alteration(s).  (Attach additional pages as needed)

If Known:
a. Year Built: 1904 
b. Architectural Style: Romanesque Revival
c. Architect/Builder: Architect: Rutan & Russell, Builder: Cochrane & Company, Plumber:

McFadden & Craig

Narrative: See Attached 

8. HISTORY
Provide a history of the structure, district, site, or object.  Include a bibliography of sources consulted. (Attach
additional pages as needed.)  Include copies of relevant source materials with the nomination form (see
Number 11).

Narrative: See Attached

9. SIGNIFICANCE
The Pittsburgh Code of Ordinances, Title 11, Historic Preservation, Chapter 1: Historic Structures,
Districts, Sites and Objects lists ten criteria, at least one of which must be met for Historic Designation.
Describe how the structure, district, site, or object meets one or more of these criteria and complete a
narrative discussing in detail each area of significance.  (Attach additional pages as needed)

The structure, building, site, district, object is significant because of (check all that apply):

1. Its location as a site of a significant historic or prehistoric event or activity;

2. Its 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;

3. Its exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished by
innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or
craftsmanship;

4. Its 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;

5. Its exemplification of important planning and urban design techniques
distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design or detail;
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6. Its location as a site of an important archaeological resource;

7. Its 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;

8. Its 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;

9. Its 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; or

10. Its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence representing
an established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City
of Pittsburgh.

Narrative: See Attached 

10. INTEGRITY

In addition, the ordinance specifies that “Any area, property, site, structure or object that meets
any one or more of the criteria listed above shall also have sufficient integrity of location, design,
materials, and workmanship to make it worthy of preservation or restoration”.  (Attach additional
pages as needed)

Narrative: 

11. NOTIFICATION/CONSENT OF PROPERTY OWNER(S)

1.3(a)(2)  Community information process.
Preceding submission of a nomination form for a District, the Historic Review Commission shall conduct
at least one (1) public information meeting within or near the boundaries of the proposed district, which
shall include at least one (1) member of the Department of City Planning and one (1) Commission
member, to discuss the possible effects of designation. Notice shall be given to the owners of property in
the proposed district in accordance with Section 1.3(b) below.  The final public information meeting shall
be held no more than six months before the nomination form is submitted.

1.3(a)(1)(a) Subsection F.
In the case of a nomination as a Historic District, by community-based organizations or by any
individual, but in either event the nomination shall be accompanied by a petition signed by the owners of
record of twenty-five (25) percent of the properties within the boundaries of the proposed District.

- Please attach documentation of your efforts to gain property owner’s consent.-

** The nomination of any religious property shall be accompanied by a signed letter of consent from the 
property’s owner. 

See Attached
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12. PHOTO LOGS: Please Attach

13. BIBLIOGRAPHY: Please Attach

14. NOMINATION FORM PREPARED BY:

a. Name: Matthew L. Conboy for Preservation Pittsburgh

b. Street: 422 N Taylor Ave

c. City, State, Zip: Pittsburgh, PA 15212

d. Phone: (412) 417-7275   Email: matthew@startwithartpgh.org 

e. Signature:           Matthew L. Conboy
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Historic Review Commission 
200 Ross Street, Pittsburgh, PA 15219 – (412) 255-2243 5 

 

HISTORIC NOMINATION – INSTRUCTIONS 
 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILLING OUT THE NOMINATION FORM 

1. Indicate the original name of the property if it is currently known by a different name; e.g. Union Station. 

2. Indicate the current name of the property 

3. Indicate the street address for the property.  For districts, attach a separate sheet listing the street address of 
each property included in the nomination and a clear street map of the area showing the boundaries of the 
proposed district. 

4. Indicate the owner of the property and his or her mailing address.  For districts, attach a separate sheet listing 
the owner of each property and his or her mailing address. 

5. Check the classification as indicated. 

a. “Historic Structure” means anything constructed or erected, the use of which requires directly or 
indirectly, a permanent location on the land, including walks, fences, signs, steps and sidewalks at 
which events that made a significant contribution to national, state or local history occurred or which 
involved a close association with the lives of people of nations, state or local significance; or an 
outstanding example of a period, style, architectural movement, or method of construction; or one of 
the last surviving works of a pioneer architect, builder or designer; or one of the last survivors of a 
particular style or period of construction. 

 
b. “Historic District” means a defined territorial division of land which shall include more than one (1) 

contiguous or related parcels of property, specifically identified by separate resolution, at which 
events occurred that made a significant contribution to national, state, or local history, or which 
contains more than one historic structure or historic landmarks, or which contains groups, rows or 
sets of structures or landmarks, or which contains an aggregate example of a period, style, 
architectural movements or method of construction, providing distinguishing characteristics of the 
architectural type or architectural period it represents. 

 
c. “Historic Site” means the location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or 

activity, or a building or structure whether standing, ruined or vanished, where the location itself 
maintains historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing structures. 

 
d. “Historic Object” means a material thing of historic significance for functional, aesthetic cultural or 

scientific reasons that may be, by nature or design, moveable yet related to a specific setting or 
environment. 

6. Indicate the person(s) responsible for the nomination.  Please note: According to the Historic Preservation 
Ordinance: 

HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Division of Development Administration and Review  

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning 
200 Ross Street, Third Floor 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 
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Historic Review Commission 
200 Ross Street, Pittsburgh, PA 15219 – (412) 255-2243 6 

“Nomination of an area, property, site, or object for consideration and designation as a Historic Structure, 
Historic District, Historic Site, or Historic Object may be submitted to the Historic Review Commission by 
any of the following: 

a. The Mayor of the City of Pittsburgh
b. A Member of the Historic Review Commission
c. A Member of the City Planning Commission
d. A Member of the Pittsburgh City Council
e. The Owner of Record or any person residing in the City of Pittsburgh for at least one year (for the

nomination of a Historic Structure, Site or Object)
f. A signed petition of 25% of the owners of record (for the nomination of a Historic District)

7. Write a physical description of the nominated property or district.  Include the following information as
applicable:

• architectural style(s)
• arrangement of architectural elements
• building materials
• method(s) of construction
• visual character
• street pattern
• density
• type and arrangement of buildings
• topography
• history of the development of the area

8. Provide a narrative history of the structure, district, site, or object.  Include the following information when
available:

• History of the development of the area;
• Circumstances which brought the structure, district, site, or object into being;
• Biographical information on architects, builders, developers, artisans, planners, or others

who created or contributed to the structure, district, site, or object;
• Contextual background on building type(s) and/or style(s);
• Importance of the structure, district, site, or object in the larger community over the course

of its existence.
• Include a bibliography of all sources consulted at the end.  Where historical information is

uncertain or disputed, reference sources in the text.

9. Listed below are the categories and criteria for historic designation as set forth in the Pittsburgh Historic
Preservation Ordinance.  Describe in detail how the structure, district, site, or object meets one or more of the
criteria.  According to that legislation in Section 1.4 of the Pittsburgh Historic Preservation Ordinance,
Criteria for Designation, a building must meet at least one of the following criteria in order to be designated:

1. Its location as a site of a significant historic or prehistoric event or activity;

2. Its 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;

3. Its exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished by innovation, rarity,
uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship;

4. Its 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;
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Historic Review Commission 
200 Ross Street, Pittsburgh, PA 15219 – (412) 255-2243 7 

 
5. Its exemplification of important planning and urban design techniques distinguished by 

innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design or detail; 
 

6. Its location as a site of an important archaeological resource; 
 

7. Its 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; 
 

8. Its 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; 
 

9. Its 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; or 
 

10. Its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence representing an 
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City of 
Pittsburgh. 
 

10.  In addition, the ordinance specifies that “Any area, property, site, structure or object that meets any one 
or more of the criteria listed above shall also have sufficient integrity of location, design, materials, and 
workmanship to make it worthy of preservation or restoration.” 

11. The nomination must be accompanied by evidence that the nominator has made a good-faith effort to 
communicate his or her interest in the historic designation of this landmark or district to the owner(s) of these 
properties.  Describe how this was done, and attach evidence that the owner(s) of the nominated landmark or 
of the properties within the nominated district have been informed of the nomination.  This may include a 
copy of a notification letter with a mailing list, a letter confirming phone calls, or a petition signed by affected 
property owners. 

12. Clear photographs of the nominated buildings or districts should accompany the nomination form.  The 
applicant shall include photographs of all elevations of an individual building and its setting, or the front 
elevation of each building in a district.  In the case of closely spaced buildings or rowhouses, several 
buildings may be included in one photograph.  Each photograph must be labeled with the street address of the 
building(s) and the month and year the photograph was taken. 

13. Copies of major supporting documents should accompany the nomination form.  Such documents may 
include, but are not limited to: 

• historic photographs; 
• historic and contemporary maps; 
• historic or contemporary texts describing the subject property or district; 
• historic or contemporary texts describing people, places, or events that comprise the 

historic context of the subject property or district. 
• Oversized materials (such as architectural drawings) and materials too fragile to copy may 

be accepted. 

PLEASE NOTE:  It is the responsibility of the nominator to provide the Historic Review Commission and its Staff 
with information sufficient to fairly evaluate the nomination.  Incomplete nomination forms will not be accepted.  
Fee must be included.  Nominations must be submitted in both electronic and hard-copy format. 

8



Historic Review Commission 
200 Ross Street, Pittsburgh, PA 15219 – (412) 255-2243 8 

CHECKLIST: INSERT NAME OF PROPERTY HERE 

#1-6 Nomination Form: Address, Ownership, Classification, Nominator Info. 

#7: Description 

#8: History 

#9: Significance 

#10 Integrity 

#11 Consent of Property Owners 

#12 Photographs of Property: numbered and labeled 

#13 List of Supporting Documents 

Fee 

Hard-Copy nomination 

Electronic nomination (Word Format for text). 
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Public Wash and Bath House Addendum 

7. Description

Provide a narrative description of the structure, district, site, or object. If it has been 
altered over time, indicate the date(s) and nature of the alteration(s). 

The Public Wash and Bath House (Wash House) which also included the Clothing and 
Home Furnishing Bureau at 3495 Butler Street (Photographs 1, 2 and 3) sits on the 
southwest corner of Butler Street and 35th Street in Lower Lawrenceville and occupies 
its full lot.1 Although it is not currently situated in a historic district as defined by the 
National Register of Historic Places, there is a nomination currently being prepared by 
the City of Pittsburgh and its Planning Department in conjunction with the Urban 
Redevelopment Authority.2 

The building is three stories with a full basement and has three bays on the Butler 
Street facade. The bays along the ground floor are wider than those above it. Due to a 
change in grade, the building is three stories tall on Butler and extends to four stories 
on Mulberry Way (formerly Lafayette Alley) where the basement level is fully exposed 
(Photograph 4). The main entrance is along Butler Street (Photographs 5 and 6) along 
with a side entrance on 35th Street (Photograph 7) that enabled its patrons to access 
the Clothing and Home Furnishing Bureau without having to enter the bath house. 

The exterior walls feature running bond brick (Photograph 8). Stonework trimming is 
used along the windows on the second and third floors, as keystones on the first floor, 
and as a continuous course on the first floor (Photographs 9 and 10). Romanesque 
elements include the arches above the windows on the first and third floor as well as 
an arched corbel table above the third floor windows. Relieving arches of brick with 
keystones are featured above the first floor windows. The second floor windows rest 
upon a sill course while the third floor windows are joined by a decorative springing 
course. The second floor windows also feature segmental (or scheme) arches as 
opposed to the arches on the first and third floors. The Wash House has a flat roof that 
previously housed a garden and outdoor space for a children’s nursery. 

Inside, the building has been extensively renovated, particularly after 1961 when the 
building ceased operations as a wash and bath house and social hall. The Wash House 

1 Later in its life, as its social functions outpaced its need as a bathing and washing facility, it 
became known as the Lawrenceville Neighborhood House. All photographs taken by the 
author have been adjusted for perspective. In addition, Photograph 3 is composed of five 
photographs that have been merged to form a panorama. 
2 There is also a comprehensive survey of Lawrenceville District and its buildings that was 
commissioned by Pittsburgh History & Landmarks Foundation in 1979 (Supporting Document 
A).  
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was most recently renovated in 2001 by the Quad3 Architecture firm that also currently 
leases space in this building. Supporting Document B, a design portfolio by Jane 
Hallinan, a former intern at Quad3, includes images (both exterior and interior) 
immediately prior to the renovation. At this point in time the building had been vacant 
for several years after hosting an automotive radiator repair shop as a tenant. 
Currently, there are no interior remnants of its history as a wash or bath house.  

The only notable additions to the exterior are the fire escapes. Although not part of the 
original design, a roof garden was constructed during the summer of 1914 and opened 
to the public on August 14th, 1914 although it has since been removed.3 Otherwise, 
there have not been any substantive updates, additions, or renovations to the exterior. 

8. History

Provide a history of the structure, district, site, or object. 

The Clothing and House Furnishing Bureau was founded in 1895 and organized by 
parishioners at several area churches including St. James Episcopal Church located on 
Penn Avenue and 16th Street in the Strip District.4 After several years of providing 
clothing at reasonable prices to working class families, this group realized that proper 
and regular bathing was often difficult considering that several or more families often 
occupied single-family homes and that they were also outgrowing their present 
location. The plot of land for the Wash House was purchased on in 1901 and ground 
was broken on April 1st, 1903. 

At this time, the area between the Public Wash House and the Allegheny River would 
have been filled with mills and foundries including Carnegie Steel Company, Crucible 
Steel Company of America, American Steel Foundries, and Upper Union Mills. It is 
important to note that these various companies only represent those situated between 
33rd and 36th Streets, a testament to the density of industry and manufacturing within 
Pittsburgh. 

Following the opening of the People’s Bath at the intersection of Penn Avenue and 
16th Street in 1897 and the Peacock Public Baths in the Hill District, the Public Wash 
House was the third such institution located in Pittsburgh proper. It is important to note 
that in addition to the many civic and social functions that occurred in this building, the 
Public Wash House originally served three incredibly diverse but complementary 

3 “Relief for Babies: Roof Garden at Bath House for Their Benefit,” The Pittsburgh Press, 18 
July 1914, Pg. 2. “Roof Garden of Lawrenceville Bath House,” Pittsburgh Sun, 15 Aug 1914. A 
photograph from cover of the 1921 Annual Report in Supporting Document C is included here 
to illustrate what the garden looked like from street level. 
4 A more comprehensive history of the Wash House can be found in the Annual Reports found 
in Supporting Document C at the end of this addendum. 
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purposes; it provided the means to wash clothes in a space outside of living quarters, it 
had bathing facilities for both men and women, and it offered a clothing exchange and 
sewing facility for the creation and repair of clothes. This is unlike every other bath 
house in Pittsburgh (and the vast majority of the rest of the country) that only had a 
swimming pool and showers and bath tubs for their customers. 

