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 ART COMMISSION 
 
Minutes of the meeting Wednesday, May 24, 2017 
Beginning at 2:00 p.m. 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Indovina, Heidemann, Moss, Gable,  

Gastil (entered Hearing at 3:08) 
 
PRESENT OF THE STAFF:    Guerra, Rearick, 

Layman (entered Hearing at 3:06) 
        
              
                                   AGENDA ITEMS COVERED IN THESE MINUTES 

ITEM PAGE 
1. Bakery Square Crosswalk 1-2 
2. Brighton Heights Memorial Bench Adopt-A-Lot 3-4 
3. Duncan Park 5-6 
4. Pittsburgh Zoo Operation Building 6-7 
5. Allegheny Commons Northeast Rehabilitation: Phase III and 

Fountain 
7-8 

6. Mobilitie Installation of Five Small Cell Facilities 8-14 
 
A.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
Roll call.  Indovina requested a motion to approve the minutes of the April 26, 2017 meeting.  
Heidemann made the motion to approve, Moss seconded the motion.  Motion carried. 
 
A.  Correspondence 
Guerra informed the Commissioners that their agenda packet included a copy of crosswalk 
guidelines that were recently developed by DPW traffic engineers, as well as a page from the 
Vacant Lot Toolkit; both items would relate to projects being heard during the current session.  
There is also a letter of support from Representative Costa, related to the Zoo project. 
 
C. Items for Review  

 
1. Bakery Square Crosswalk (Conceptual/Final) 

Todd Reidbord, President at Walnut Capital 

 
Reidbord states that significant and increased traffic from Shadyside and Point Breeze is now 
coming through Penn Avenue at Bakery Square.  In 2008 and 2009 during development, new 
traffic patterns were established along with a left hand turn, however requests are coming in for 
prominent and friendly pedestrian options. 
 
Traffic expected to increase even more over the next 3 years, as the residence in the building is 
currently at 20% occupation due to permitting during construction, but they are fully leased once 
completion occurs. 
 
Colors represented have been developed in accordance with the DPW guidelines and are the 
colors of Bakery Square. They will repaint the crosswalk white lines and add the colors within 
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them.  Walnut Capital will enter into an agreement with the City through DPW for maintenance 
and will also pay for the installation. 
 
Councilman Gilman states this is partially his District.  He notes that just the other day a pedestrian 
was hit on East Liberty Boulevard, and he believes that a private partnership with funding to 
improve the intersections in the area for pedestrians, is a great improvement opportunity for the 
neighborhood. 
 
Moss: Has the paint being used has been approved by DPW? 
 
Reidbord: Happy to work with DPW.  Plan to use a line stripping firm to do the work, they’re 
familiar with working on highways. 
 
Moss: Your presentation shows a 10ft width for the crosswalk, is that standard width for 
crosswalks? 
 
Indovina: That is the maximum indicated in the standards.  A minimum is 6ft and maximum is 10ft. 
 
Gable: It speaks to epoxy street grade for the paint, so we’ll certainly work with them for 
recommendations. 
 
Indovina: Art those paints available in these variety of colors? 
 
Reidbord: I’m told they are. 
 
Gable: They can make any color. 
 
Moss: I think this is a great proposal and I look forward to seeing it.  I think it brings up a bigger 
question for the City as a whole.  The crosswalks downtown are a great addition, what’s the 
precedent that we’re starting to set?  Do we start having different crosswalks at every intersection 
of the City at some point?  When does it go from being a good thing to too much of a good thing?  
Don’t need to answer today, but as the Art Commission need to start considering. 
 
Indovina: The crosswalk guidelines put together seem pretty thoughtful, when were those put 
together? 
 
Guerra: Director Gable’s team put them together within the past few month. 
 
Indovina: These seem well put together, so then our purview would be just to then evaluate the 
appearance. 
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual/Final 
 
MOVED BY     Heidemann                 SECONDED BY   Moss 
IN FAVOR   All 
OPPOSED  None  

CARRIED  
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2. Brighton Heights Memorial Bench Adopt-A- Lot Garden  (Conceptual/Final) 
Michelle DeMichiei, Project Chair for Brighton Heights Connected for Community  

 
 
DeMichiei stated she has been working with a community group recently formed in Brighton 
Heights.  On the corner of Antrim and Fleming Ave, the group wants to place a 4ft cedar bench 
that has been painted with art commissioned by local artist Danielle Robinson.  The design would 
be two butterflies or similar as seen in presentation. 
 
