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 ART COMMISSION 
 
Minutes of the meeting Wednesday, March 28, 2018 
Beginning at 2:00 p.m. 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Indovina, Baskinger, Luckett (arrived shortly 

after Roll Call), Heidemann, Arimoto-Mercer, 
Gable 

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

ITEM PAGE 
1. 513 Court Place Light Installation – Ultra Low Res Studio, LLC 1-2 
2. BUGS Homewood urban Farm – Black Urban Gardeners and 

Farmers of Pittsburgh Co-Op 
3-4 

3. Garrison Canal Temporary Art Installation – Pittsburgh Downtown 
Partnership 

4-5 

4. Liberty Center Plaza Renovation – SPUS8 Liberty Center LP 5-8 
 
A.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
Roll call. Moss asks for Commissioners to review and comment on the minutes. Heidemann 
motioned to approve the minutes, seconded by Arimoto-Mercer. Motion carried. 
 
B.  Correspondence 
Guerra stated that there was no correspondence. 
 
C. Items for Review  

 
1. 513 Court Place Light Installation – Ultra Low Res Studio, LLC 

(Conceptual) 
Jakob Marsico, Ultra Low Res Studio LLC 

Eric Fisher, Fisher Architecture 

 
Marsico introduced himself and played some videos from a laptop, displaying some of his 
previous work. These included dynamic light installations. Some of the patterns produced by 
these installations were data-driven, while others were interactive. Some included sound. He 
described them as surreal but not intrusive. 
 
Marsico describes the current project, which will be at 513 Court Place and will be a permanent 
light installation, a 15 ft by 30 ft low-resolution light matrix. Low resolution refers to a 4-inch pitch 
between the LEDs. It will be run by custom software that collects information and turns it into live 
animation. The lights will effectively be invisisible during the day and will be made visible at dusk. 
The motion will be slow, subtle, and will mimic natural phenomenon.  
 
Marsico describes the location and presents different views of the property. He notes that only 
one business on that strip of properties currently operates in the evening. He describes the make-
up of the panels, how they attach to the brick façade, and the technical aspects of the structure. 
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He talks about the choice of data to drive the animation, which would likely either be air quality or 
river condition. This choice will affect the color palette. The color palette will be limited and utilize 
colors that will be subtle and that in his experience work well with LEDs. 
 
Indovina asks if this extends into the right-of-way, and Guerra says that it does. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks how the public would know where the data is coming from. 
 
Marsico says that most viewers would not be on foot, so signage would not be very affective. It 
would mostly be word of mouth. 
 
Luckett asks if this is connected to a Heinz Endowment project, as there is one that monitors air 
quality. 
 
Marsico says no, that his data source is through CMU and was recommended by the Mayor’s 
office.  
 
Luckett suggests it may be worthwhile to connect with the Heinz Endowment project, as their data 
could enhance what he is doing. 
 
Baskinger asks about the wiring material, and Marsico says that this will be determined by the 
contractor, but will likely be either stainless steel or aluminum. 
 
Baskinger asks what considerations with this project, which is permanent, would be different from 
some of Marsico’s other projects, which were temporary. 
 
Marsico states that the budget is usually lower on temporary projects, so the material selection is 
usually different, and materials are chosen to last longer. 
 
Baskinger asks how far out from the property line the façade extends. 
 
Fisher states that the façade extends between 6 and 24 inches off the face of the building, and 
they have received an encroachment permit for that. The cables and lights are not visible during 
the day. At the bottom of the installation there is a canopy that extends 60 inches out. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks what assurances there are that in time this doesn’t turn into a billboard or 
change from its original intent. 
 
Marsico says that it is custom software and so can’t be changed by a user. Video can’t be inserted, 
and the pitch between lights is great enough that it is nearly impossible to show text or defined 
shapes. 
 
Guerra clarifies that they will be coming back for final, and it can be a condition that the design 
cannot change without further approval. 
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval  
MOVED BY        Arimoto-Mercer                   SECONDED BY   Heidemann  
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None         CARRIED 
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2. BUGs Homewood Urban Farm – Black Urban Gardeners and Farmers of 
Pittsburgh Co-Op  
(Conceptual/Final) 
Junellis Raqueeb Patton-Bey, Managing Director - BUGs 

Celeste Taylor, Farm Manager - BUGs 

 
Bey passes out hard copies of her presentation as well as information on BUGs. The project being 
presented is on an urban farm and is being completed in two parts. As the first part they are 
requesting approval for a hoop house. 
 