After having their bid selected by the Building and Advisory Committees, the 
architectural firm of Rutan & Russell began construction of the Public Wash House on 
April 1st, 1903.5 Construction continued until 1904 with a private reception being held 
on May 31st, 1904 and a public opening on June 1st, 1904. 

As included in Supporting Document C, a series of Annual Reports from the Public 
Wash House and Baths Association, the laundry facilities were composed of: 

fourteen porcelain lined, cast iron laundry tubs with hot and cold water 
connections; one large washing machine, one centrifugal extractor (or wringer), 
both operated by electricity; one steam boiler used for sterilizing bath, nursery 
and Dispensary laundry; three dryers, containing twelve drying racks, and 
heated with natural gas.6 

In addition to the wash facilities and baths, an assembly room, clubrooms for men and 
boys, and a day kindergarten were also included in the building.7 As additional needs 
were identified, the Public Wash House and Baths Association added new initiatives 
including a medical clinic and dispensary that provided very basic medical care and 
referrals.8 

According to Eliza Smith, a local historian and historic preservationist, “After World War 
I, the number of patrons dropped to 600 on a peak day.”9 By 1928, the Public Wash 
House along with its plumbing and heating systems were reportedly “badly run down” 
when its board of directors appeared before the city council to ask for $2,000 in 
repairs.10 At this point in time, approximately 50,000 baths were given each year and 
the Public Wash House was given the money. With the reduced use of the bathing and 
laundry facilities, it was renamed the Lawrenceville Neighborhood House later in 1928 
and continued to provide resources and classes for local families for three more 

5 The building committee consisted of Mrs. George C. Clapp (President), Mrs. John B. Herron 
(Chairwoman), Mrs. H. B. Birch, Mrs. Wenman A. Lewis, and Mrs. J.H. McIlvaine. “New Wash 
and Bath House.” The Pittsburgh Gazette. 2 Apr 1903. Pg. 9. 
6 Annual Report of the Public Wash House and Baths Association, pg 4. 
7 “Public Baths to be Erected.” Pittsburg Daily Post. 1 Feb. 1903. Pg. 27. 
8 “Annual Business Meetings End Successful Women’s Club Season.” The Pittsburgh Gazette 
Times. 23 May 1915. Pg. 13. 
9 Eliza Smith, Pennsylvania Historic Resource Survey Form. 
10 “Repairs asked from Council.” Pittsburgh Post-Gazette.  1 March 1928. Pg. 15. 
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decades.11 A year later, The Pittsburgh Press published a brief history of the 
neighborhood house and calculated that “almost 1,500,000 baths have been taken 
there, and that many others have used the institution for other purposes.12 

By 1954, there were no longer lines around the block to gain entry to the bathing and 
laundry facilities, and the cost of a bath (along with soap and a towel) had risen to 20 
cents.13 By the late-1950’s, Pittsburgh’s City Council made indoor plumbing and 
bathing facilities mandatory in every house and attendance dropped rapidly. Following 
its closure on December 7th, 1961, it remained empty for several decades and at one 
point hosted an automotive radiator repair shop and garage (an expansion of the Arena 
Automotive Radiator Company that was located next door in a building originally 
constructed as horse stables) before laying vacant for 3-4 more years.14 At this point, in 
2001, it was extensively renovated in order for it to house new commercial and office 
space.  

Both the Wash House and the former stables adjacent to it are protected by a 30-year 
preservation easement that was granted by the Pittsburgh History & Landmarks 
Foundation in 1998. 

9. Significance

The Public Wash House and Baths meet six of the ten Pittsburgh Code of Ordinances 
criteria for Historic Designation. 

2. Its 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.

The Public Wash House was made possible and is predominantly linked with 
Henry W. Phipps Jr., but another industrialist, George Westinghouse also played 
an important role in its existence and success. 

11 Joseph A. Borkowski, Historical Highlights and Sites of Lawrenceville Area, 1969, 35. 
12 “Monday’s Wash—Saturday’s BathPossible by Community House.” The Pittsburgh Press. 15 
March 1929. Pg. 33. 
13 “Waiting for a Bath.” The Pittsburgh Press. 16 May 1954. Pg. 104. 
14 “Bath House Stops Steaming as Another Era Passes Here,” The Pittsburgh Press, 24 
December 1961, pg. 7. One notable story regarding the wash house’s closing concerned a 
Sharpsburg man who used the bathtubs for bathing from 1904 until a little more than a week 
after the Bath House officially closed. The article notes that he was allowed to take this one last 
bath when he appeared at the wash house. 
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After reading about the proposed wash and bath house in a Pittsburgh 
newspaper in 1901, and despite the fact that he was now living in New York 
City, Henry Phipps offered the group $1000 for their building fund. Upon “further 
investigation into plans and conditions, he became more interested and 
volunteered to contribute one-half the cost of the building, [along] with one-half 
of the first year’s running expenses.”15 This amount came to $28,502.47, which 
would amount to more than $750,000 today. 

 
In addition to the Public Wash House, Phipps also commissioned the Phipps 
Gymnasium and Bath House for the North Side neighborhood where he grew up 
that opened in 1903, the Pittsburgh (or Phipps) Natatorium that opened in 1907 
at 540 Duquesne Way (near the Sixth Street Bridge), and the Phipps 
Conservatory and Botanical Gardens (1893) in Oakland. 

 
Having grown up with Andrew Carnegie as a neighbor in Allegheny City (now 
Pittsburgh’s North Side), Phipps became partners with him in 1865 in Union Iron 
Mills. His main focus in these companies was on the financial side. This 
partnership lasted until 1901 when Carnegie Steel Company was sold to the 
United States Steel Corporation. Contrary to Andrew Carnegie, Henry Clay 
Frick, and Pierpont Morgan, Phipps avoided publicizing his philanthropic efforts. 
According to Carnegie, when asked about the Phipps Conservatory: 

 
I think Mr. Phipps put his money to better use in giving the working-men 
of Allegheny conservatories filled with beautiful flowers, orchids, and 
aquatic plants, which they, with their wives and children, can enjoy in 
their spare hours, and upon which they can feed their love for the 
beautiful, than if he had given his  surplus money to furnish them with 
bread.16 

 
Phipps focused much of his charitable giving on improving health care for the 
poor and targeted tuberculosis and psychiatry in particular. Despite his vast and 
varied philanthropy, it is impossible to gauge the true extent of his charitable 
giving because, according to his granddaughter, “unlike Carnegie, Harry 
shunned all publicity about his personal life and philanthropies.”17 However, 
even today, almost 90 years after he died, Phipps’ family continues to build 
affordable housing for low and moderate income families in New York City 
through the Phipps Houses foundation that he founded in 1905. 

 

                                                
15 First Report of Public Wash House and Baths Association of Pittsburgh, 5. 
16 Henry Phipps Jr. Philanthropy Roundatble. 
http://www.philanthropyroundtable.org/almanac/hall_of_fame/henry_phipps_jr 
17 Ibid. 
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Finally, George Westinghouse donated the dynamo (electric generator) and 
related equipment required to turn steam power into electricity.18 According to 
biographer I.E. Levine, quite contrary to Phipps, Westinghouse “was convinced 
that charity was damaging to the giver and the receiver and should be resorted 
to only when there was no other alternative.”19 From another biographer, Henry 
Prout, Westinghouse focused much of his attention on the welfare of his 
employees and their families, but in terms of affordable and safe housing, he 
sought “its solution along business lines, and yet in the spirit of the highest and 
most practical philanthropy.”20 While Westinghouse’s belief was that the best 
philanthropy was a well-paying job, much of his charitable giving was related to 
the YMCA, which would have had a mission closely related to the social 
concerns of the Wash House. In terms of the ability of Westinghouse’s generator 
to alleviate time-consuming laundry, his gift was just as significant as Phipps’ 
monetary gift.  

 
3. Its exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished 
by innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, 
materials, or craftsmanship. 

 
The Wash House is an example of the Romanesque Revival style with its 
massing, springing arches, and recessed entrance. Although this building joined 
several other bath houses in Pittsburgh, it was the first of its kind to offer laundry 
facilities in Pittsburgh, and in fact was only the third public wash house in the 
United States.21 For perspective, New York City opened their first public wash 
facility (the People’s Washing and Bathing Association at 141-143 Mott Street) 
in 1852 while it wasn’t until 1918 that Chicago constructed a bath house with 
laundry facilities. 

 
In modern times, the first public wash houses or laundries can be traced to the 
Frederick Street Baths and Washhouse that opened in 1842 in Liverpool, 
England and the Whitechapel Baths that opened in London, England in 1847. As 
noted by Marilyn Williams, the inclusion of laundry facilities in public baths then 
became the norm in England.22 In the United States, the first public bath that 
included laundry facilities was constructed by the New York Association for 
Improving the Condition of the Poor in 1852 (although it closed due to a lack of 

                                                
18 This information was found in an unlabeled newspaper clipping found in the archives at the 
Carnegie Library main branch in Oakland. 
19 I.E. Levine, Inventive Wizard: George Westinghouse, New York: Julian Messner, 1962, pg. 
136. 
20 Henry G. Prout, A Biography of George Westinghouse, pg. 295. From 
www.rodneyohebsion.com/george-westinghouse. 
21 “Need of Public Baths,” Pittsburgh Daily Post, 9 June, 1905, pg 19. 
22 Marilyn T. Williams, Washing “The Great Unwashed”: Public Baths in Urban America, 1840-
1920. Ohio State U P: 1991, 8. 
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funding just a few short years later). More than four decades later in 1893, “J.H. 
Williams and Company, an ironworks located in Brooklyn, modeled its bath, 
consisting of 12 showers, after the People’s Baths [New York City], and also 
provided laundry facilities where the workers could wash and dry their 
clothes.”23  
 
The need for facilities such as this can be traced back to housing conditions, 
particularly as they existed in industrial cities like Pittsburgh that attracted large 
numbers of immigrants.24 These people often lived in tenements with multiple 
generations and families living in the same one or two-room apartment. The 
burden of doing laundry under these circumstances meant that clothes would 
need to be laid all around the apartment to dry and proved to be particularly 
difficult during the winter months when drying clothes could take days at a time. 
The possibility of washing and drying clothes within the space of just two or 
three hours thus led to greatly improved living conditions within these cramped 
living quarters. 

 
4. Its 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. 

 
Following recommendations from the Building Committee and the Advisory 
Committee of the Public Wash House and Baths Association in 1903, the 
architecture firm of [Frank  E.] Rutan & [Frederick A.] Russell was chosen to 
design the Wash House.  

 
Rutan was originally sent from Boston to Pittsburgh in 1886 by H.H. Richardson 
to assist in the completion of the Allegheny County Courthouse. A year later, he 
became the supervising architect for the courthouse. Similarly, Russell was also 
assigned to the courthouse. Following the death of Richardson in 1886 and the 
completion of the courthouse in 1888, both Rutan and Russell joined the 
Pittsburgh office of Shepley, Rutan & Coolidge.25 In 1896, Russell then formed 

                                                
23 Ibid, 34. 
24 The construction of London’s Whitechapel Baths actually led to the passage of the Baths 
and Washhouses Act of 1846 in Parliament. This legislation mandated the funding and 
construction of baths for the “laboring” class. “The Wash Houses, London Metropolitan 
University, former Whitechapel Baths,” Survey of London. 
www.surveyoflondon.org/map/feature/1447/detail/ 
25 To clear up any potential confusion, the office of Shepley, Rutan & Coolidge was made up of 
George Foster Shepley, Charles Hercules Rutan, and Charles Allerton Coolidge. Charles was 
the older brother of Frank. Shepley, Rutan & Coolidge are most well known for their planning of 
Stanford’s campus, the Art Institute of Chicago, and locally with the Coraopolis Railroad 
Station. 
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an independent partnership with Rutan. Their architecture firm was seen by 
many as successors to H.H. Richardson. Of particular importance is that just 
one year after establishing their firm, they designed and planned Pittsburgh’s 
first bath house located at 16th Street and Penn avenue which was donated by 
Mrs. William Thaw Jr.26 
 
Their partnership continued until 1911 when Rutan died. Russell continued 
working under the name Rutan, Russell & Wood from 1911 until his death in 
1921, exactly 10 years to the day after Rutan died.27 
 
Writing in 1911, architecture critic Montgomery Schuyler recognized Rutan & 
Russell along with Alden & Harlow, and McClure & Spahr as having the most to 
do with continuing the Richardsonian Romanesque style in Pittsburgh.28 Other 
significant buildings in Pittsburgh attributed to Rutan & Russell include the 
Schenley Park Visitor Center, the Phipps Conservatory, the Schenley Hotel, 
which is now the University of Pittsburgh’s William Pitt Student Union (1898); the 
Allegheny Post Office (1897); the “Century Building” at 130 7th Street (1906); St. 
Augustine’s Church that is now Our Lady of the Angels Parish at 225 37th Street 
(1899); the Schenley Quadrangle Residences for the University of Pittsburgh, in 
collaboration with Henry Hornbostel (1922-23); and the B.F. Jones Jr. House at 
808 Ridge Avenue (1908). 

 
The general contractor and builder was Manchester-based George A. Cochrane. 
In addition to the Wash House, he was also responsible for the construction of 
“residences,  office buildings, churches, mills and stores.”29 Notable examples 
that still survive include the Western Pennsylvania School for Blind Children (201 
N Bellefield Avenue), the Conestoga Building (1 Wood Street), and the Calvary 
Methodist Episcopal Church (971 Beech Avenue). He was also elected as the 
first President of the Pittsburgh Builders’ Exchange in 1886. 

 
Lastly, the firm of McFadden & Craig were hired as plumbing contractors. 
Working with both residential and commercial jobs, they were considered one of 
the best plumbing firms in Pittsburgh and installed the plumbing at the Terrace 
Courts Apartments which still stand today at the intersection of Shady Avenue 
and Douglas Street in Squirrel Hill.  

 

                                                
26 “Citizens After Public Bathers.” The Pittsburg Post. 4 Aug. 1897. p. 3. 
27 Architects in Allegheny Tour Program, 11. 
28 Margaret Henderson Floyd, Architecture After Richardson: Regionalism Before Modernism—
Longfellow, Alden, and Harlow in Boston and Pittsburgh. U of Chicago P, 1994, 242. 
29 George Thornton Fleming, History of Pittsburgh and Environs, American Historical Society, 
1922, 276. 
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7. Its 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.

With its location near several large mills and factories as well as within a 
tenement district with a large percentage of foreigners, the Wash House would 
have been a welcome addition to the Lawrenceville neighborhood.30 At the 
beginning of the 20th Century, fewer than 100 public bathing facilities existed in 
the entire United States with more than 85% of those being built between 1895 
and 1904.31 Even more remarkably, there were only two wash houses with 
laundry facilities in the United States before Pittsburgh’s was constructed and 
Pittsburgh’s was the first built west of Baltimore.32 To give a sense of progress, 
it would take more than 50 years before Pittsburgh’s housing and health codes 
mandated bathrooms in every dwelling.  