The group has been working through the Adopt-A-Lot program to develop a butterfly garden.  
Currently in the lot there are four treevitalize trees placed by a similar community group. 
 
Indovina: I see there is a note about some of the standards in the Adopt-A-Lot program and that 
both the memorial and the artwork are prohibited elements so I’m not sure where we go from 
there since that is essentially the proposal before us. 
 
Guerra: Those are the standards but they are allowed to present before you and ultimately the 
Commission will decide. 
 
Moss: I’m curious, I can understand why memorials are prohibited in Adopt-A-Lot, but why is 
artwork prohibited? 
 
DeMichiei: It has to be volunteer and not commissioned. 
 
Moss: So if it is volunteer and not commissioned art is allowed, are you paying your artist? 
 
DeMichiei: I was going to pay the artist.  I talked to Shelly today about the Adopt-A-Lot program 
so I think we’re going to retool and see what we can do. 
 
Guerra: One of the issues with the Law Department opening a forum if we allow memorials and 
certain types of art.  It’s not our program that we’re actually leading, people are coming in and 
doing the work, so that’s where their issue is. 
 
Indovina: So this is a memorial bench, not a memorial, am I reading that correctly? 
 
DeMichiei: We were going to indicate in some fashion that it was dedicated to Deona Barnett but 
we’ve been talking and retooling and thinking about how to move forward.  We want to keep the 
bench and the artwork on the bench and the butterfly garden. 
 
Moss: In your presentation and submittal there was nothing about a base, how are you securing 
the bench? 
 
DeMichiei: Through Adopt-A-Lot there are specifications about concrete pads so we have two 
options, the total width is 1ft x 1ft so we could make that work with the four corners or insert metal 
loops to affix the bench into the ground.  But the hillside slopes a bit so we need to dig a bit and 
figure out the best way to do that. 
 
Moss: The benefit of a concrete base is not only to secure it, but also to keep it from sinking or 
becoming out of level. 
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DeMichiei: Our concern was the specific Adopt-A-Lot standards. 
 
Heidemann: They cannot have any pour-in concrete exceeding 1 square foot. 
 
DeMichiei: We also plan to put gravel under there to keep weeds from growing up. 
 
Indovina: Seems to me to be a worthy endeavor.  I don’t see anything offensive about it, it may 
be splitting hairs, but it seems to be a bench dedicated to someone opposed to a memorial.  I 
guess the issue with the artwork is whether it’s paid or volunteer, so it seems there are a few 
things that need to be resolved. 
 
Heideman: Within the Adopt-A-Lot guidelines is says any memorials of any kind.  This was 
dedicated to somebody so I’m not sure.  While I love the idea when I read these, according to 
these documents, this would be prohibited. 
 
DeMichiei: We’re open to removing the plaque if that’s an issue.  We still want to do it to have it 
there, it’s very close to what happened, Deona was shot.  We still want to have that there as a 
remembrance but maybe not as overt with a dedication of name. 
 
Moss: I’d be willing to approve this if any recognition that this is a memorial to a particular person 
was removed from the project.  I think we’re getting into dangerous territory if the Commission 
approves this as a memorial.  I think we can only approve it if any language regarding a memorial 
is removed, otherwise we’ll see memorials all over the place. 
 
Heidemann: When you have your opening ceremony you could mention that it’s dedicated to her 
and have that implied within that ceremony. 
 
Guerra: They’re coming today as Conceptual/Final.  They can do all of the changes and present 
again for final when we have the finished application. 
 
Indovina: The way to do it is to grant conceptual approval and ask that they return with a refined 
submission, omitting the offensive items. 
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual with the condition that any memorial aspect be removed, then 
final artwork and details for installation along with details for base be included in final 
application. 
MOVED BY     Moss                 SECONDED BY   Heidemann 
IN FAVOR   All  
OPPOSED None 
     

CARRIED  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Page 5 of 16 

 

3. Duncan Park 
Taro Matsuno, Community Engagement & Program Manager at Lawrenceville United 

 
Matsuno states that Lawrenceville United became involved in 2013 through the City’s Open 
Space project.  The park is located in Upper Lawrenceville.  Through a planning process a need 
was identified regardling lack of play spaces, few options for healthy food, a lack of attractive 
spaces and an opportunity for green infrastructure improvements in the neighborhood to capture 
storm water. 
 