The hoop house is a large framed structure, 30 ft by 48 ft, and 8 ft tall. It is made of PVC and 
covered with a fabric, that acts as a greenhouse. It can be covered in a darker landscaping fabric 
to attract sun in the darker months, and is capable of being used year-round to grow plants. 
 
 Bey talks about food insecurity in the neighborhood of Homewood, areas of which are food 
deserts. BUGs was started to address issues of injustice surrounding equity in urban agriculture. 
The urban farm would function to provide food, to educate regarding the growing of food, and to 
sell at a community co-op. 
 
Celeste gives some additional information on her background in farming and her role as a master 
gardener. 
 
Guerra notes that the property is part of the Adopt-A-Lot program, and the size of the hoop house 
is larger than what is allowed for in the vacant lot toolkit. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if this toolkit is something the city issues, and Guerra says that yes, the city 
has approved this. Bey commends the Adopt-A-Lot program and says that she has been working 
with Shelly Danko+Day and it has been wonderful. 
 
Indovina asks how long this is expected to be up – a few years? 
 
Bey states that it will hopefully be up for more than a few years, and BUGs intends to look into 
buying the property eventually. The structure is also able to be removed or moved. 
 
Luckett asks if there is an aerial view of the location. There is not one provided. 
 
Luckett asks for clarification of why they are doing this hoop house as opposed to raised beds or 
a structure that conforms to the toolkit standards. 
 
Bey says that it is for the purpose of growing food all year round and also that this model comes 
with solar panels. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if the top can come off in the summer, and Bey states that yes, it can be 
rolled up, with the black fabric only being used in the cold months. Celeste adds that the fabric 
also cuts down on insects. 
 
Heidemann asks how the food would be distributed in the winter, and Bey says that they are 
looking into an indoor distribution option for the future, and that they are working on a small retail 
grocery store co-op. 
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Heidemann notes that Grow Pittsburgh is one of the sponsors, and asks if they have also talked 
to Shiloh Urban Farm? 
 
Bey says that Shiloh Farms is in the area and they will be working with them for the farmers 
market. 
 
Baskinger clarifies that it is just the one structure they are approving today, which Bey affirms. 
The greater plan includes more structures that will be applied for in the future.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer commends the project and the hoop house structure. 
 
Luckett says that she is familiar with the group, and notes that it has an enormous positive impact 
and can act as a precedent for other neighborhoods. 
 
Arimoto Mercer clarifies that further structures on this property will need to be applied for 
separately, and Guerra confirms that as true, and that it should be included in the motion. 
 
 
MOTION:  Final Approval for the hoop house with condition that the applicants return 

for Phase 2 of the project before erecting any other structures  
MOVED BY       Heidemann                    SECONDED BY   Baskinger  
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None         CARRIED 
 
 
 

3. Garrison Canal Temporary Art Installation – Pittsburgh Downtown 
Partnership 
(Conceptual/Final) 
Sallyann Kluz, Office of Public Art 

Applicant: Jeremy Waldrup, Pittsburgh Downtown Partnership (not present) 

 
The applicant, Waldrup, is not in attendance, but two other representatives of the Pittsburgh 
Downtown Partnership are present, as well as a representative of Flyspace. Kluz describes the 
project on behalf of the PDP and the artist, Andrea Polli. The project is a recommissioning of her 
work Energy Flow, which is currently located on the Ninth Street Bridge. The new project will 
reuse materials from the former project. 
 
The work will be temporary and will be in conjunction with the Children’s Festival. It will be put up 
before the Festival, in May, and remain up through the Children’s Festival in May of 2019. 
 
The installation is a canopy over the alleyway. It uses real-time data gathered from air and wind 
speed. The colored lighting patterns will create the idea of wind and water flowing over the viewers 
below. It is meant to create a more welcoming, safe, and vibrant atmosphere for pedestrians. 
 
Heidemann asks if there will be any signage to give viewers and pedestrians information. 
 
Kluz says that there will be signage, likely on an adjacent building where the PDP is 
headquartered, on either end of the alleyway. 
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Guerra reminds the applicant to work with the Law Dept to cover any possible liability with this 
project. 
 
Kluz states that Waldrup is taking care of that aspect of the project. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer appreciates that they are reusing components from Energy Flow. 
 
Kluz says they are sorry to see Energy Flow go, but are excited about this new project. 
 