The history of Pittsburgh's public baths can actually be traced back to 
1890 with the founding of the Women's Health Protective Association 
(renamed the Civic Club of Allegheny County in 1895). Tasked with 
improving "education and organized effort, a higher public spirit, and a 
better social order," the Civic Club made it their mission to improve living 
conditions and quality of life for all of Pittsburgh's residents.33 Specific 
projects included the construction of playgrounds, installation of trash 
cans and uniform garbage collection across the city, the formation of a 
juvenile court system, and legislation concerning child labor, clean 
drinking water, and smoke abatement. These projects were not different 
than those of other cities during the progressive reform movement of the 
early 20th century.  

By 1897, the first bath in Pittsburgh, the People's Bath (located at 16th 
Street and Penn Avenue) was completed with 32 showers and two 
bathtubs. This would have been on the same block as the Clothing and 
House Furnishing Bureau (the precursor to the Public Wash House and 
Baths Association) was located. The People’s Bath was moved in 1907 to 
a larger building offering 43 showers and four bathtubs (located at 19th 

30 An unlabelled newspaper clipping found in the archives at the Carnegie Library main branch 
in Oakland states: “When the property was purchased for the erection of the present building 
the site was occupied by a ramshackle old house filled with over twenty families of foreigners 
and negroes. While the association was not ready to commence building operations, the old 
building was at once torn down, for it was deemed an injury to the entire neighborhood.” 
31 David Glassberg, “The Design of Reform: The Public Bath Movement in America.” 5. 
32 “Work Starts on Washhouse.” The Pittsburg Post. 3 Apr. 1903. Pg. 2. “Future Events.” The 
Pittsburg Press. 15 May 1904. Pg. 10. 
33 Lauren M. Churilla, “Women & The Civic Club of Allegheny County.” Western Pennsylvania 
History. Summer 2014. 48-60. 
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Street and Penn Avenue) that still stands today. That same year, the Soho 
bathhouse was completed in Oakland. 

A curious facet of the growth of the public bathing movement in the 
United States is that the very technology that enabled public baths 
contributed to their need. As VanTrump explains in his brief history of 
public baths in Pittsburgh (Supporting Document D): 

The cult of bathing that developed in America in the late 19th 
century did not really begin until the Industrial Revolution could 
produce a fairly sophisticated plumbing system. The same 
phenomenon also produced, as a by-product of mill and factory, 
much smoke, pollution and dirt, which certainly made those who 
manned the mills grimmer than ever before.34 

9. Its 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.

The Wash House provided a unique service (clothes washing) and was only the 
third of its kind in the entire country when it was constructed in 1904. While 
there is a long history of public bathing facilities in the United States and 
Pittsburgh, this particular Wash House freed local women from having to do 
laundry in cramped apartment rooms and living quarters. 

With its close proximity to several steel works and industrial and manufacturing 
facilities, the Wash House provided a central node for Lawrenceville’s residents 
both during its time as a wash house and once it became the Lawrenceville 
Neighborhood House. Resources such as its laundry, baths, daycare, medical 
dispensary, and social event spaces for men, women, and children were not 
available at any other singular location in Pittsburgh.  

Today, though, it is inextricably linked with Pittsburgh’s other remaining bath 
houses which include the Oliver Bath House, Soho Bath House, People’s Bath 
House, and Sarah Heinz House.35 Despite Pittsburgh being in its third 
“renaissance,” the fact that these five buildings still stand is noteworthy and they 
are a unique typology that should be preserved and celebrated. When 
compared to Chicago, a city that was also known for their public bath houses, 
Pittsburgh’s preservation efforts easily exceeds it. Chicago was once home to 

34 Mammon and the Great Unwashed. 1-2. 
35 Although all of these building remain standing, only the Oliver Bath House and Sarah Heinz 
House still function as swimming pools. 
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19 public baths with the last one closing in 1979. However, only four of them 
remain and all have since been repurposed as private homes.36 

With the recent nomination and naming of the Oliver Bath House as an historic 
structure, it appropriate to protect the Wash House in order to preserve 
structures that are emblematic of this Progressive Era.   

10. Its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence
representing an established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood,
community, or the City of Pittsburgh.

As noted earlier, Lawrenceville’s commercial properties are predominately brick 
and built in a range of architectural styles including Italianate, Second Empire, 
Neoclassical, and Beaux Arts. The Wash House is among the few Romanesque 
buildings and as one of the last buildings constructed along Butler Street during 
its initial heyday, exemplified one of the current styles of the day. According to a 
1979 neighborhood survey (Supporting Document A), “Butler Street features 
three buildings of particular note. They are the old undertaker’s building at 3341, 
a massive brick and stone garage dating to 1888; [and] the red brick 
Lawrenceville Neighborhood House next door, which served as a public bath 
house until the 1950’s […]”37 With the sheer number of people that were served 
by the Public Wash House and Baths Association (more than 1.5 million by 
1928), this particular building provided resources like no other in Lawrenceville. 

In addition, the Wash House is located on the same block as the Pennsylvania 
National Bank Building (1902) and the Doughboy Statue (1921) that mark the 
beginning of Butler Street. With the exception of the Public Wash House, the 
Garage next door, and one other building, the entirety of the block is filled with 
new construction and development.38  

10. Integrity

The Public Wash House and Baths building meets the criteria for integrity as it applies 
to location, design, materials, and workmanship. 

Although the interior has been extensively renovated, the exterior has remained 
essentially unchanged over the past 113 years with the exception of a fire escape 

36 Jacob Kaplan, “Public Bath Houses,” Forgotten Chicago. 
www.forgottenchicago.com/articles/public-bath-houses/ 
37 Eliza Smith, Allegheny County Survey Form, 003-P-11. 
38 This new construction is what encouraged the City of Pittsburgh to hire a consultant in 2015 
to research the history of Lawrenceville in the hopes of applying for status on the National 
Register of Historic Places. 
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installed along its 35th Street façade. Photographs 11 and 12 are included to compare 
a vintage and contemporary view of the Wash House. Its exterior retains its full original 
character in the form of Romanesque elements rendered in brick along with stone 
trimmings. 
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Photograph 1. Real Estate Plat Book, 1906, Vol. 3, Plate 20. 22



Photograph 2. Front Elevation (Butler Street). 
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Photograph 3. Side Elevation (35th Street). 

Photograph 4. Side and Rear Elevations. (From Mulberry Way). 
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Photograph 5. Main Entrance. 
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Photograph 6. Main Entrance (Side View). 
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Photograph 7. 35th Street Entrance. 
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Photograph 8. Brick Work with Stone Trimmings. 
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Photograph 9. Ground Floor Window. 
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Photograph 10. Front Elevation looking up. 
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Photograph 11. Early 20th Century View. 

Photograph 12. Contemporary View. 
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13. List of Supporting Documents

A. Allegheny County Survey Zone Form,  prepared by Eliza Smith, 1979.
B. Jane Hallinan Interior Design Portfolio.
C. Annual Reports of Public Wash House and Baths Association.
D. Mammon and the Great Unwashed: The Career of the Public Bath

House in Pittsburgh. Unpublished Manuscript by Dr. VanTrump.
E. Historic Photographs from the Collection of George Clark.
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Exterior, Pittsburgh Wash House & Public Baths Building.  Date Unknown.  From the Private Collection of 
George Clark. 
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Interior, Public Reading Room, Pittsburgh Wash House & Public Baths Building.  Date Unknown.  From 
the Private Collection of George Clark. 
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INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY HISTORIC NOMINATION FORM 

1. HISTORIC NAME OF PROPERTY:

Sheraden Homestead     

2. CURRENT NAME OF PROPERTY:
2803 Bergman St.

3. LOCATION

a. Street: 2803 Bergman St.

b. City, State, Zip Code: Pittsburgh, Pa. 15204

c. Neighborhood: Sheraden

4. OWNERSHIP

d. Owner(s): John G. Blakeley

e. Street: 2803 Bergman St.

f. City, State, Zip Code: Pittsburgh, Pa. 15204  Phone: (412) 956-3915 

5. CLASSIFICATION AND USE – Check all that apply

Type Ownership Current Use: 

Structure  Private – home Residential 

 District  Private – other 

 Site  Public – government  

 Object  Public - other  

 Place of religious worship 

HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Division of Development Administration and Review 

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning 
200 Ross Street, Third Floor 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 

Fee Schedule 
Please make check payable to Treasurer, City of Pittsburgh 
Individual Landmark Nomination: $100.00 
District Nomination: $250.00 

HRC Staff Use Only 

Date Received: ................................................  
Parcel No.: ......................................................  
Ward: ..............................................................  
Zoning Classification: .....................................  
Bldg. Inspector: ...............................................  
Council District: ..............................................  
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6. NOMINATED BY: 

a. Name: Matthew W.C. Falcone  

b. Street: 1501 Reedsdale St., Suite 5003  

c. City, State, Zip: Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233  

d. Phone: (412) 256-8755  Email: mfalcone@preservationpgh.org  

7. DESCRIPTION 
Provide a narrative description of the structure, district, site, or object.  If it has been altered over time, indicate 
the date(s) and nature of the alteration(s).  (Attach additional pages as needed) 
 
If Known: 

a. Year Built: Between approximately 1875 & 1885  
b. Architectural Style: Italianate  
c. Architect/Builder: Unknown  

 
Narrative: See attached.  

 

8. HISTORY 
Provide a history of the structure, district, site, or object.  Include a bibliography of sources consulted. (Attach 
additional pages as needed.)  Include copies of relevant source materials with the nomination form (see Number 
11). 
 
Narrative: See attached.  

 

9. SIGNIFICANCE 
The Pittsburgh Code of Ordinances, Title 11, Historic Preservation, Chapter 1: Historic Structures, Districts, 
Sites and Objects lists ten criteria, at least one of which must be met for Historic Designation.  Describe how 
the structure, district, site, or object meets one or more of these criteria and complete a narrative discussing in 
detail each area of significance.  (Attach additional pages as needed) 

The structure, building, site, district, object is significant because of (check all that apply): 

1.  Its location as a site of a significant historic or prehistoric event or activity; 

2.  Its 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; 

3.  Its exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished by 
innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or 
craftsmanship; 

4.  Its 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; 

5.  Its exemplification of important planning and urban design techniques 
distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design or detail; 
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6.  Its location as a site of an important archaeological resource; 

7.  Its 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; 

8.  Its 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; 

9.  Its 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; or 

10.  Its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence representing an 
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City of 
Pittsburgh. 

Narrative: See attached.  

10. INTEGRITY 

In addition, the ordinance specifies that “Any area, property, site, structure or object that meets any 
one or more of the criteria listed above shall also have sufficient integrity of location, design, 
materials, and workmanship to make it worthy of preservation or restoration”.  (Attach additional 
pages as needed) 

Narrative:  

11. NOTIFICATION/CONSENT OF PROPERTY OWNER(S) 

1.3(a)(2)  Community information process. 
Preceding submission of a nomination form for a District, the Historic Review Commission shall conduct 
at least one (1) public information meeting within or near the boundaries of the proposed district, which 
shall include at least one (1) member of the Department of City Planning and one (1) Commission member, 
to discuss the possible effects of designation. Notice shall be given to the owners of property in the proposed 
district in accordance with Section 1.3(b) below.  The final public information meeting shall be held no 
more than six months before the nomination form is submitted. 

1.3(a)(1)(a) Subsection F.   
In the case of a nomination as a Historic District, by community-based organizations or by any individual, 
but in either event the nomination shall be accompanied by a petition signed by the owners of record of 
twenty-five (25) percent of the properties within the boundaries of the proposed District. 

- Please attach documentation of your efforts to gain property owner’s consent.- 
 
** The nomination of any religious property shall be accompanied by a signed letter of consent from the 
property’s owner. 
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12. PHOTO LOGS: Please Attach

13. BIBLIOGRAPHY: Please Attach

14. NOMINATION FORM PREPARED BY:

a. Name: Matthew W.C. Falcone

b. Street: 1501 Reedsdale St., Suite 5003

c. City, State, Zip: Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233

d. Phone: (412) 256-8755   Email: mfalcone@preservationpgh.org 

e. Signature:
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HISTORIC NOMINATION – INSTRUCTIONS 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILLING OUT THE NOMINATION FORM 

1. Indicate the original name of the property if it is currently known by a different name; e.g. Union Station.

2. Indicate the current name of the property

3. Indicate the street address for the property.  For districts, attach a separate sheet listing the street address of
each property included in the nomination and a clear street map of the area showing the boundaries of the
proposed district.

4. Indicate the owner of the property and his or her mailing address.  For districts, attach a separate sheet listing
the owner of each property and his or her mailing address.

5. Check the classification as indicated.

a. “Historic Structure” means anything constructed or erected, the use of which requires directly or
indirectly, a permanent location on the land, including walks, fences, signs, steps and sidewalks at
which events that made a significant contribution to national, state or local history occurred or which
involved a close association with the lives of people of nations, state or local significance; or an
outstanding example of a period, style, architectural movement, or method of construction; or one of
the last surviving works of a pioneer architect, builder or designer; or one of the last survivors of a
particular style or period of construction.

b. “Historic District” means a defined territorial division of land which shall include more than one (1)
contiguous or related parcels of property, specifically identified by separate resolution, at which events
occurred that made a significant contribution to national, state, or local history, or which contains more
than one historic structure or historic landmarks, or which contains groups, rows or sets of structures
or landmarks, or which contains an aggregate example of a period, style, architectural movements or
method of construction, providing distinguishing characteristics of the architectural type or
architectural period it represents.

c. “Historic Site” means the location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or
activity, or a building or structure whether standing, ruined or vanished, where the location itself
maintains historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing structures.

d. “Historic Object” means a material thing of historic significance for functional, aesthetic cultural or
scientific reasons that may be, by nature or design, moveable yet related to a specific setting or
environment.

6. Indicate the person(s) responsible for the nomination.  Please note: According to the Historic Preservation
Ordinance:

HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION 
Division of Development Administration and Review 

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning 
200 Ross Street, Third Floor 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 
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“Nomination of an area, property, site, or object for consideration and designation as a Historic Structure, 
Historic District, Historic Site, or Historic Object may be submitted to the Historic Review Commission by any 
of the following: 

a. The Mayor of the City of Pittsburgh
b. A Member of the Historic Review Commission
c. A Member of the City Planning Commission
d. A Member of the Pittsburgh City Council
e. The Owner of Record or any person residing in the City of Pittsburgh for at least one year (for the

nomination of a Historic Structure, Site or Object)
f. A signed petition of 25% of the owners of record (for the nomination of a Historic District)

7. Write a physical description of the nominated property or district.  Include the following information as
applicable:

• architectural style(s)
• arrangement of architectural elements
• building materials
• method(s) of construction
• visual character
• street pattern
• density
• type and arrangement of buildings
• topography
• history of the development of the area

8. Provide a narrative history of the structure, district, site, or object.  Include the following information when
available:

• History of the development of the area;
• Circumstances which brought the structure, district, site, or object into being;
• Biographical information on architects, builders, developers, artisans, planners, or others

who created or contributed to the structure, district, site, or object;
• Contextual background on building type(s) and/or style(s);
• Importance of the structure, district, site, or object in the larger community over the course

of its existence.
• Include a bibliography of all sources consulted at the end.  Where historical information is

uncertain or disputed, reference sources in the text.