Bottles and glass are being broken on the court and plantings are being stolen due to lack of foot 
traffic and lack of eyes, people have taken off with trees.  The closest playground has not been 
updated since 1999 so parents are driving 10 minutes to get to a play space. 
 
The proposed changes will meet play needs, food needs, and improve green spaces while 
providing an infrastructure. 
 
There is a proposed orchard, some items have already been planted.  They will all be things to 
directly experience.  Edible and sensory to give kids a chance to engage with food system.  
Hillside will be restored with native plants.  Hillside is very steep so native plants will be more 
easily maintained than use of a mower. 
 
Installing playscape-options, the explored options have been a slide and a stone/rock scramble 
area.  Other elements made of natural materials, low-maintenance place for kids to play. 
 
Rain garden intended to draw storm water, grant through PWSA to design and install that. 
 
Maintaining asphalt play surface to become a deck-hockey area.  Where kids were throwing and 
breaking bottles, this will be activated with a painted mural to encourage play.  Things where you 
can bring your own ball, four square, things that don’t require a lot of maintenance.  Artist that did 
Salem’s market will do the artwork for the deck-hockey court.  Concept is that kids who are 
engaged in pep-rally program at the schools will help paint the design.  Geometric so that it is 
simple enough for kids to paint on June 10th.  The hope is that will increase stewardship over the 
site. 
 
Moss: Who owns this property?  Is this still City-owned, except that the playground was 
decommissioned? 
 
Gable: City does own it.  We’ll enter into an agreement with Lawrenceville United.  We’ve been 
working with them in terms of the orchard that they’ve made and the plans to expand the 
improvements. 
 
Indovina: Seems thoughtful and puts the space to use with the passive planting.  It’s much better 
than an abandoned park so I don’t have any issues. 
 
Moss:  Looks like a great asset to the neighborhood.  The storm water management addition will 
be a benefit to the whole community as well. 
 
Guerra: You’re not here for final, right? 
 
Matsuno: We’re here for conceptual and final.  We’d like to move forward with raingarden and 
painting.  If you’d like as built photos I’m happy to provide it. 
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Indovina: Is there a formal plant list? 
 
Matsuno: Yes I have all of those and they’re included in the packet. 
 
Indovina: Some elements are not resolved, such as the slide, is that correct? 
 
Matsuno: The slide is still pending funding.  The other elements including the workout equipment, 
we’re currently looking for a vendor that works with DPW requirements.  Same goes for the willow-
tunnel.  We’re working out the particular elements and funding.  I could come back for play 
elements, from my end I’m trying to get approval for elements that we can get started on. 
 
Indovina: Comfortable with artwork and planting.  Play elements should be a separate submission. 
 
 
MOTION:  Final approval of artwork and planting, conceptual approval of overall and 

play equipment 
MOVED BY        Heidemann                  SECONDED BY   Moss 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None 
           CARRIED 

 
 

4. Pittsburgh Zoo Operation Building (Final) 

Martin Busser and Rob Stackhouse, Indovina Associate Architects 

 
Indovina: Two issues, one is that this was designed by my office, so I have to recuse myself.  And 
then once recused we don’t have a quorum. 
 
Heidemann: We can email Kilolo for a proxy vote, we did that once last year.  So we can hear 
and approve, but it can’t be final until the proxy vote. 
 
Busser stated conceptual approval was previously granted, here to present for final approval. 
 
Indovina: Since this is going to proceed, I am going to recuse myself from comment or any action. 
 
Busser passed out handouts.  Presentation includes site plan of operations building.  The building 
is outside of patron view, hidden by trees.  Placement makes it easier for trucks and deliveries on 
the first level.  The second loft makes it easier for pedestrian access.  The building will be set 
behind vegetation on wooded hillside, and will not break with the feel of the jungle trail at top of 
hill.  Ridge of roof will still be below the hillside. 
 
Moss:  What is the roofing material, is that asphalt shingles? 
 
Busser: Yes 
 
Heidemann:  Thank you for clarifying, great documents overall.  I appreciate you clarifying how 
things have progressed since conceptual phase.  It seems straightforward. 
 
Gable: With this new building, are any trees being removed? 
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Busser: A few on the bottom side, most on the top will remain. 
 
Gable: Are they desirable trees or mostly scrub? 
 