 
MOTION:  Final approval  
MOVED BY        Luckett                    SECONDED BY   Arimoto-Mercer 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None         CARRIED 
 
 
 

4. Liberty Center Plaza Renovation – SPUS8 Liberty Center LP 
(Conceptual/Final) 
Michael J. McManus, CBRE 

Brian Barnes, Entos Design 

Chris Tronzano, Studio Green Spot 

Bob Matt, Gateway Engineers 

 

McManus says that since their last Art Commission hearing in August, they have reconvened with 
their design team to implement the Art Comission’s suggestions. They have met with 
representatives from City Pkanning and various neighborhood groups, and had planning sessions 
that included feedback that led to the new changes in the design. He acknowledges the validity 
of the previous comments and states that the new design makes more sense and is more 
accessible to the public. They would like to start work in the next few months and be done by 
winter. 
 
Barnes shows and describes the new design, saying that it is more open, new, and fresh. One 
goal is to increase the views going into the building and the views to the clock tower. Elements 
he describes include the concerete paving, the plaza space, the stage area, and the trees, which 
line areas of the sidewalk and also form a cluster around and within a seating area. He shows 
and describes the furniture, signage, and lighting features. 
 
McManus outlines what changed since the last meeting. They removed the bollards along the 
street, opened up pathways, and widened the berm.  
 
Tronzano talks about the contrast they desired between hardscape and softscape, and their 
decision to include synthetic turf. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks how hot the synthetic turf gets. 
 
Tronzano says that in full sun it is as hot as the surrounding concrete, but would hopefully be 
more comfortable than another hardscape, as well as more durable. 
 
Barnes notes that they would not be able to do a natural grass under the trees year-round. 
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Tronzano shows where the synthetic turf areas would be and says that natural grass would 
become bare or muddy in off-season months. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer questions the sort of pollutants that might come off of synthetic turf and notes that 
as a concern, especially given the proximity to the rivers. 
  
McManus says they would make sure that it is as environmentally friendly as possible, and with 
newer technology they should be able to achieve it safely. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer would like to see actual specifications of its safety. 
 
Tronzano notes that there is no odor, or harmful glues, etc. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer notes that there are many detrimental pollutants that don’t have an odor. 
 
Luckett asks if they considered pea gravel or other materials besides the turf. She asks what the 
longevity of the turf is. 
 
Tronzano says there is a 10-year warranty on the turf, and it requires the same amount of 
maintenance as other materials.  
 
McManus states that no one would want to sit on pea gravel, and that it will spread around. 
 
Luckett asks if the intention is for people to sit on the turf, and McManus says yes. 
 
McManus says that in the location they have the turf, any dirt or loose material will be damaged 
and spread out. 
 
Luckett says there is precedent around the city with similar areas using pea gravel. She is very 
opposed to the synthetic turf and has never seen an example of it looking good. It detracts from 
the overall design. 
 
McManus says he has seen it in a few locations, and it looks like fresh cut grass. 
 
Luckett says she has seen it used a lot in Phoenix, and it looks horrendous. People also rip it up. 
 
McManus says they want to avoid a hard surface.  
 
Chris says under the trees they can’t grow anything on the ground, there isn’t enough space given 
the parking garage below. They could plant real grass on the berm, but not under the trees in the 
seating area. That would have to be a hard material. 
 
Indovina says that a hard surface would be preferable to the synthetic turf. He states that it is a 
false note and detracts from the design. He would rather see wood decking or another material. 
He has also never seen it maintained well. It also collects debris. 
 
McManus says that they will come to the next hearing with at least two other options.  
 
Luckett notes that the design overall is much better than previously and is well thought-out. 
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Tronzano has talked to Lisa Ceoffe about the trees, and have not gotten a definitive answer yet. 
The trees they show are both on the recommended tree list from the city. The street frontage trees 
will go in at 4 inch caliper at 12 – 14 ft tall. The plaza trees will be larger at a 5 inch caliper and 
16 – 18 feet tall.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer notes that a shrub they have shown is on PA’s invasive species list and McManus 
notes that can be changed easily.  
 
Matt notes they have submitted plans to DPW, gotten their comments, and resubmitted last week. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if the planter trees will have an irrigation system.  
 
Tronzano says they that have gone back and forth, and that the city has said they don’t use 
irrigation for street trees.  
 
Gable says that this is not true, and that those trees are irrigated. 
 
McManus says that they are trying to get to the bottom of it and find out the correct information. 
 
Tronzano says that the trees need to be irrigated, at least for the first few year, and Arimoto-
Mercer agrees that they should be watered regularly. 
 
Baskinger comments that there might be safety concerns with how the asphalt texture and color 
from the street seems to come into the curb space. 
 
Tronzano states that they proposed bollards, and Public Works said not to include bollards. 
 
Baskinger suggests that color blocking would help to establish different spaces and that they 
should consider adding some color contrast and textual differentiation.  
 