9. Listed below are the categories and criteria for historic designation as set forth in the Pittsburgh Historic
Preservation Ordinance.  Describe in detail how the structure, district, site, or object meets one or more of the
criteria.  According to that legislation in Section 1.4 of the Pittsburgh Historic Preservation Ordinance, Criteria
for Designation, a building must meet at least one of the following criteria in order to be designated:

1. Its location as a site of a significant historic or prehistoric event or activity;

2. Its 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;

3. Its exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished by innovation, rarity,
uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship;

4. Its 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;
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5. Its exemplification of important planning and urban design techniques distinguished by
innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design or detail;

6. Its location as a site of an important archaeological resource;

7. Its 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;

8. Its 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;

9. Its 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; or

10. Its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence representing an established
and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City of Pittsburgh.

10. In addition, the ordinance specifies that “Any area, property, site, structure or object that meets any one or
more of the criteria listed above shall also have sufficient integrity of location, design, materials, and
workmanship to make it worthy of preservation or restoration.”

11. The nomination must be accompanied by evidence that the nominator has made a good-faith effort to
communicate his or her interest in the historic designation of this landmark or district to the owner(s) of these
properties.  Describe how this was done, and attach evidence that the owner(s) of the nominated landmark or
of the properties within the nominated district have been informed of the nomination.  This may include a copy
of a notification letter with a mailing list, a letter confirming phone calls, or a petition signed by affected
property owners.

12. Clear photographs of the nominated buildings or districts should accompany the nomination form.  The
applicant shall include photographs of all elevations of an individual building and its setting, or the front
elevation of each building in a district.  In the case of closely spaced buildings or rowhouses, several buildings
may be included in one photograph.  Each photograph must be labeled with the street address of the building(s)
and the month and year the photograph was taken.

13. Copies of major supporting documents should accompany the nomination form.  Such documents may include,
but are not limited to:

• historic photographs;
• historic and contemporary maps;
• historic or contemporary texts describing the subject property or district;
• historic or contemporary texts describing people, places, or events that comprise the historic

context of the subject property or district.
• Oversized materials (such as architectural drawings) and materials too fragile to copy may

be accepted.

PLEASE NOTE:  It is the responsibility of the nominator to provide the Historic Review Commission and its Staff with 
information sufficient to fairly evaluate the nomination.  Incomplete nomination forms will not be accepted.  Fee 
must be included.  Nominations must be submitted in both electronic and hard-copy format. 
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CHECKLIST: 2803 Bergman St. 

#1-6 Nomination Form: Address, Ownership, Classification, Nominator Info. 

#7: Description 

#8: History 

#9: Significance 

#10 Integrity 

#11 Consent of Property Owners 

#12 Photographs of Property: numbered and labeled 

#13 List of Supporting Documents 

Fee 

Hard-Copy nomination 

Electronic nomination (Word Format for text). 
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Individual Property Historic Nomination Form 

Historic Name(s): Sheraden Homestead 
Current Name: 2803 Bergman St. 
Location: 2803 Bergman St., Pittsburgh, PA 15204 
Neighborhood: Sheraden 
Ownership: Privately Owned 
Type: Structure 
Historic Use: Residential 
Current Use: Residential 

Descriptive Narrative 

Year Built: Circa 1875-1885 
Architectural Style: Italianate 
Architect: Unknown 

7. Description

2803 Bergman St. (Photo 1) is a two-story framed residential building that fronts Bergman Street and 
faces North-East.  The house is situated in a residential neighborhood, which is primarily comprised of 
single-family, detached structures embodying architectural styles, such as American foursquare, popular 
late 19th and early 20th centuries. 

The house itself was constructed with the influence of the Italianate style, which is shown in its centered 
front entrance, full-width front porch with chamfered support posts, projecting window hoods, and 
paired brackets below the box gutter (Photo 2).  The primary façade is divided into five distinct bays, 
each containing a double-hung window framed by slatted exterior shutters and crowned by projecting 
window hoods.  The entrance to the house is denoted by a pointed pediment rising from the roofline, 
which also contains a stylized sunburst motif (Photo 3).  The main entranceway is comprised of a single 
door, flanked by slender slide light windows and a transom, all of which contain translucent glass. 

The exterior of the house is comprised of wood clap board, painted white.  The shutters, window hoods, 
door surrounds, porch posts, and paired brackets, which all appear to also be made of wood, are 
painted a forest green.  The house has an open gabled roof and the porch, which spans the entire width 
of the primary façade, is covered by a hipped roof.  Two masonry chimneys rise from the roof on either 
side of the house. 

A set of concrete stairs with iron railings on both sides led from the porch to a walkway to the street, 
which run through a pair of conjoined sycamore trees (Photos 4 & 5).  The window sashes and front 
entranceway doors are non-germane to the period of the house’s construction. 
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8. History

The house at 2803 Bergman Street took the place of an earlier stone dwelling, which the Sheraden 
family occupied before and after they purchased the 122-acre property.  William Sheraden had 2803 
Bergman Street built between approximately 1875 and 1885.  The house was constructed on part of a 
tract of 122 acres that Sheraden had purchased in 1857, for $9000 in what was then Chartiers Township. 
The area around William Sheraden’s farm soon came to be known as Sheraden or Sheradenville, in 
honor of the farmer and his family. The borough of Sheraden was created from part of Chartiers 
Township in 1894, and became part of the city of Pittsburgh in 1907. 

William Sheraden was a farmer for many years and agricultural census records from 1880 show that 
Sheraden’s property was the third most valuable farm in what was then Chartiers Township. The farm 
produced hay, butter, corn, oats, rye, potatoes, and apples.  In the late 19th century, Sheraden began to 
subdivide his farmland for residential development, resulting in the creation of what is now the 
Sheraden neighborhood of Pittsburgh. After Sheraden died in 1900, other family members continued 
the residential development that he had started. A grandson, William Sheraden Bockstoce, constructed 
houses in the neighborhood and was a building contractor for many years. William S. Bockstoce was also 
an accomplished horticulturist, and was responsible for the grafted tree with two trunks that stands in 
front of his former home at 2803 Bergman Street. The house at 2803 Bergman Street was owned by the 
Sheraden and Bockstoce families until 1967.1 

1 2803 Bergman Street House History, Carol Peterson. 2017. 
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9. Significance

1) This building does not meet this Criterion.

2) Its 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;

2803 Bergman St. is directly associated with William Sheraden, the farmer whose 
property would come to create the borough, and then neighborhood, that bears his 
name, as well as his grandson, William S. Bockstoce, an internationally renowned 
horticulturalist. 

William Sheraden 

William Sheraden was born in Mount Pleasant, Jefferson County, Ohio, in August 1817. 
Known records do not document William Sheraden’s occupation or other activities, or 
the family’s residence between 1840 and 1857, the year in which William Sheraden 
purchased property in what later became the Sheraden section of Pittsburgh.   

In 1857, William Sheraden bought a 122-acre tract of land in Chartiers Township, south 
of Pittsburgh. At the time of the purchase, Sheraden and his family lived in a stone 
house on the property. They had a house, now known as 2803 Bergman Street, 
constructed on the property between approximately 1875 and 1885. 

The 1860 census was the first census taken after the Sheraden family moved to 
Chartiers Township. William Sheraden, 43, was a farmer, and Mary Ann, 38, did not 
work outside the home. Their children appear to have been Anna Mary, 16, William J., 
11, Margaret J., nine, and Elizabeth, six.  Records of the 1870 census show that William 
and Mary Ann Sheraden employed two African-American farm laborers who lived on the 
property.  They were Jacob Robinson, 24, who had been born in North Carolina, and 
Vincent Butler, 16, who had been born in Pennsylvania. 

Records of the 1880 census of agriculture provide information on the Sheraden farm. 
The farm contained 121 acres that were improved, including land that was fallow or 
grass in rotation, and 27 acres that were permanent meadows, permanent pastures, 
orchards, or vineyards. There were also 40 acres of woodland and forest, and 20 other 
unimproved acres. The farmlands, buildings, and fences had an estimated value of 
$40,000, making the Sheraden farm the third most valuable of 150 farms in Chartiers 
Township. The farm contained implements and machinery worth $300, and livestock 
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worth $600. In 1879, William Sheraden had paid $1000 in wages, including the value of 
any board provided to workers. The farm had produced goods worth an estimated 
$5000 in 1879. 

By the late 19th century, William Sheraden and his son William J. sold farm produce in 
the Diamond Market, located on what is now Market Square in Downtown Pittsburgh. 

The Sheraden farm had 10 acres of grass lands in 1879, and had produced 18 tons of hay 
in that year. It had 5 horses, 7 milk cows, and 4 other cattle. Four cattle had been sold 
living in 1879, and the farm had produced 270 pounds of butter. The farm had 6 acres 
planted in corn, which had yielded 100 bushels. Thirty-five acres were planted in oats, 
and had yielded 400 bushels. There were 6 acres planted in rye, which had produced 
120 bushels. Potatoes covered 15 acres and had produced 2000 bushels. The Sheraden 
farm had 7 acres planted in apples, with 250 bearing trees that had produced 400 
bushels in 1879. The total value of orchard products sold or consumed was $18. 

By the late 1880s, William Sheraden subdivided some of his farm property and began 
selling lots to buyers who constructed houses. The new neighborhood became known as 
Sheraden or Sheradenville. It was incorporated as a borough in 1894, and was annexed 
to the city of Pittsburgh in 1907. 

In 1900, according to census records, William Sheraden, 82, lived at 2803 Bergman 
Street (then an unnumbered house on Harwood Street) with two of his daughters and 
two grandsons. The census recorded him as a retired farmer. His daughters who lived 
with him were Margaret Bockstoce, 43, and Anna M. Smith, 52. Both daughters were 
widowed. The grandsons were William S. Bockstoce, 23, who would later own and live 
at 2803 Bergman Street for many years, and Henry F. Bockstoce, 21. Both grandsons 
were unmarried and worked as clerks for an iron company. 

William Sheraden lived at 2803 Bergman Street until he died on August 12, 1900, at age 
82 or 83. He left property that contained the house at 2803 Bergman Street to Margaret 
Sheraden Bockstoce and Anna Mary Sheraden Smith.2 

William Sheraden Bockstoce 

In 1901, William Sheraden Bockstoce was among the founding trustees of the First 
United Presbyterian Church of Sheraden and was a secretary of the Sheraden Savings 
and Loan Association.3  William Bockstoce was also arenowned amateur horticulturalist 

2 2803 Bergman Street House History, Carol Peterson. 2017. 
3 “One Horticulturalist’s Work of Art”, The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, July 28, 1999. 
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noted for crossbreeding tulips and roses and it should be noted that several of these 
tulip/rose hybrids still survive on the property, as does the famed twin sycamores.4  
Despite this work, William S. Bockstoce’s would become nationally known for his work 
creating new breeds of peonies.  The cross between Peony chinensis and Peony 
officianalis would go on to win the blue ribbon at the National Peony show in Cleveland.  
At the time, It was the first hybrid to gain such recognition nationally.5 

William S. Bockstoce and his wife, Jean Elizabeth Jackson Bockstoce, were married in 
about 1905. Jean was born in Pennsylvania in 1881, to parents who had been born in 
Pennsylvania. After marrying, they made their home at 2803 Bergman Street with 
Margaret Bockstoce and Anna Mary Smith. They had no children. 

Records of censuses taken between 1910 and 1940 list William S. Bockstoce as the head 
of the family at 2803 Bergman Street. Bockstoce was a speculative real estate investor 
in Sheraden by the time that he married, building houses on lots that were subdivided 
from his family’s holdings. In 1910, William S. and Jean Bockstoce lived at 2803 Bergman 
Street with Margaret Bockstoce and Anna Mary Smith. Anna Mary Smith died in 1918, 
leaving her interest in the house to William S. Bockstoce. In 1920, the residents of 2803 
Bergman Street were William S. Bockstoce, 43, a self-employed contractor, Jean E. 
Bockstoce, 38, with no occupation, Margaret J. Sheraden Bockstoce, 58, with no 
occupation, and Julia Jackson, 44, an unmarried sister of Jean E. Bockstoce. Jackson 
worked as a stenographer for a coal company. Margaret J. Sheraden Bockstoce died on 
September 29, 1926. William S. and Jean E. Bockstoce were the only residents of 2803 
Bergman Street when the 1930 and 1940 censuses were taken.  William S. Bockstoce 
retired from contracting in 1951, at about age 74. By then, he was an accomplished 
amateur horticulturist. In 1938, Bockstoce grafted two sycamore trees in front of his 
house at 2803 Bergman Street, joining them to create the appearance of a single tree 
with two trunks.  He was also best for breeding peonies.6 

William Sheraden Bockstoce died on September 4, 1963, at age 86. He was survived by 
Jean Bockstoce, who died on June 12, 1966, at 84. The estate of Jean Bockstoce sold 
2803 Bergman Street in 1967, ending the Sheraden/Bockstoce residency in the house.7 

4 “Peony Expert Bockstoce Dies at 86,” The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, September 7, 1963. 
5 “Sheraden Man Creates New Peonies,” The Pittsburgh Press. June 8, 1952. 
6 “Sheraden Sycamores an Arch Attraction,” The Pittsburgh Press, May 29, 1975; “Peony Expert Bockstoce Dies at 
86,” The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, September 7, 1963. 
7 2803 Bergman Street House History, Carol Peterson. 2017. 
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3) Its exemplification of an architectural type, style, or design distinguished by innovation, rarity,
uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship;

2803 Bergman Street was built with influence of the Italianate style, which is expressed 
in its centered front entrance, its full-width front porch with chamfered support posts, 
its projecting window hoods, and the paired brackets below the box gutter.  Interior 
features of 2803 Bergman Street that are consistent with construction taking place 
between approximately 1875 and 1885 include the house’s marbleized slate mantel, 
asymmetrical trim around door and window openings, newel post, handrail, and 
spindles, and four-panel doors. 

The use of Italianate Style at 2803 Bergman is particularly fitting for its setting as, 
according to PHMC: 

The Italianate style was modeled after the medieval farmhouses of the Italian 
countryside. These farmhouses were irregularly shaped and seemed to fit 
naturally into their rustic settings, an important objective of the Romantic 
Movement. The Italianate and Gothic Revival styles were made popular by the 
published pattern books of architect Andrew Jackson Downing in the 1840s and 
1850s. This style first developed as the Italianate Villa style, which was seen as 
early as the 1830s and was intended as a suitable design for substantial homes 
or country estates.8 

While examples of Italianate architectural design are common within the city of 
Pittsburgh, its expression in an architectural edifice most closely associated with an 
agrarian setting is a rarity in a decisively urban environment. 