Busser: They’re mostly scrub down here.  Most of the big ones will be maintained. 
 
Gable: Does this building increase parking or push more employees back onto Lake Drive? 
 
Brett Smith, President of Planning and Construction at the zoo: There are some tress we’ll 
remove, they’re at an age where they’re degrading.  Our landscaping plan is more intense than 
what is there, our goal is that this will not be visible.  We’re going to plant more trees, overall the 
view should be better than what it is today.  As far as the parking, it remains the same, it picked 
up a few cars. 
 
Moss: Have you done any impervious surface analysis and how are you dealing with storm water? 
 
Smith: We’re actively participating in the 15206 program so anything we do moving forward will 
be looked at in trying to comply with the efforts of 15206.  We try to deter as much as our runoff 
as possible and reuse it for our horticulture department.  For the most part we’ll hold that water or 
use it through bio swells. 
 
 
MOTION:  Final pending Kilolo review and quorum via email.  On May 31, 2017 after 

reviewing the minutes and presentation, Kilolo provided an electronic 
approval for final approval. 

MOVED BY    Heidemann                  SECONDED BY Moss 
IN FAVOR   All  
OPPOSED  None        CARRIED 
 
 

5. Allegheny Commons Northeast Common Rehabilitation Phase III and 

Fountain Review  (Final) 

Susan Rademacher, Pittsburgh Parks Conservancy 

 
Rademacher stated that in 2009 the Art Commission granted the project Conceptual approval.  
Several decades ago the fountain was turned into a planting bed, current plan is to restore the 
function of the fountain.  Funds were not raised adequate to complete the project at that time. 
 
DPW is collaborating on this project and doing a number of in-kind components for the project. 
 
Signage will not be presented at this time, it will likely be presented in a few months.  There was 
a signage design developed in 2005, but those are not compatible with the current City-standards.  
Signs will be redeveloped to meet standards. 
 
This was perhaps the oldest fountain in the City of Pittsburgh, dating back to 1869.  It was the first 
fountain to be recommended in the first year report to the Park Commission, so it is a significant 
location. 
 
Pipe rail will be included in this phase, it could not be afforded during the last phase. 
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Tree protection plan worked out with the City Forrester.  A few trees will be removed and new 
trees will be planted. 
 
The fountain is a 50ft diameter fountain.  Old pieces of copping were found in Riverview park and 
will be used to create new copping.  Will be done in a way to discourage skateboarding. 
 
Location is in the flight/glide path of Allegheny General Hospital, so tree species selection is being 
carefully considered to assure that trees do not exceed growth standards.  Allegheny General 
Hospital pays for pruning. 
 
DPW has already retrofitted LED fixtures, some other new LED fixtures will be installed. 
 
Plumbing plan, shows that the fountain will be recirculating. 
 
The new urn has been carefully copied from historic photographs. 
 
Moss: Very exciting.  Thrilled to see this moving forward.  How many trees are new vs existing? 
 
Rademacher: There are 15 existing. 
 
Indovina: Are the pathways staying as is? 
 
Rademacher: Yes, they will reconstructed but will be in the same locations and made of asphalt.  
We’re completing fundraising and that includes $750,000 maintenance endowment. 
 
Moss: Do you have a construction timeframe? 
 
Rademacher: Proceed to bid as soon as we have funds in hand to award bid.  In best of all worlds 
end of summer, construction fall, completing next year. 
 
MOTION:  Final 
MOVED BY    Moss                 SECONDED BY Heidemann 
IN FAVOR   All  
OPPOSED  None        CARRIED 
 
 

6. Installation of Five Small Facilities  (Conceptual) 

Melissa Mullarke and Bridget Sheehan, Mobilitie 

 
Mullarke: Thought we would start an overview of who we are and what the technology is then get 
into the specifics.  And also note we are here for conceptual but we were hoping to be here for 
conceptual and final. 
 
Moss:  What was your application?  Is this a typo on our agenda? 
 
Guerra: No it isn’t a typo, they applied for conceptual. 
 
Sheehan: Conceptual and final, we put that in the letter of the application. 
 
(It couldn’t be deciphered on the recording what was decided at the table in regard to 
conceptual or conceptual and final since the cover sheet of the application provided by 
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Mobilitie noted conceptional, and Mobilitie then wrote a sentence in the letter that 
accompanied the application, saying conceptual/final.) 
 