Gable asks what DOMI said about the bollards, and Matt says that they said to remove the 
bollards due to snow removal processes. Gable isn’t sure why that would be. 
 
Gable asks if they will be taking ownership of the City property included in the plan, and McManus 
says that they will need an agreement in place to maintain the area that is City property.  
 
Gable confirms with McManus that the tre removal/replacement plan has been approved by Lisa 
Ceoffe. 
 
Indovina says that the bollards seem like a good idea, and Tronzano says that their design team 
would like to include them. 
 
Heidemann says they should be on the interior of the sidewalk. She asks Gable what the 
pushback against the bollards was. Gable says that it would have been from DOMI.  
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual approval with the conditions that an alternative is found to the 

turf, bollards are included on the interior edge of the sidewalk, and contrast 
points on the pavement are further explored 

MOVED BY        Luckett                    SECONDED BY   Heidemann 
IN FAVOR      All  
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OPPOSED     None         CARRIED 
 
 
 
D.  Staff Report 
 
Guerra notes that legislation has passed for the Director of DOMI to be an ex-officio member of 
the Art Commission. This change is reflected in a new version of the bylaws that they will need 
to approve by vote. The new version also includes the distinction that anything in the public 
right-of-way falls under the purview of DOMI, while City property is under DPW. She also notes 
that the bylaws changed at some point to add temporary artwork to the purview of the Art 
Commission, however this is not in the code. They need to work to make sure the bylaws and 
the code match. This is noted in the new bylaws version by removing the “temporary” 
distinction, although the Art Commission should still review larger instances of temporary art on 
a case-by-case basis. 
 
Guerra also notes that the 1% for art is not being enforced, and that she needs to talk to the 
Law Dept to make the language in the code more clear. 
 
Heidemann notes that the bylaws also state that they should have a Vice-Chair. It also says 
Secretary, although it doesn’t seem that this is needed. The Mayor appoints the Chair, but the 
Vice-Chair is appointed by the Commision. 
 
It is agreed that this should be talked about and voted on the next time a larger group of the 
Commissioners is present. 
 
Heidemann asks if there are voting rights over the phone or by email, and Guerra says that she 
will need to check. 
 
MOTION:  Approve the changes to the bylaws, including adding the Director of DOMI 

as an ex-officio member in Section 3-C, and removing “temporary” art from 
the purview of the Art Commission in Section 3-B.2. The Art Commission 
will still review larger temporary art projects on a case-by-case basis. 

MOVED BY        Heidemann                    SECONDED BY   Baskinger 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None         CARRIED 
 
 
Guerra continues that CNX was going to be at the hearing today to give a brief on where they 
are at in the process of creating telecommunications aesthetics guidelines, but they were not 
able to come until next month, when they will present standards for the Art Commission to 
review and the City to adopt. In the meantime they are going to send some materials to Guerra 
which she will share with the Commissioners.  
 
Guerra says that the PA+CD Division found out that the City has been storing multiple works of 
art by Jane Haskell since 2013. They are large lighting fixtures, 25 pieces total, which group 
together to create four units. A permanent home needs to be found for them, as they will not be 
able to be kept at the storage facility after next year. 
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Baskinger asks if they are for interior use only, and Guerra says yes, as water could enter the 
fixtures if put outside. The previous Public Art Manager had been looking at locations inside City 
parking garages, but had not found anything suitable. 
 
Luckett notes the importance of finding a good place for this art, and notes the artist’s 
significance. 
 
Guerra gives an update on the Stephen Foster Memorial. Working with Director Gable, they are 
trying to figure out the best itme for its removal. Guerra has sent the Commissioners a press 
release from the Mayor’s office about the initiative to honor the lives and work of African-
American women through sculpture in the City, and the Stephen Foster site has been identified 
as a possible location. There will be community meetings regarding these new sculptures. 
Luckett notes that further discussion is warranted relating this initiative to the larger picture of 
diversity in Pittsburgh. 
 
Guerra tells the Commissioners that the Art Plan text is finished, and it needs to be presented to 
the community and to Planning Commission. The PA+CD Division is working on the visuals for 
these presentations and a location for the community meeting is needed.  
 
Guerra notes that the role of the Public Art and Civic Design Division should be more well-
defined and that she is working on this with the Mayor’s office. 
 
Luckett asks if the name of the Art Commission is going to be changed. 
 
Guerra says that it will depend on the definition of the roles of the Division and the Commission 
and this is to be determined. It will take legislation for the name to be changed and would 
involve other changes to make the language of the Charter more clear. This will have to be 
discussed with the Law Dept. 
 
 
 
 
Meeting Adjourned 