4) This building does not meet this Criterion.
5) This building does not meet this Criterion.
6) This building does not meet this Criterion.
7) This building does not meet this Criterion.
8) This building does not meet this Criterion.
9) This building does not meet this Criterion.

8 PHMC. Italianate Villa/Italianate Style 1840-1885.  Accessed: 
http://www.phmc.state.pa.us/portal/communities/architecture/styles/italianate.html 

http://www.phmc.state.pa.us/portal/communities/architecture/styles/italianate.html
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10) Its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence representing an established
and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City of Pittsburgh

2803 Bergman St. is well known within the neighborhood of Sheraden as having belonged to the 
neighborhood’s founder and namesake.  However, the twin sycamore trees that grow together 
to form an arch onto the property are arguably the most recognizable feature and is well known 
throughout Pittsburgh.  This is, perhaps, most apparent from media coverage dating back to 
their inception the 1950s in which articles identifies the house by the conjoined sycamores.9  
The Italianate farmhouse too is a recognizable feature on the street otherwise populated with 
homes constructed in a suburban period that typically embody Foursquare, Tutor Revival, and 
Dutch Revival architectural elements. 

10. Integrity

2803 Bergman St. enjoys a high degree of integrity of workmanship, feeling, and association; as 
well as a reasonable degree of integrity of location.  The location of the building has been 
changed as a result of its reorientation from what would become the center of Bergman St.  It is 
apparent from historic photographs that the front porch of the building has also been expanded 
in its past although the stylistic details of this expansion are consistent with the overall Italianate 
Style employed in the house’s design.  While the original setting of William Sheraden’s 
farmhouse has changed, the setting and location of the house during William S. Bockstoce’s 
residence remains intact. 

9 “Twin sycamores carry history for Sheraden Community.”  The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette.  June 25, 2015; “The Twin 
Sycamores of Sheraden,” The Pittsburgh Orbit, March 4, 2015; “Sheraden Sycamores an Arch Attraction,” The 
Pittsburgh Press, May 29, 1975. 
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Photo. 1. 2803 Bergman St., Primary Façade, October 4, 2017. Source: Matthew W.C. Falcone. 
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Photo. 2. 2803 Bergman St., Entranceway, Porch & Trees, October 4, 2017. Source: Matthew W.C. 
Falcone. 
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Photo. 3. 2803 Bergman St., Roofline and Second Story Detail, Primary Façade, October 4, 2017. Source: 
Matthew W.C. Falcone. 



7 

Photo. 4. 2803 Bergman St., Twin Sycamore Trunks, October 4, 2017. Source: Matthew W.C. Falcone. 
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Photo. 5. 2803 Bergman St., Twin Sycamores, Trunk & Canopy, October 4, 2017. Source: Matthew W.C. 
Falcone. 
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Plate 45. Chartiers & Lower St. Clair.  1876. G. M. Hopkins & Co. 
http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt:76v01p45  

http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt:76v01p45
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Plate 26. Chartiers. 1886. G. M. Hopkins & Co., 
http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt%3A86v01p26/viewer 

http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt%3A86v01p26/viewer
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Plate 15. Sheraden. 1896. G. M. Hopkins & Co., 
http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt:20090218-hopkins-0016 

Plate 20. Chartiers, Sheraden, Esplen. 1905. G. M. Hopkins & Co., 
http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt:05vsvp20  

http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt:20090218-hopkins-0016
http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt:05vsvp20
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Plate 17. Chartiers, Sheraden. 1905. G. M. Hopkins & Co., 
http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt:17v07p17 

http://historicpittsburgh.org/islandora/object/pitt:17v07p17
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William Sheraden & Family in Front of the Original Farmhouse. Date & Provenance unknown.  Accessed: 
http://www.sheradenpgh.com/2013/03/history-of-sheraden.html   
 

http://www.sheradenpgh.com/2013/03/history-of-sheraden.html
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William Bockstoce. The Pittsburgh Press, June 8, 1952. 
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“The Trees with Two Trunks,” The Pittsburgh Press, June 29, 1952. 
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“Sycamore Trees,” The Pittsburgh Press, May 29, 1975. 
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“One Horticulturalists Work of Art,” Pittsburgh Post-Gazette.  July 28, 1999. 



Matthew Falcone <mfalcone@preservationpgh.org>

Landmarkin' Update
2 messages

Matthew Falcone <mfalcone@preservationpgh.org> Wed, Nov 15, 2017 at 10:42 AM
To: John Blakeley <johnblakeleyohyeah@gmail.com>

Hi John -

I wanted to let you know I met with Councilwoman Kail-Smith earlier this week and told her about working with you to 
landmarking your place.  She wanted me to convey her thanks and she said once it's through the process, she'd like 
to do a celebratory proclamation.

It's a long process (6-8 months) but if you're still good, we'd thought we'd start it on Friday by submitting the 
paperwork and in early December send out a press release.  Let me know and to protect your privacy, we thought 
we'd leave your name off of everything we release publically.

Hope all's well.  When things settle down with the holidays, I'd love to take you up on your offer and check out 
your house.  And of course, Happpy Thanksgiving,

Matthew
__________________
Matthew W.C. Falcone
President

1501 Reedsdale St.,Suite 5003
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233
412.417.5910
www.preservationpgh.org

John Blakeley <johnblakeleyohyeah@gmail.com> Wed, Nov 15, 2017 at 11:13 AM
To: Matthew Falcone <mfalcone@preservationpgh.org>

That all sounds awesome! Can't wait. Thank you so much.
[Quoted text hidden]

Preservation Pittsburgh Mail - Landmarkin' Update https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=216b5039ae&jsver=M-xh...

1 of 1 11/17/2017 10:32 AM
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INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY HISTORIC NOMINATION FORM 

1. HISTORIC NAME OF PROPERTY:                                                  

Hefty House      

 

2. CURRENT NAME OF PROPERTY:  
624 East Ohio Street, Parcel No. 24-N-118  

3. LOCATION 

a. Street: 624–626 East Ohio Street  

b. City, State, Zip Code: Pittsburgh, PA 15212  

c. Neighborhood: Deutschtown, East Allegheny  

4. OWNERSHIP 

d. Owner(s): Urban Redevelopment Authority of Pittsburgh  

e. Street: 200 Ross Street, Tenth Floor  

f. City, State, Zip Code: Pittsburgh, PA 15219  Phone: (412) 255-6600  

5. CLASSIFICATION AND USE – Check all that apply 

Type Ownership  Current Use:  

Structure  Private – home  Ground Retail/Upper residential (vacant)  

  District  Private – other         

 Site  Public – government         

 Object  Public - other          

  Place of religious worship         

  

HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION
Division of Development Administration and Review

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning
200 Ross Street, Third Floor

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Fee Schedule 
Please make check payable to Treasurer, City of Pittsburgh 
Individual Landmark Nomination: $100.00 
District Nomination: $250.00 

HRC Staff Use Only 

Date Received: ..................................................  
Parcel No.: ........................................................  
Ward: ................................................................  
Zoning Classification: .......................................  
Bldg. Inspector: .................................................  
Council District: ................................................  
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6. NOMINATED BY: 

a. Name: Nick Kyriazi  

b. Street: 517 Avery Street  

c. City, State, Zip: Pittsburgh, PA 15212  

d. Phone: (412) 323-2569  Email: nkyriazi@comcast.net  

7. DESCRIPTION 
Provide a narrative description of the structure, district, site, or object.  If it has been altered over time, 
indicate the date(s) and nature of the alteration(s).  (Attach additional pages as needed) 
 
If Known: 

a. Year Built: 1825–1840  
b. Architectural Style: Greek Revival  
c. Architect/Builder: Anonymous  

 
Narrative: See Continuation Sheet No. 1  

 

8. HISTORY 
Provide a history of the structure, district, site, or object.  Include a bibliography of sources consulted. (Attach 
additional pages as needed.)  Include copies of relevant source materials with the nomination form (see 
Number 11). 
 
Narrative: See Continuation Sheet No. 2       

 

9. SIGNIFICANCE 
The Pittsburgh Code of Ordinances, Title 11, Historic Preservation, Chapter 1: Historic Structures, 
Districts, Sites and Objects lists ten criteria, at least one of which must be met for Historic Designation.  
Describe how the structure, district, site, or object meets one or more of these criteria and complete a 
narrative discussing in detail each area of significance.  (Attach additional pages as needed) 

The structure, building, site, district, object is significant because of (check all that apply): 

1.  Its location as a site of a significant historic or prehistoric event or activity; 

2.  Its 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; 

3.  Its exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished by 
innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or 
craftsmanship; 

4.  Its 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; 

5.  Its exemplification of important planning and urban design techniques 
distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design or detail; 



 

3 

6.  Its location as a site of an important archaeological resource; 

7.  Its 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; 

8.  Its 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; 

9.  Its 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; or 

10.  Its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence representing 
an established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City 
of Pittsburgh. 

Narrative: See Continuation Sheet No. 3  

10. INTEGRITY 

In addition, the ordinance specifies that “Any area, property, site, structure or object that meets 
any one or more of the criteria listed above shall also have sufficient integrity of location, design, 
materials, and workmanship to make it worthy of preservation or restoration”.  (Attach additional 
pages as needed) 

Narrative:  

11. NOTIFICATION/CONSENT OF PROPERTY OWNER(S) 

1.3(a)(2)  Community information process. 
Preceding submission of a nomination form for a District, the Historic Review Commission shall conduct 
at least one (1) public information meeting within or near the boundaries of the proposed district, which 
shall include at least one (1) member of the Department of City Planning and one (1) Commission 
member, to discuss the possible effects of designation. Notice shall be given to the owners of property in 
the proposed district in accordance with Section 1.3(b) below.  The final public information meeting shall 
be held no more than six months before the nomination form is submitted. 

1.3(a)(1)(a) Subsection F.   
In the case of a nomination as a Historic District, by community-based organizations or by any 
individual, but in either event the nomination shall be accompanied by a petition signed by the owners of 
record of twenty-five (25) percent of the properties within the boundaries of the proposed District. 

- Please attach documentation of your efforts to gain property owner’s consent.- 
 
** The nomination of any religious property shall be accompanied by a signed letter of consent from the 
property’s owner. 
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12. PHOTO LOGS: Please Attach 

13. BIBLIOGRAPHY: Please Attach 

14. NOMINATION FORM PREPARED BY: 

a. Name:  Nick Kyriazi  

b. Street: 517 Avery Street  

c. City, State, Zip: Pittsburgh, PA  15212  

d. Phone: (412) 323-2569       Email: nkyriazi@comcast.net  

 

e. Signature:   
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HISTORIC NOMINATION – INSTRUCTIONS 
 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILLING OUT THE NOMINATION FORM 

1. Indicate the original name of the property if it is currently known by a different name; e.g. Union Station. 

2. Indicate the current name of the property 

3. Indicate the street address for the property.  For districts, attach a separate sheet listing the street address of 
each property included in the nomination and a clear street map of the area showing the boundaries of the 
proposed district. 

4. Indicate the owner of the property and his or her mailing address.  For districts, attach a separate sheet listing 
the owner of each property and his or her mailing address. 

5. Check the classification as indicated. 

a. “Historic Structure” means anything constructed or erected, the use of which requires directly or 
indirectly, a permanent location on the land, including walks, fences, signs, steps and sidewalks at 
which events that made a significant contribution to national, state or local history occurred or which 
involved a close association with the lives of people of nations, state or local significance; or an 
outstanding example of a period, style, architectural movement, or method of construction; or one of 
the last surviving works of a pioneer architect, builder or designer; or one of the last survivors of a 
particular style or period of construction. 

 
b. “Historic District” means a defined territorial division of land which shall include more than one (1) 

contiguous or related parcels of property, specifically identified by separate resolution, at which 
events occurred that made a significant contribution to national, state, or local history, or which 
contains more than one historic structure or historic landmarks, or which contains groups, rows or 
sets of structures or landmarks, or which contains an aggregate example of a period, style, 
architectural movements or method of construction, providing distinguishing characteristics of the 
architectural type or architectural period it represents. 

 
c. “Historic Site” means the location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or 

activity, or a building or structure whether standing, ruined or vanished, where the location itself 
maintains historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing structures. 

 
d. “Historic Object” means a material thing of historic significance for functional, aesthetic cultural or 

scientific reasons that may be, by nature or design, moveable yet related to a specific setting or 
environment. 

6. Indicate the person(s) responsible for the nomination.  Please note: According to the Historic Preservation 
Ordinance: 

HISTORIC REVIEW COMMISSION
Division of Development Administration and Review

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning
200 Ross Street, Third Floor

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219
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“Nomination of an area, property, site, or object for consideration and designation as a Historic Structure, 
Historic District, Historic Site, or Historic Object may be submitted to the Historic Review Commission by 
any of the following: 

a. The Mayor of the City of Pittsburgh 
b. A Member of the Historic Review Commission 
c. A Member of the City Planning Commission 
d. A Member of the Pittsburgh City Council 
e. The Owner of Record or any person residing in the City of Pittsburgh for at least one year (for the 

nomination of a Historic Structure, Site or Object) 
f. A signed petition of 25% of the owners of record (for the nomination of a Historic District) 

 
7. Write a physical description of the nominated property or district.  Include the following information as 

applicable: 
 architectural style(s) 
 arrangement of architectural elements 
 building materials 
 method(s) of construction  
 visual character 
 street pattern 
 density 
 type and arrangement of buildings 
 topography 
 history of the development of the area 

8. Provide a narrative history of the structure, district, site, or object.  Include the following information when 
available: 

 History of the development of the area; 
 Circumstances which brought the structure, district, site, or object into being; 
 Biographical information on architects, builders, developers, artisans, planners, or others 

who created or contributed to the structure, district, site, or object; 
 Contextual background on building type(s) and/or style(s); 
 Importance of the structure, district, site, or object in the larger community over the course 

of its existence. 
 Include a bibliography of all sources consulted at the end.  Where historical information is 

uncertain or disputed, reference sources in the text. 

9. Listed below are the categories and criteria for historic designation as set forth in the Pittsburgh Historic 
Preservation Ordinance.  Describe in detail how the structure, district, site, or object meets one or more of the 
criteria.  According to that legislation in Section 1.4 of the Pittsburgh Historic Preservation Ordinance, 
Criteria for Designation, a building must meet at least one of the following criteria in order to be designated: 

 
1. Its location as a site of a significant historic or prehistoric event or activity; 

 
2. Its 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; 
 

3. Its exemplification of an architectural type, style or design distinguished by innovation, rarity, 
uniqueness, or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship; 
 

4. Its 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; 
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5. Its exemplification of important planning and urban design techniques distinguished by 

innovation, rarity, uniqueness, or overall quality of design or detail; 
 

6. Its location as a site of an important archaeological resource; 
 

7. Its 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; 
 

8. Its 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; 
 

9. Its 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; or 
 

10. Its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence representing an 
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City of 
Pittsburgh. 
 