Mullarke: By way of background Mobilitie is an infrastructure company.  We specialize in wireless 
infrastructure.  In building, outdoor systems, and network upgrades we partner with carriers to 
come up with solutions for issues in the wireless network.  The issue that every carrier is having 
now is that the need for data is insatiable and the existing network is not configured for 5G. 
 
(Corey Layman, Zoning Administrator, enters the hearing.) 
 
The trend now is to take burden off of macro towers and bring cells closer to users and design 
solutions geared toward meeting data demand.  So lower to the ground, smaller, where you have 
density and users.  What we’re proposing for Pittsburgh is to enclose all of the equipment inside 
of the shroud.  So the box that sits 15ft above the ground, our equipment would sit inside of that 
box.  The radio, in the case of deployment that we’re doing here in Pittsburgh, it’s a wireless 
backhaul solution so we are not running fiber to the nodes, we’re communicating and transporting 
data through a wireless solution, the relay in place of fiber, and an electric distribution panel, 
essentially the meter, that’s all enclosed inside of that box, called a shroud-which is essentially a 
2ft x 1ft dimension box and then on top of the pole is the antennae.  The volume it takes up on a 
pole is similar to a typical electric transformer. 
 
(Ray Gastil, Director of City Planning, enters the hearing.) 
 
The five sites that are proposed before the Commission are representative of what all of the sites 
would look like around the City.  Mobilitie currently has ninety sites that take three different forms: 
attachments to City light poles, attachment to Duquesne, and attachment to Verizon utility poles.  
There are three types of City light poles so we’ve provided illustrations for the three types of City 
light poles, the Duquesne are standard across the City and then Verizon are standard across the 
City.  So we put in an application representative of those two types and then the three types for 
the City. 
 
It’s a little difficult to see but what we’ve done is standardize so that the shroud that contains all 
of the equipment would be at 15ft and uniformly on every pole that we would attach to. 
 
Moss: The bottom of the shroud would be at 15ft? 
 
Mullarke: That’s a great question, yes. 
 
Sheehan: We’re flexible on that as well.  We’re happy to adjust depending on what the City would 
prefer but typically that’s where we would mount them. 
 
Mullarke: We have this design deployed in NYC right now.  We’re starting to deploy it in LA and 
San Francisco.  We basically have taken a lot of feedback from cities about what works and does 
not and we’re trying to standardize it as much as possible but we’re always happy to 
accommodate whatever sensitivities a jurisdiction has.  The other feature important to note is 
there is no ground furniture.  Duquesne has allowed us to do all scope on pole. 
 
We intentionally selected the first five to be representative and in suitable locations so there would 
be less push-back or any sort of additional outreach needed to the community.  We’ve met with 
other folks in the city because part of our deployment is to actively do community outreach. 
Particularly in sensitive areas or where the City knows there will be inquiries, we want to head 



 

Page 10 of 16 

 

that off so we have a couple of different programs that we’ve proposed.  We could engage here 
in order to do the outreach so that there’s no surprises when something goes up, the community 
is briefed on what it is so they’re not calling the City asking what it is.  When it’s done in smaller 
form factor and aesthetically to blend in colors to match, it doesn’t draw your eye to it. 
 
Indovina: What are the actual dimensions of the shroud? 
 
Mullarke: It’s 24in roughly, lengthwise. 
 
Sheehan: Should be in the construction drawings of the application. 
 
Moss: What is the material of the shroud? 
 
Mullarke: It’s a plastic composite.  Something that allows for the equipment to continue to operate.  
It has to penetrate through the material. 
 
Moss: Can the shroud be painted? 
 
Mullarke: We generally match it to the color of the pole. 
 
Moss: Through paint or the integral color of the plastic? 
 
Mullarke: I’m not sure, we can get back to you on that. 
 
Indovina: How is it physically attached to the pole? 
 
Mullarke: Brackets. 
 
Sheehan: The dimensions are too small to see with the small font, we can send you a separate 
sheet that shows you exactly what the dimension are. 
 
Indovina: You found in other jurisdictions what has worked and what has not, can you elaborate? 
 
Mullarke: We’ve generally taken the approach to stay away from ground furniture and stay out of 
pedestrian traffic.  That’s a key feature for us, putting suitable designs that allow everything on 
the pole.  We’ve run into some utility companies requiring a separate cabinet for the meter, but in 
this case, Duquesne has allowed on pole for all types of deployments. 
 