10.  In addition, the ordinance specifies that “Any area, property, site, structure or object that meets any one 
or more of the criteria listed above shall also have sufficient integrity of location, design, materials, and 
workmanship to make it worthy of preservation or restoration.” 

11. The nomination must be accompanied by evidence that the nominator has made a good-faith effort to 
communicate his or her interest in the historic designation of this landmark or district to the owner(s) of these 
properties.  Describe how this was done, and attach evidence that the owner(s) of the nominated landmark or 
of the properties within the nominated district have been informed of the nomination.  This may include a 
copy of a notification letter with a mailing list, a letter confirming phone calls, or a petition signed by affected 
property owners. 

12. Clear photographs of the nominated buildings or districts should accompany the nomination form.  The 
applicant shall include photographs of all elevations of an individual building and its setting, or the front 
elevation of each building in a district.  In the case of closely spaced buildings or rowhouses, several 
buildings may be included in one photograph.  Each photograph must be labeled with the street address of the 
building(s) and the month and year the photograph was taken. 

13. Copies of major supporting documents should accompany the nomination form.  Such documents may 
include, but are not limited to: 

 historic photographs; 
 historic and contemporary maps; 
 historic or contemporary texts describing the subject property or district; 
 historic or contemporary texts describing people, places, or events that comprise the 

historic context of the subject property or district. 
 Oversized materials (such as architectural drawings) and materials too fragile to copy may 

be accepted. 

PLEASE NOTE:  It is the responsibility of the nominator to provide the Historic Review Commission and its Staff 
with information sufficient to fairly evaluate the nomination.  Incomplete nomination forms will not be accepted.  
Fee must be included.  Nominations must be submitted in both electronic and hard-copy format. 
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CHECKLIST: 624–626 East Ohio Street  

 

 #1-6 Nomination Form: Address, Ownership, Classification, Nominator Info. 

  #7: Description 

  #8: History 

  #9: Significance 

 #10 Integrity 

 #11 Consent of Property Owners 

 #12 Photographs of Property: numbered and labeled 

 #13 List of Supporting Documents 

 

 Fee 

 Hard-Copy nomination 

 Electronic nomination (Word Format for text).   

 

 

 

 

 

 



Continuation Sheet No. 1 — Description: 
 
The two-and-a-half-story commercial building at 624–626 East Ohio Street stands 
on the north side of the street, between Middle and East Streets in the East 
Allegheny section of Pittsburgh’s North Side. The building’s lot is 21 feet wide 
by 74 feet deep. Its south, or front, elevation abuts directly onto the sidewalk of 
East Ohio Street; its east and west sides abut the adjoining buildings. There is a 
very small courtyard at the rear, between 624-626 East Ohio and the garage on lot 
24-N-117 facing Emlin Way. 
 
624-626 East Ohio is of heavy timber construction utilizing mortise and tenon 
joints and wooden pegs to hold the structural framing together. The basement 
interior reveals an approximately 12”x12” summer beam running under the ridge 
beam with mortise cuts accepting the joist tenons. The second floor also exhibits a 
long, heavy beam, perhaps indicating summer-beam construction of all the floors. 
In the cellar, some foundation walls are built of mortared sandstone, but others are 
composed of well-graded river stones mortared with clay by the builders (not to 
be confused with partially excavated alluvial silt like at 406-408 Foreland Street.) 
Both of these building techniques are decidedly Old World and point to a very 
early construction date. 
 
The first story of the front facade has two adjoining half-light entrance doors at its 
center, evidence of 624-626 East Ohio operating as two distinct commercial 
spaces, each slightly less than 10-feet wide. (Historic directories also show a long 
list of separate businesses operating at 624 and 626.) To either side of these doors 
is a single-light commercial display window. The first story is currently sheathed 
in plywood paneling with an aluminum-wrapped cornice stretching the width of 
the building. The second story of the front facade shows the original pattern of 
fenestration, four double-hung windows of small proportion, evenly spaced, with 
flush wood lintels and slightly protruding wood sills. Historic maps indicate that 
the second story brick facade was laid over the older wood-frame building. This 
would be consistent with the entire facade projecting out one wythe beyond the 
face of the neighboring buildings. The second story is surmounted by an 
aluminum-wrapped box gutter without brackets or other ornamentation. The attic 
story of the front facade has one dormer lined up over the door and middle 
window of the left (624 E.Ohio) shop. The dormer retains its simplified Greek 
Revival pediment and trim. The roof decking and dormer sides are sheathed in 
seamed, tin plate. 
 
There are wood-framed extensions at the rear of both 624 and 626 East Ohio. All 
walls on the rear of the building are clad with vinyl siding. Open trim and siding 
joints reveal that the original Dutch-lap clapboard, painted ochre, remains in 
place. The extension on 624 E. Ohio is two stories tall with a seamed, tin-plate 
roof. The extension on 626 is one-story and roofed in asphalt tile. The 1872 
Hopkins map, the earliest one depicting building footprints, shows two storeroom 
extensions already extant at the rear of 624-626 East Ohio.  



 
The second story of the rear of the 626 side has one small, centered, double-hung 
window. The attic story of the rear facade has one dormer lined up over the 
centered window below. The dormer retains its simplified Greek Revival 
pediment and trim. Unusually, the two dormers over the two shops are built on 
different slopes of the peaked roof, rather than both being on the south-facing 
slope. One exterior brick chimney protrudes through the roof of the two-story 
extension at the centerline of the property, a few feet back from the main block of 
the building. 
 
The interior contains simple ogee or ovolo trim on baseboards and casings, which 
would be typical of the earliest period of building on East Ohio Street. The 
ground floor shop interiors have pressed tin ceilings in situ, indicating the 
continued, long-term commercial use of the properties. The staircase is unusually 
steep with deeply worn treads. 



Continuation Sheet No. 2 — History 
 
The small buildings at 624-626 East Ohio Street are among the oldest buildings in 
Pittsburgh, probably built in Allegheny Borough, predating Allegheny City’s charter. 
Furthermore, they very likely are the oldest remaining commercial structures on the North 
Side. The earliest available map of 1852 shows only general building coverage but clearly 
indicates that East Ohio Street was already densely lined with buildings.  
 
Early commercial activity along this stretch of East Ohio Street was encouraged by its being 
the terminus of the Allegheny-Butler Turnpike, opened in 1819, and thus the first or last 
provisioning stop for voyagers. Simple buildings likely predated the Turnpike since East 
Ohio Street was built atop a significant Indian path. In fact, the 20-degree tilt of Allegheny 
City’s street grid from the compass points comes from its having been laid out to align with 
the crossing of the Venango Trail and the Great Path.  
 
In 1822, the Voegtly and Rickenbach families bought extensive acreage southeast of 
Allegheny Town along the Allegheny River and East Ohio Street, encouraging many 
Germans and Swiss who were migrating away from political and economic unrest in the 
German states to settle in what Alleghenians began calling Deutschtown.  
 
The Pennsylvania Canal was built through the eastern portion of Allegheny borough prior to 
1830 and spurred the construction of many small commercial buildings along East Ohio 
Street. Once the Canal opened in 1829, almost four million tons of freight were shipped on 
an average week, leading to rapid development. Due to the Canal’s construction, some of the 
borough’s landowners had hired surveyors to subdivide the “out lots” they had received with 
their “town lot” deeds. Specifically, a plan of lots was created around the intersection of East 
Ohio Street and Madison Avenue. In the 1830’s a plan with First, Second, and Third Streets 
(now Foreland, Suismon, and Tripoli) as well as three north to south streets was laid out on 
lots that were in Mary Croghan’s trust. 
 
The land north of Ohio Street that included today’s 624-626 East Ohio had been owned by 
James O’Hara before his death in 1819. Although building rights on these lots would be 
sold, ownership of the land would remain with the O’Hara/Croghan/Schenley clan, 
confounding future attempts to ascertain construction dates for 624-626 East Ohio from the 
land-deed transfer records. Please note that early on the building would, in fact, have been 
unnumbered. Plat maps show that when numbers were assigned about 1861 it was called 
197 Ohio Street. When buildings on the north side of Ohio were renumbered in the early 
1870s, it became 193–195 Ohio Street. Allegheny City then renumbered the property as 
624–626 East Ohio Street in 1899. 
 
Because we can not track the construction date or early ownership thread for 624-626 East 
Ohio Street through the deed records, we look to early directories and census records, which 
verify that a decade after the Canal opened this area of East Ohio Street was lined with small 
commercial buildings and was already substantially built up, with many self-employed men 
operating businesses. The 1839 Allegheny Borough directory attests that buildings on East 
Ohio Street between the Commons and East Street were occupied by five grocers, five 



carpenters, five unspecified laborers, three shoemakers, three painters, three men with no 
occupation, two innkeepers, and one each of the following:  umbrella maker, weaver, 
cooper, auger and coffee manufacturer, furniture maker, clerk, teacher, brick maker, hat 
manufacturer, cigar maker, wagon maker, tinsmith, midwife, and ship carpenter. 
 
Not until 1860 did historical records list the occupants of 624-626 East Ohio Street as the 
German immigrants John Jacob Hefty and Dorothy Hefty. John Jacob worked as a saddle 
and harness maker. 
 
Commercial uses of 624–626 East Ohio over the years were as follows: 

 Tailors Charles Koenig and Ferdinand Yahle in 1873; 
 Candy store and bakery by Anton Miller in 1874; 
 Real estate and insurance broker George Evans in 1875; 
 Saloon by Valentine Guckert, 1875–1876; 
 Tobacco and cigar store by George Schaper in 1876; 
 G. W. Niesz sold butter and eggs in 1877; 
 Augustine Pappert, undertaker, from 1878-1885, probably in the rear portion of the 

building; 
 Tailor Herman Kinder in 1881; 
 Allegheny City Gymnastic Club, 1883–1885; 
 Cigars made and sold by John Dougan, 1883-1889; 
 Saddler August Sontheimer, 1883; 
 Office use by Watson Brothers, a company that mined coal in Observatory Hill, 

1885-1886; 
 Notary and real estate and insurance broker Charles Weitershausen, 1885-1892; 
 Barber shop, 1886-1890; 
 Offices of the Liberty Building and Loan Association, and Joos and Company, a 

family-owned printing business, 1892-1893. At the same time, the building also 
housed John Dietolf, a merchant tailor and Samuel, a baker; 

At 624 East Ohio Street: 
 Fish store operated by Ferdinand Peters, 1895-1903; 
 Christ Schmidt sold both fish and milk there in 1904-1905 followed by Charles 

Kaercher's fish store in 1906; 
 A butter store by Edward Borland in 1907 and by Martha McKay in 1908; 
 John Klaeser sold poultry and butter, 1911-1914; 
 Philip Chiarmont sold fruit there in 1916; 
 Tailor Louis Wolff in 1917; 
 Barber John Eissler, 1918-1922, carried on by other barbers through 1928; 
 Hat cleaners and shoe repairmen Thomas Kopoulas and George Serdos, 1925-1930; 

At 626 East Ohio Street: 
 A notions shop by Jacob Fuchs, 1900; 
 Confectioner Abraham Sametsky, 1901; 
 Tobacconist Andrew Creighton, 1902; 
 Milliner Tobias Goldberg, 1903-1905; 
 Fruit store by Frank Carsomino, 1906-1907; 



 Shoemaker Samuel Marotto, 1908-1912; 
 Shoemaker Frank Wastek, 1913-1919; 
 Bakery by Joseph Evans, 1920; 
 The Vellis Restaurant, 1922; 
 Restaurant by Nicholas Mastris, 1925; 
 The American Lunch restaurant, 1926-1930. 

 
Mary Schenley and her estate continued to own the land from Avery Street to North Avenue 
until 1924, when Christ N. Vellis purchased the land under the buildings at 624-626 East 
Ohio from the trustees of the Schenley estate. In 1938, 624-626 East Ohio Street was sold by 
Sheriff’s sale to the Peoples-Pittsburgh Trust Company, which sold the property to Henry J. 
and Anna C. Schellhaas. In 1959, the Schellhaas children and grandchildren who inherited 
the property subdivided the original 110-foot-deep lot, retaining the back 36-feet (Lot 24-N-
117) along Emlin Way and contiguous to the Schellhaas and Son funeral home at 707 East 
Street. They then sold 624–26 East Ohio (Lot 24-N-118) to Joseph J. and Ruth W. Pack in 
1959. The building’s lot has since been 21 feet wide by 74 feet deep. In 1993 Ruth W. Pack 
sold the property to John Duffy Conley. In 1999 the City of Pittsburgh seized the property 
for unpaid real estate taxes. In 2005 the City of Pittsburgh sold 624-626 East Ohio Street to 
Northside Leadership Conference, which sold the property to the Urban Redevelopment 
Authority of Pittsburgh. 



Continuation Sheet No. 3 — Significance 
 
The property at 624–626 East Ohio Street is significant under three of the Pittsburgh Code 
of Ordinances criteria for historic designation. 
 
3. The property is a significant example of modest, small-scale Greek Revival architecture. 
The Greek Revival style, though dominant in the second quarter of the 19th century is now 
far less common in Pittsburgh than the Italianate, which succeeded it. This building is the 
last remaining structure in the historic commercial district of East Ohio Street to continue 
displaying this style in its historic materials. Early alterations to 624-626 East Ohio 
maintained the pattern, proportion, and simplicity of its Greek Revival style while 
documenting the history of changing architectural standards in the rapidly prospering 
commercial district. 
 
8. The property is a very significant example of the pattern of neighborhood development 
along the original commercial corridors of old Allegheny Town and Borough. This modest 
structure is exemplary of the commercial buildings and dwellings that were built along Ohio 
Street at the access of the Allegheny-Butler Turnpike beginning around 1829, during 
construction of the Pennsylvania Canal. 624-626 East Ohio Street is surviving proof of the 
1830s boom that historian Charles W. Dahlinger called “the Golden Age of Allegheny 
Town.” 
 
The only intact commercial survivor of the borough era of Allegheny, this 21-foot wide 
structure at 624–626 East Ohio Street was originally built as two ten-foot wide artisanal 
shops. 624–626 East Ohio may very well be Pittsburgh’s oldest remaining example of the 
early, small-scale, commercial structures built by self-employed merchants who ran their 
businesses from the ground floors of their homes. In fact, Allegheny historian Carol 
Peterson believed it to be the second oldest commercial structure in Pittsburgh, after the Old 
Stone Tavern. 
 
10. The property’s historically significant location and its distinctive physical appearance 
make it an established and familiar visual feature of the East Ohio Street neighborhood 
commercial district and the Deutschtown Historic District. The structure stands out because 
of its humble scale, minimal ornamentation, low ceiling heights, small windows, wood-
frame construction, and seamed tin-plate roof — in short: its distinctively understated, pre-
Civil War simplicity on a street now dominated by taller, elaborate Victorians and 
undistinguished modern elevations. As Carol Peterson wrote, “Unfortunately, demand for 
larger buildings, urban renewal, and neglect over the last century and a half have removed 
most of the old borough’s remnants.” 



Continuation Sheet No. 4 — Integrity 
 
The building at 624-626 East Ohio Street retains sufficient integrity of location, design, 
materials, and workmanship to make it worthy of preservation. 
 
This building retains its original location, with all its historic significance, bringing a sense 
of continuity and living history to the community. By connecting to important historical 
developments stretching from the opening of the Pennsylvania Canal in 1829 to the current 
revitalization of East Ohio Street, 624-626 conveys the long history of this commercial 
artery better than any other building in the district. The continuous operation of East Ohio 
Street as a district of small businesses and neighborhood merchants gives 624-626 East Ohio 
Street an integrity of context. The preservation and restoration of this historic property 
would continue the historic lineage of this commercial district and increase residents’ 
awareness of its long and rich history. 
 
624-626 East Ohio Street maintains its original Dutch-lap clapboard in the rear, and possibly 
behind the brick facade in front, while massive summer beams continue to support the entire 
structure. This very rare, surviving wood frame commercial structure along East Ohio Street 
highlights the limited building materials and technology available to the early inhabitants of 
the region. The dormer pediments and mouldings are original, and the seamed, tin-plate roof 
is very old, if not original. The brick facade, applied prior to 1882, is intact. The installation 
of vinyl and plywood siding and inappropriate replacement windows can be reversed. We 
seek historic designation of 624-626 East Ohio Street to encourage the reversal of these 
changes and to prevent any further degradation.  
 
624-626 East Ohio Street’s well-preserved Old-World building techniques of heavy timber 
framing — including designing around summer-beam construction and mortise and tenon 
joinery with wooden pegs — display the considerable skill and knowledge that the 
craftsmen who constructed this building possessed. The clay-mortared river-stone 
foundation wall must have been brilliantly executed to have remained intact over the 
roughly 180 years of this building’s existence. 624-626 East Ohio Street may be the only 
remaining example in Pittsburgh of this highly unusual technique of building on a rubble 
reinforced clay foundation wall. 
 
The building’s original design — a small workshop or store on the ground floor and 
residence above — is typical of that early era when artisans worked out of their homes with 
little separation between commercial and living space. Preserving this historic pattern of life 
and work adds to the entire district’s authenticity and integrity. Early alterations, such as 
adding a brick facade and increasing the visibility into the shop document the changing 
needs and changing fortunes of its many and varied shopkeepers through its life. Yet, it 
continues to maintain its original style and form, a humble version of Greek Revival, in its 
modest proportions and simple ornament, which recall the earliest settlement and 
development of this area. This building’s design stands out amidst the taller and more 
elaborate commercial buildings that post-date it, imparting historical context to our rapidly 
changing urban environment. 
 



	
December	22,	2017	

	
Mr.	Kevin	Acklin	
Chairman	
Urban	Redevelopment	Authority	of	Pittsburgh	
200	Ross	Street,	Tenth	Floor	
Pittsburgh,	PA	15219	 Sent	by	registered	mail	
	
Dear	Mr.	Acklin:	
	
I	am	writing	to	inform	you	that	after	significant	research	and	consideration	I	will	be	
nominating	624‐626	East	Ohio	Street	as	an	historic	property	in	Pittsburgh.	This	
consolidated	parcel	is	listed	as	624	East	Ohio	Street	and	Parcel	ID	24‐N‐00118	by	
Allegheny	County.	
	
As	the	chairman	of	a	Commonwealth	authority	tasked	in	its	effort	to	rehabilitate	
Pittsburgh’s	urban	neighborhoods	with	preserving	existing	structures	and	our	
irreplaceable	architectural	heritage,	you	are	earnestly	invited	to	join	concerned	
residents	and	owners	to	halt	the	imminent	demolition	of	this	historic	property.	
	
As	I	wrote	in	a	letter	to	you	on	August	12,	2016,	when	I	attached	a	copy	of	the	
history	of	these	buildings	that	had	been	written	by	Carol	Peterson	in	2012,	she	
identified	the	structure	at	624‐626	East	Ohio	as	possibly	the	oldest	remaining	
structure	on	the	North	Side.	Subsequently	she	concluded	that	it	is	very	likely	the	
second‐oldest	commercial	building	in	the	City	of	Pittsburgh,	after	the	Old	Stone	
Tavern.		
	
A	great	deal	has	come	to	light	about	this	building	since	the	URA	acquired	it	in	2005.	
Please	join	me	in	supporting	restoration	of	this	irreplaceable,	historic	commercial	
building	in	our	revitalizing	local	neighborhood	commercial	district.		
	 	
	
	 Sincerely,	
	

Nicholas Kyriazi 
517 Avery Street 

Pittsburgh, PA  15212 
 



 
 
 
 

Continuation Sheet No. 6 — Photo Log 
 
 
 
 
Maps and Allegheny County Data 
 
1. Allegheny County Real Estate Portal, Building Image and Plan 
2. Allegheny County GIS Lot and Parcel Map 
3. Satellite View 
4. Allegheny Town with Out Lots, 1789 
5. Allegheny Borough Center 1828 
6. Map of Allegheny City, 1852, courtesy of Carol Peterson. 
7. Hopkins Map of 1872 
8. Hopkins Map of 1882 
9. Hopkins Map of 1890  
 
 
Photographs of 624–626 East Ohio Street 
 
10. Front Facade, Google Street View, 2008 
11. Front Facade 
12. Front Dormer 
13. Rear of Second Story 
14. Dutch-lap Clapboard 
15. Summer Beam, Mortise, Tenon, and Peg  
16. Summer Beam, Tenoned Joist 
17. Tenoned Joist 
18. Basement Wall 
19. Door molding 
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HISTORY OF 624-626 EAST OHIO STREET

Local historical records and physical features of  624-626 East Ohio Street suggest that the 
building was constructed in the second quarter of the 19th century. The Pennsylvania Canal 
was built through Deutschtown and central Allegheny borough in about 1830, and spurred 
the construction of small commercial buildings and houses along and above present East 
Ohio Street. It is possible that a few buildings lined East Ohio Street before the canal came 
through, as the street occupies part of an Indian trail that became a street when Allegheny 
was platted as a town before 1800. In 1839, dozens of families lived on East Ohio Street 
between the East Common and East Street. Many of those families were headed by artisans 
and merchants who did business in their homes. By 1850, East Ohio Street appears to have 
been fully built up between the East Common and East Street. Know records do not provide 
further detail on the earliest history of 624-626 East Ohio Street, in a neighborhood where 
building owners leased lots from land heiress Mary Schenley instead of owning their ground 
outright.

The first occupant of 624-626 East Ohio Street who can be identified today was Jacob Hefty, 
a saddle and harness maker. Hefty was a Swiss immigrant, and his wife Dorothy was from 
Wurtemburg. The Hefty family lived there between about 1859 and 1868.

Pittsburgh directories identify many commercial occupants of 624-626 East Ohio Street later 
in the 19th century and in the early 20th century. They included tailor shops, confectioneries, 
real estate agencies, a saloon, a coal company, an undertaker, barbers, the Allegheny City 
Gymnastic Club, fish, dairy product, and fruit vendors, shoemakers, and restaurants.

Detailed information on the history of 624-626 East Ohio Street is contained in the following 
report.

Prepared by Carol J. Peterson
412-687-0342

September 2012



OWNERSHIP

Pre-construction

James O’Hara of Pittsburgh became the owner of land that included the site of 624-626 East 
Ohio Street before his death in 1819. In his will, O’Hara left part of his real estate to his 
daughter, Mary O’Hara, in trust. Mary O’Hara married William Croghan. She died in 1827, 
survived by William Croghan and their two children, William Croghan Jr. and Mary E. 
Croghan. William Croghan Jr. died in 1828. Title to property that included the site of 624-626 
East Ohio Street passed to Mary E. Croghan, with William Croghan Sr. as trustee. Mary E. 
Croghan married Edward W.H. Schenley, who died in 1878.

Post-Construction

November 13, 1880 (Allegheny County Deed Book 409: 155): Title to land that included the 
lot at 624-626 East Ohio Street was placed fully in the name of Mrs. Mary E. Schenley, 
widow, a native of the United States residing in London, England, for $1. This deed 
conveyed various large tracts of land in Allegheny City and Pittsburgh to Mary E. Schenley.

Mary E. Schenley died on November 4, 1903.

April 4, 1924 (Deed Book 2202: 2): The Commonwealth Trust Company of Pittsburgh, 
Denny Brereton and John W. Herron, trustees under the will of Mary E. Schenley of London, 
England, conveyed a lot containing 624-626 East Ohio Street to Christ N. Vellis of Pittsburgh 
for $1 and other considerations. The lot on which the buildings stood measured 21.12’ wide 
along East Ohio Street by 110.09’ deep to Emlin Way.

The deed stated, “it is understood between the parties hereto that any building or buildings 
erected on the land hereby conveyed were not erected by the grantors, and are not the 
property of the grantors, and therefore the grantors convey only the land and the 
appurtenances other than the buildings.”

January 8, 1938 (Deed Book 2546: 697): Allegheny County Sheriff John Heinz conveyed 
624-626 East Ohio Street and other property on East Ohio Street to the Peoples-Pittsburgh 
Trust Company for $1204.97.

February 17, 1938 (Deed Book 2590: 194): The Peoples-Pittsburgh Trust Company conveyed 
624-626 East Ohio Street to Henry J. and Anna C. Schellhaas of Pittsburgh for $11,000.

Henry J. Schellhaas died on October 10, 1944. He was survived by Anna C. Schellhaas, who 
died on October 30, 1954. She left 624-626 East Ohio Street to her grandchildren, Henry J. 
Schellhaas Jr., Charles O. Schellhaas and Robert D. Schellhaas, and daughter-in-law, Mary R. 
Schellhaas.



October 30, 1959 (Deed Book 3838: 153): Mary R. Schellhaas of West View, Henry J. and 
Miriam D. Schellhaas of Richland Township, Robert D. and Marilou Schellhaas of Ross 
Township, and Charles O. and Barbara B. Schellhaas of Reserve Township conveyed 
624-626 East Ohio Street to Joseph J. and Ruth W. Pack of Pittsburgh for $6000. This deed 
and subsequent deeds conveyed the lot on which the building now stands, measuring 21.18’ 
wide by 73.95’ deep.

June 14, 1993 (Deed Book 8985: 121): Ruth W. Pack conveyed 624-626 East Ohio Street to 
John Duffy Conley for $37,500.

January 4, 1999 (Pittsburgh Treasurer’s Deed Book 16: 341): The City of Pittsburgh took title 
to 624-626 East Ohio Street in association with unpaid real estate taxes for 1997 in the 
amount of $3288.37.

August 8, 2005 (Deed Book 12656: 569): The City of Pittsburgh conveyed 624-626 East 
Ohio Street to the Northside Leadership Conference for $50,001.

November 9, 2005 (Deed Book 12659: 27): The North Side Leadership Conference conveyed 
624-626 East Ohio Street to the Urban Redevelopment Authority of Pittsburgh for $70,620.



AGE OF 624-626 EAST OHIO STREET

Construction

Local historical records and physical features of 624-626 East Ohio Street suggest that the 
building was constructed during the second quarter of the 19th century.

Allegheny County land records show that Mary Schenley owned several or more blocks of 
property in Deutschtown between Avery Street and East North Avenue during much of the 
19th century and in the early 20th century. Schenley’s estate held title to the property after 
her death in 1903. Schenley, of London, and her Pittsburgh agents leased lots in the 
neighborhood to individuals who built houses and commercial buildings on the lots. Those 
individuals owned the buildings that occupied the lots they leased, but they did not own the 
lots under their buildings.

The lot leases, and sales among lessees of buildings on the lots, were not recorded in 
Allegheny County land records. The lack of deed chains for lots leased by Mary Schenley 
makes it impossible to use deeds to help determine the ages of buildings that were 
constructed on those lots. Building components and stylistic features, historic maps, 
Pittsburgh directories, and other sources, however, help to document the ages of buildings in 
the former Schenley leasehold.

The earliest map to depict buildings along East Ohio Street, published in 1871, shows that 
624-626 East Ohio Street had been built and contained two narrow storerooms. Pittsburgh 
directories indicate that the building had been constructed by 1862, when numbers were 
assigned along East Ohio Street and the building became known as 197 Ohio Street. An 1852 
map that depicts general building coverage, the first of its type, indicates that East Ohio 
Street in Deutschtown was lined with buildings.

It should also be noted that an 1839 Allegheny Borough directory listed 41 people, almost all 
employed or self-employed men, on East Ohio Street between the East Common and East 
Street. Neither the directory or other sources indicate which buildings those residents 
occupied. It is clear that the street was substantially built up by that time, about nine years 
after the Pennsylvania Canal was built through Deutschtown on its way to Pittsburgh and 
caused significant population growth and building construction in lower Allegheny. Although 
the earliest construction along that part of East Ohio Street probably predated the canal, 
because the street was put in place along a significant Indian path and went through 
Allegheny’s commercial center at Federal Street, the canal certainly resulted in development 
in Deutschtown. The 1839 directory also listed 38 residents of Foreland Street, 18 on 
Suismon, 12 on Tripoli, and 27 on James Street. Given that early directories listed mostly 
male household heads and a few widows, and tended to omit some of those groups, the area’s 
population was greater than these numbers suggest. Travelers along East Ohio Street and 
residents of the new neighborhood both supported the artisanal shops and small merchants on 
East Ohio Street between East Street and Cedar Avenue.



The buildings that lined East Ohio Street at the time of the 1839 directory were of modest 
scale with little ornamentation, one to two and a half stories, and typical of the era when 
many artisans were self-employed and worked out of their homes. They were more likely to 
be of wood frame construction than later commercial buildings. The taller elaborate 
commercial buildings that are common along commercial strips like East Ohio Street, East 
Carson Street and Butler Street were not built until after the Civil War. Their larger size 
reflected neighborhood growth and greater differentiation between commercial space and 
living areas of proprietors and their families.

The relatively small scale of 624-626 East Ohio Street and the second story of the facade, 
with brick cladding and plain wood lintels and sills, are consistent with construction before 
the Civil War. Historic plat maps, however, show that 624-626 East Ohio Street is a wood 
frame building with a shallow front addition of brick construction. It appears likely therefore 
that when the brick facade was added, the original wood frame building had been standing 
for some years and had come to be considered dated. It should also be noted that the fact that 
the original wood frame building was apparently set back from the sidewalk also suggests 
that the building was constructed before East Ohio Street had taken on the appearance of a 
developed commercial district. The building’s original wood frame construction and setback, 
together with documentation of early development along East Ohio Street, suggest that the 
building dates to an early time in the street’s development.