Moss:  I’m happy to see that you have a design without a base, that’s something we’d have a 
hard time approving.  How are you getting wires to the shroud box? 
 
Mullarke: It depends on the type.  In the case of a typical wood utility pole, it would run conduit on 
the side of the pole. 
 
Moss: Will that be rigid conduit or will it be encased cable? 
 
Mullarke: Encased.  If we’re doing a light pole swap, which we traditionally do because the existing 
pole was not designed for additional weight, then we will run it up the inside of the pole and there 
will be a port where the shroud is and a port where the antennae goes. 
 
Moss: Do we have purview over the Verizon and Duquesne poles or just the City poles? 
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Layman: It’s in the right of way, so yes. 
 
Moss: Ok, all of it. 
 
Indovina: The drawing seems to indicate they are 48in high. 
 
Mullarke: The shroud? 
 
(It couldn’t be deciphered on the recording what the particular item Indovina was asking about in 
regard to the size.) 
 
Mullarke: I think we shrunk down our submittal.  Were there submittal specifics? 
 
Sheehan: It had to be a PDF so we had to compress it. 
 
Mullarke: So this is different than the New York design, this is a different equipment supplier, so 
it’s 40-is what they’re telling me. 
 
Moss: So it looks like the dimensions are approximately 12in x 24in x 42in. 
 
Mullarke: This is a different supplier, different equipment for this market than we’re using in the 
New York market so it’s a different configuration for the shroud.  So I correct my earlier statement. 
 
Indovina: I’m having difficulty reading the details of how its mounted to the pole. 
 
Sheehan: On which side? 
 
Indovina: (Points to a section and states that it looks like there are many items and not just a 
smooth cabinet.)  So is it a smooth cabinet or are there a number of items attached to it?  That’s 
not clear.  This indicates it’s a smooth cabinet but that drawing looks like there are a number of 
things attached to it. 
 
Mullarke: I apologize, I don’t have that drawing in front of me, we should have put it in these slides.  
 
Moss: Those say they’re inside the shroud, they’re relay mounted inside the shroud. 
 
Sheehan:  That should be the radio, so those pieces are inside. 
 
Mullarke: The other feature to note that makes this deployment different is the wireless backhaul 
is a fairly innovative piece, so a typical deployment would run fiber to each of these nodes but this 
is not running fiber.  The relay antennae is what is transporting the data.  The way we’re 
communicating the data is wirelessly moving it until it can get back into a fiber facility, which is 
unusual.  And the other piece is that there is only one radio, so other deployments that you may 
have seen may have had more than one radio. 
 
Indovina: Originally there was a request that there were 78 sites, is that still the case? 
 
Mullarke: There are 90 sites. 
 
Indovina: So where are the other 85 sites? 
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Moss: They’re not applying for those yet. 
 
Indovina: I understand that, but I want to understand the density of what this will be. 
 
Mullarke: I apologize, it’s not on this slide deck but we have it on an iPad and can show you where 
the 90 sites are located.  I think there was some question on procedure, how the request would 
function relative to the Commission.  So what we’re not completely clear on is whether every site 
goes in or every design goes in for approval.  So that’s why what we’ve proposed is what the 
template designs would look like so we wouldn’t be coming back on a site-by-site. 
 
Gastil: I think that the way this is going to work and our agreement is that any decision made 
today applies to only these five sites.  So they would review it, basically because we’re still working 
on overall review of this issue, as an interim step, to review these but only with reference to the 
five sites in question.  When we come around to the next set by then we will have that process 
fully developed with the Commission so you need to come back at that point.  So the decision 
today does not apply to all additional 85 sites.  That’s the process. 
 
Layman: To add to that, the goal is for the Commission to adopt guidelines and standards that 
allow to pass through Public Works, so that it’s not every design or site that comes through the 
Commission. 
 
Gastil: Right, in the future.  I’m giving the example that right now, what you have in front of them 
will only apply to these five.  This will not be a blanket approval for all future in this form but that’s 
because we’re developing these standards.  The goal is that once we have those it will move to 
the territory where you won’t have to come back.  Site by site approval is not our goal.  This is 
just that we’ve broken up this way because we are not there where we need to be with the 
guidelines yet, but we decided in order to allow this to move we needed to accept an application 
for five as their own specific. 
 
Mullarke: So it’s essentially a bridge mechanism. 
 