Street numbering

The building at 624-626 East Ohio Street was originally un-numbered. After numbers were 
assigned along East Ohio Street in about 1861, the building was known as 197 Ohio Street. 
Buildings on the north side of East Ohio Street immediately west of East Street were 
renumbered in the early 1870s, and the building became known as 195 Ohio Street. The 
building was re-numbered 624-626 when Allegheny City government put the North Side’s 
modern street numbering system in place in 1899.



EARLY OWNERS AND OCCUPANTS

Pittsburgh directories, U.S. census records, and other sources provide information on early 
owners and occupants of 624-626 East Ohio Street.

East Ohio Street residents in 1839

The 1839 Pittsburgh directory contains the earliest known Allegheny directory that identified 
residents’ locations by cross streets. The directory listed 41 residents of East Ohio Street 
between the East Common and East Street, thus providing context for 624-626 East Ohio 
Street if the building were standing by that time.

In 1839, buildings on East Ohio Street between the East Common and East Street were 
occupied by five grocers, five carpenters, one man who was a grocer and carpenter, five 
unspecified laborers, three shoemakers, three painters, three men with no occupation, two 
innkeepers, and one each of the following: umbrella maker, weaver, cooper, auger and coffee 
manufacturer, furniture maker, clerk, teacher, brick maker, hat manufacturer, cigar maker, 
wagon maker, tinsmith, midwife, and ship carpenter.

East Ohio Street residents in 1856

The 1856 Pittsburgh directory was the next directory that listed East Ohio Street residents by 
cross streets. The directory listed 20 people on East Ohio Street between Middle and East 
streets. There were four grocers, two carpenters, two unspecified laborers, and one each of 
the following: dry goods merchant, butcher, wagon maker, doctor, hat and cap merchant, 
teamster, shoemaker, engineer, alderman, cooper, baker, and blacksmith.

Jacob and Dorothy Hefty

Jacob and Dorothy Hefty were the first occupants of 624-626 East Ohio Street who can be 
identified in historical records.

John Jacob Hefty (usually known as Jacob) was born in Switzerland in 1832. He came to 
Allegheny County by 1850, when he worked as a laborer on the farm of Robert Stewart in 
Shaler Township. He lived in Allegheny City by 1858, when he was a saddle and harness 
maker living on East Street near Peralta Street in Deutschtown. He and his family moved to 
624-626 East Ohio Street in 1859 or early 1860, and were enumerated there in the 1860 
population census.

In 1860, according to census records, Jacob Hefty was a 27-year-old saddler. His wife 
Dorothy, 22, was from Wurtemburg. She did not work outside the home. The couple had a 
child, John, who was one year old. The couple had more children over the next decade: Mary 
in 1862, Thomas in 1863, Lida in 1865, Emma in 1866, and Edward in 1870. They lived at 
624-626 East Ohio Street until about 1868, when they moved to East Street.



Jacob Hefty lived at various addresses on East Street for the rest of his life. He was a saddler 
into the 1880s, but ran a saloon in the mid-1870s. He ran a confectionery for about three 
years before he died in 1889.

Commercial occupants, 1873-1930

Pittsburgh directories identify occupants of 624-626 East Ohio Street after Jacob Hefty and 
his family moved away from the property. Directories show that the building sometimes had 
as many as three commercial occupants, occupying both of the storerooms and the rear 
section as well.

Charles Koenig and Fredinand Yahle were tailors at 624-626 East Ohio Street in 1873.

Anton Miller (or Antoine or Andrew) kept a candy store and bakery at 624-626 East Ohio 
Street between about 1874 and 1884. An 1891 plat map identified him as the building’s 
owner, renting the ground from Mary Schenley.

W.K. Walther had a real estate and insurance agency in the building in 1874. George Evans 
was a real estate and insurance broker there in 1875.

Valentine Guckert ran a saloon in the building between about 1875 and 1876. George 
Schaper sold tobacco and cigars there in 1876. G.W. Niesz sold butter and eggs there in 
1877.

Augustine Pappert was an undertaker at 624-626 East Ohio Street between 1878 and 1885. It 
appears likely that his business occupied a building at the rear of the property.

Herman Kinder was a tailor there in 1881.

The Allegheny City Gymnastic Club was located at 624-626 East Ohio Street between 1883 
and 1885. The club remained active for many years after it moved to other quarters on East 
Ohio Street, and a 1901 Pittsburgh Press article called it “the oldest gymnastic club in 
Allegheny City.”

John Dougan made and sold cigars in the building between 1883 and 1889. August 
Sontheimer, a saddler, was in business there in 1883.

Watson Brothers, a firm that mined coal in the Observatory Hill area, maintained an office at 
624-626 East Ohio Street in 1885 and 1886.

Charles R. Weitershausen, a notary and real estate and insurance broker, had his office in the 
building between 1885 and 1892. Several barbers practiced in a shop there between 1886 and 
1890.



The Liberty Building & Loan Association’s office and Joos & Company, a family-owned 
printing business, were there in 1892 and 1893. John Dietolf, a merchant tailor, and Samuel 
Gotwals, a baker were in business there in 1893.

Ferdinand Peters operated a fish store in the building’s western storeroom, at 624 East Ohio 
Street, between 1895 and 1903. Subsequently, Christ Schmidt sold fish and milk there in 
1904 and 1905, followed by Charles L. Kaercher’s fish store in 1906. Edward J. Borland had 
a butter store there in 1907, and Mrs. Martha McKay ran the business in 1908. John R. 
Klaeser sold poultry and butter there between about 1911 and 1914, and Philip Chiarmont 
was a fruit vendor there in 1916.

Louis Wolff had a tailor shop at 624 East Ohio Street in 1917. It is not known whether he was 
related to Frank Wolf (sic), who had been a tailor there in 1910.

John Eissler, a barber, ran his shop in the building between about 1918 and 1922. Various 
other barbers worked there through about 1928. Thomas Kopoulas and George T. Serdos 
were in business as hat cleaners and shoe repairmen there between 1925 and at least 1930.

Jacob Fuchs was proprietor of a notions shop at 626 East Ohio Street in 1900. Abraham 
Sametsky was a confectioner there in 1901, and Andrew Creighton sold tobacco there in 
1902. Tobias Goldberg had a millinery store there between 1903 and 1905.

Frank Carsomino had a fruit store at 626 East Ohio in 1906 and 1907. Samuel Marotto was a 
shoemaker there between about 1908 and 1912. Frank Wastek made shoes there between 
1913 and 1919. Joseph Evans ran a bakery there in 1920.

The Vellis Restaurant opened at 626 East Ohio Street in about 1922. Nicholas Mastris ran a 
restaurant there in 1925. The restaurant in the space was known as the American Lunch under 
at least two proprietors between 1926 and 1930 or later.



SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

The following materials accompany this report:

-A copy of part of an 1852 map depicting Allegheny City

-Copies of parts of plat maps of the area around 624-626 East Ohio Street, published in 1872, 
1891, and 1901

-Copies of parts of fire insurance maps of the area around 624-626 East Ohio Street, 
published in 1871, 1884, 1893, 1906 and 1927, and the 1927 map, updated by the publisher 
to 1950

-Information on Charles Weitershausen’s real estate and insurance agency at 614-626 East 
Ohio Street, from Industries and Wealth of Pittsburgh and Environs (1890)
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How did we get here?

• In December, 2016, the Bloomfield-Garfield Corporation met with the 
City to discuss an Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) concept for the 
neighborhood.

• The City and BGC agreed that this would be a great opportunity to do 
a pilot of ADU’s for the City, and collaborated to develop an ADU 
overlay for the single-family portions of Garfield.

• The City and BGC presented the draft legislation in its current form at 
a community meeting in October, 2017.



What is an Accessory Dwelling Unit?
• An ADU is a residential dwelling unit that is smaller than 800 square 

feet, which is accessory or secondary to a primary residential dwelling 
unit. It may be like a smaller apartment within a home, detached 
from the primary structure in a separate building, or constructed 
within an existing accessory structure (like a garage or basement).

• Pittsburgh’s ADU Overlay has an owner-occupancy requirement, 
meaning that the ADU option is only available to property owners 
who maintain a primary residence on-site.



Why an ADU Overlay?
• ADU’s provide new housing options that may offer relief to 

communities where existing residents are concerned about being 
priced out of their own neighborhoods.

• ADU’s will allow existing property owners in these Single Family 
Zoning Districts to construct a single ADU that can be rented at much 
lower rates than an entire home, and can provide the homeowner 
with additional money to offset or pay down their  mortgage.

• ADU’s were highlighted as one of the key recommendations of the 
2016 White House Housing Development Toolkit due to the 
successful implementation and results in US cities.



Precedent
• ADU’s have been legalized in one form or another in San Francisco, 

Seattle, Denver, New York, Chicago, Austin, Minneapolis, Washington, 
D.C., Portland, among other cities.

• These efforts were made in response to cities experiencing rising 
housing costs, demand for flexible housing options, and the desire for 
intergenerational housing and aging in place.



The Plan
• The City proposes a 24 month pilot ADU overlay district for the single-

family zoned portions of the Garfield neighborhood.

• Unless the overlay is made permanent through a separate legislative 
process, the overlay would expire after 24 months.

• During this time period, the City will study the impacts of ADU’s on 
the neighborhood, and will assess whether the ADU concept should 
be considered in other neighborhoods.



What is in the Ordinance?
• Ordinance sunsets in 24 months from effective date.

• ADU’s are limited to 800 sq. ft.

• ADU’s are limited to one per lot.

• ADU’s may not be leased for less than 30 days.

• Owner of the property must reside on-site.

• ADU’s are limited to two-stories, or 30 feet in height.

• ADU’s are not subject to lot size and parking requirements

• Deed restriction required prior to issuance of a C of O.



FAQ’s
Q: Is the rest of the zoning in the neighborhood changing?

A: No, each base zoning district within the ADU Overlay district remains the same.

Q: Can ADU’s be used for short term rentals, like AirBnB?

A: No, because ADU’s may not be leased for terms shorter than 30 days.

Q: Will these attract absentee landlords?

A: No, because of the owner-occupancy requirement.

Q: How will this affect parking?

A: Accessory Dwelling Units are exempt from on-site parking requirements because they are small 
dwellings that are intended to promote affordable and walkable housing development, but 
there is no limitation to property owners providing additional parking spaces on site as long as 
they meet the other Zoning Code requirements.
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HISTORIC REJUVENATION
PITTSBURGH ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION 

City of Pittsburgh Planning Commission Hearing | March 20th, 2018
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NEIGHBORHOOD

The Pittsburgh 
Athletic Association 
was once the focal 
point of Franklin 
Nicola’s Oakland 
Civic Center Plan; 
with a revitalized 
contemporary use, it 
will quickly become 
a critical part of this 
vibrant neighborhood 
once again. 

HOTEL
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FIFTH AVENUE ELEVATION

OFFICE

RESTAURANTS / RETAIL

FITNESS

FITNESSMIXED USE
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OCCUPANCY

Previous Use: Clubhouse

New Use: Office, Restaurant, 

Retail, Fitness
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Pittsburgh Athletic Association Renovation
Pittsburgh, PA

Tuesday, February 27, 2018

PITTSBURGH ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION
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EPittsburgh Athletic
Association

4215 Fifth Ave
Parcel ID: 27-R-138

Oaklander Hotel
5130 Bigelow Blvd
Parcel ID: 27-R-110

Access to PAA
Elevator

SCALE: 1"   = 30'

Site Plan
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SITE PLAN

UPGRADED, 
ACCESSIBLE 
ENTRY

POTENTIAL OUTDOOR 
DINING / PATIO SPACE

ELIMINATE 
DROP-OFF

SHARED, 2-STALL 
LOADING DOCK

[58] DEDICATED 
PARKING STALLS 
ARE PROVIDED 
FOR IN HOTEL 
GARAGE

SCREENED 
ENCLOSURE FOR 

ELECTRICAL 
TRANSFORMER

ACCESSIBLE 
CONNECTION TO 

PARKING AND 
HOTEL

FIFTH AVENUE ENTRY

1,361 SF

EXIT PATH

EXIT PATH
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FIFTH AVENUE FACADE

All historic facades will be preserved to meet Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation.   
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LYTTON AVENUE FACADE
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BIGELOW BOULEVARD FACADE
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THANK YOU

ORIGINAL 1909 HAND RENDERING









Location Plan



Existing Streetscape
View North along Art Rooney Avenue



Existing Streetscape
View South along Art Rooney Avenue



Perspective View



Design Features

• Expansion of existing food and beverage 

service within the FedEx Great Hall to 

offer both Event and Non-Event service 

along Art Rooney Avenue and inside the 

stadium 

• Outdoor enclosed patio area 

o Non-event day capacity – 150 people

o Event day capacity – 285 people

General Description



Site Plan
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545 SF of existing 

landscaping (< 12” 

caliper) to be 

removed/replaced 

with impervious 

surface



Floor Plan

Outdoor 

Seating
(non-event)

2400 SF

Stand A
650 SF

Stand B
1350 SF

Additional 

Outdoor 

Seating 
(event)

2050 SF



East Elevation



Enlarged East Elevation



Design Features

• All improvements designed to meet the 

2010 ADAAG accessibility guidelines, 

specifically: 

– Accessible routes and travel paths will comply

– Countertop heights in compliance will be 

provided for the concession stands. 

– Lighting switches will be positioned at the 

required ADAAG heights 

– Accessible parking available in adjacent 

surrounding lots and metered street parking

Accessibility



Design Features

• Use of energy efficient LED lights

• Compliance with current Building Envelope and 
Energy Code to reduce energy utilization

• Interior specified materials such as Paints, 
Mastics and Joint Sealants will comply with the 
following limits for VOC content when 
calculated according to 40 CFR 59, Subpart D 
(EPA method 24) 

• The project has been designed to utilize the 
existing stormwater systems at the building. 
There will be no new connections to the main.

Sustainability and Stormwater Management



Materials Palette – Building Materials



Materials Palette – Decorative Fence



Transportation Management Plan Update

Gameday

• This project does not add any seating capacity to the 

building, so the existing TMP will be in effect.

Non-Gameday

• Parking available:

– On-street at metered spaces

– Stage AE lot

– Gold Lot 1, Gold Lot I garage, Lot 2

– Other North Shore lots

• LRT access

• Bike parking

• Pedestrian access



Community Process Summary

• Forwarded renderings and project plans to NSLC 

representative

• Reviewed materials with NSLC representative

• No significant concerns reported



Construction Management Plan 

• xooxox



Construction Management Plan 

• Construction to begin April 2018

• Construction to complete August 2018

• Construction fencing surrounds project site to

protect pedestrians and stadium personnel

• Art Rooney Avenue to remain open except for 

short-term closures to permit material deliveries
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