Gastil: Yes. 
 
Moss: My hope is from this a following proposal would form following guidelines. 
 
Gastil: Right, this is educational to develop the guidelines and also afford you that you can move 
some forward. 
 
Moss:  Assuming these get approved and installed, it would be great to view these and evaluate 
these five installed in place. 
 
Indovina: So what is the timeline for the installation of these five? 
 
Mullarke: The installation is actually incredibly efficient it only takes a few hours to install.  It is the 
process we’re in right now that drives the schedule. 
 
Gable: Having been through this with other companies, what we see on the screen and in real life 
is dramatically different, is there nothing like this anywhere in Pittsburgh?  I’d like to see an actual 
example of what it looks like.  Is there anything local where we could go see these? 
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Mullarke: We do have sites but we don’t have one with a shroud for you to drive to.  What we are 
doing in other cities is getting a temporary use permit to attach the empty shroud and an antennae 
to provide a field demonstration.  So that’s something we can do quickly depending what 
mechanisms the City has to provide a temporary use permit.  We’re generally doing it under a 60 
day temporary use permit.  And we can run structural to make sure it conforms with engineering 
standards. 
 
Gastil: That might be a good thing to do and then we can use that in a more formal way to 
photograph and put in front of you. 
 
Moss: Or we can go see it. 
 
Gastil: We’ll follow-up. 
 
Mullarke: We can also bring in the shroud and antennae which it’s different on the ground than 
the pole but it still gives you a sense 
 
Gable: I’m interested in the antennae, the shroud, the casing, what is everything we’re going to 
see on the pole.  Stuff we’re going to see external. 
 
Indovina: I think that’s a good idea, there’s going to be quite a few of these so ultimately it would 
be good to see one in context. 
 
Mullarke: I just want to reiterate what is unique about this deployment is the wireless backhaul 
and only one radio.  And no battery back-up.  That’s what is allowing us to propose something 
minimal and streamlined.  There’s fewer pieces of equipment and what is there is smaller. 
 
Gastil: One other question, I understand they’re on poles.  Are there other options, rooftop of a 
garage? 
 
Mullarke: There are existing rooftop installations, that part of the network is still required.  The 
issue is that much more is required and the more is small cells, closer to the ground, closer to the 
users.  It brings the signal closer to the population that’s using it.  So the rooftop will stay. 
 
Indovina: Again in terms of timing for deployment, could there be a mock-up installed in short 
order that can be reviewed by the Commission? 
 
Mullarke: From our end it could be installed very quickly.  It’s working out what type of permissions 
we need from the City procedurally to do that.  It’s getting direction from staff about a temporary 
use. 
 
Gastil: We’ll do that. 
 
Mullarke: Do you have a preference on the type of facility we attach to? 
 
Moss: I think one of the City poles, one of the grey metal poles.  Such as Cherry Way. 
 
Indovina: I think that would be excellent. 
 
Heidemann: Do you know what type of pole we have the most of, since this is going to grow? 
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Gable: We might have that information. 
 
Mullarke: I think there are 40,000 light poles in the City and we can do an analysis to figure out 
which occurs the most.  We intentionally stay away from anything overly decorative or historic. 
 
Gastil: We’ll work with you on that.  Downtown has I think three types of poles, we’ll talk about it 
and if you’re going to do one pole, we’ll figure out which will best reference the project and 
situation most appropriately.  We’ll follow-up quickly. 
 
Moss: Maybe the answer is that we proceed with the conceptual approval requesting this mock-
up.  Hopefully this mock-up can be accomplished before our next meeting and we can have this 
for final approval at our June meeting. 
 
Indovina: From my standpoint that seems a good way to proceed. 
 
Moss: I think it is important how the connecting wires are handled.  For metal poles, all of the 
wires run inside; for wooden poles, rigid conduit opposed to plastic encased wire. 
 
Indovina: We’ll proceed with a conceptual and mock-up put in place, as well as see the actual 
here in person. 
 
Mullarke: I think we can do that. 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual of five small cell facilities with the understanding that a mock-up 

will be provided prior to a final approval submittal.  Attachment details for 
the various different poles to be provided and understanding that any 
exposed wires or connection would be in rigid conduit and color in general 
would match the poles.  

 
MOVED BY    Moss                 SECONDED BY Heidemann 
IN FAVOR   All  
OPPOSED  None  
 
Gastil: If for some reason law has an issue with the mock-up issue, we will address it and do the 
best we can possibly do.  Also, we’ll follow-up with the Chair about the appropriate way to do site 
visits, etc. as Commissioners. 
 
Moss: I would assume we could do that independently if nothing else. 
 
Gastil: I will review that with the Chairman. 
 
 
D.  Staff Reports 
 
Guerra: Working with DPW and Councilwoman Rudiak on an art crosswalk intersection in Carrick.  
The specific site is Brownsville and Parkfield Roads.  We have created an RFP that has gone  
through OMB and was public on May 16th.  You probably received the RFP, you can share it, we 
are not allowed to share it once it is public.  It is out for one month.  We’re asking for the design 
for the intersection, which complies with the guidelines from DPW. 
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We are creating a GIS map putting all of the Memorials and Monuments on the map and from 
there we’re going to include history.  Then hopefully later on we can do podcasts and create self-
guided tours using that map. 
 
Moss: You said memorials and monuments, what about public artwork? 
 
Guerra: Right now we have inventory on that, so that’s the first step and then we can go and start 
finding information about other art.  The map is going to have different layers.  We gave to OMB 
the information for the RFP for telecommunications and we’re hoping that RFP for the consultant 
will be coming out soon.  Rachel and I have been working for the last three months on the artplan, 
we finished editing, shuffling information, putting comments and I provided that to Director Gastil 
last week on Wednesday.  We’re waiting for his final revisions and comments.  It will come back 
to us and we’ll do edits, then it’ll go to the original art plan committee for them to again revise and 
give comments, then you will have it for final revisions before it goes out to the public.  I can 
provide our schedule to you. 
 
Last Art Commission Kilolo brought this (photo of bike racks by Doughboy in Lawrenceville) now 
it’s not just that it’s also benches.  I contacted zoning and they gave me what was the application 
and they’re not complying.  They said a city-standard bike-rack then put these ones.  And the S 
@ D is their name, “Shops At Doughboy.”  So we need to follow and do a citation. 
 
Gable: Who is going to write that? 
 
Moss:  This is more of a zoning issue than anything else I would think. 
 
Guerra: Yes, because they didn’t comply with what they submitted. 
 
Gable: We write enough citations. 
 
Guerra:  I just wanted to follow-up since Kilolo brought it to us. 
 
Indovina: So should they have come to us? 
 
Gastil: If they’re going to use the standard bike rack they don’t have to come to you.  If they are 
going to design their own rack as well as the benches, they should have. 
 
Moss:  I don’t take such offense to this, certainly the process was not followed, so that needs to 
get corrected.   
 
 
E. Directors Report 
 
Gastil: With the Cantini sculpture, we have done the photo documentation.  We have a full photo 
documentation as the project exists today.  We have done the assessment.  We have an estimate 
for McKay Lodge to get some panels off.  We have a working agreement with the SEA that they 
will in fact help finance and move forward to remove 2 of those panels.  SEA and the folks working 
on the art are going to incorporate 2 of the panels into the art. 
 
I spoke with the Cantini heirs yesterday and they said if there was an opportunity when the panels 
come off, if they’re relatively easy to get off, they would like to find a way to encourage the 
contractors with the support of the SEA at the time, to get more than those two.  They said for at 
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least some additional number they could provide potential funding and a place for those to go.  I 
reviewed this with Yesica and she’s reviewed it with law and we think the best course of action 
short of a formal deaccession policy is for us put together a project plan for you (the Commission) 
to review as an agenda item for next month and we’ll invite the SEA and other parties to be there 
for a proper review. 
 
Guerra: And then the next step after that, we need to craft a letter for the Director of Finance, if 
you decide with keeping two of those panels. 
 
Gastil: We’ll draft a letter.  The moving of them is your purview, what happens to the rest of them, 
essentially the deaccession, we’ll draft that.  It’ll be a letter from the Department recording the 
Commission’s decision.  And that goes to the Director of Finance who has the ultimate 
responsibility for City assets.  And then the Art Plan will have a Deaccession Policy. 
 
Guerra shows photographs of the two suggested panels for moving, which have Cantini signature.  
Guerra: McKay Lodge is calling it a test removal, but it is the actual removal. 
 
Gastil: It’s being called a test because it can’t be guaranteed it will work (that the panels will come 
out of the wall without damage). 
 
 
Meeting Adjourned 


