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 ART COMMISSION 
 
Minutes of the meeting Wednesday, July 25, 2018 
Beginning at 2:00 p.m. 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Indovina), Goulatia, Heidemann, Luckett, 

Arimoto-Mercer, Gable, Ricks (arrived 
during the first presentation) 

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

ITEM PAGE 
1. Lewis & Clark Heritage Trail Sign – Beaver County Historical Research         

& Landmarks Foundation 
1-2 

2. Highland Park Reservoir Security Improvements – Pittsburgh Water 
and Sewer Authority 

3 

3. Oakland Banners – Oakland Business Improvement District 3-4 
4. Pittsburgh Wayfinding – Pittsburgh Downtown Partnership 5-6 
5. Wightman Park – Department of Public Works 6-8 
6. Art in Parks – Public Art & Civic Design Division 8-9 

 
A.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
Roll call. Moss asks for Commissioners to review and comment on the minutes. Luckett motions 
to approve the minutes, seconded by Moss. Motion carried. 
 
B.  Correspondence 
 
None. 
 
C. Items for Review  

 
1. Lewis & Clark Heritage Trail Sign – Beaver County Historical Research & 

Landmarks Foundation 
(Conceptual/Final) 
Brenda Applegate – BCHRLF 

Kathryn Hunninen – Pittsburgh Parks Conservancy 

 
Applegate describes the proposed sign, which is an addition to the existing series of interpretive 
signage along the Grand View Scenic Byway. The new sign content includes information about 
Brunot Island, visible down the river and an important historical site for the Lewis & Clark 
Expedition. The layout of the sign follows the format and fonts of the other 12 Grand View 
Scenic Byway signs to remain consistent with them, while also incorporating standard elements 
from the other Lewis & Clark Heritage Trail signs (all outside of the City of Pittsburgh) for 
consistency with that series. The sign’s main text is an extract from the journal of Meriwether 
Lewis. The sign was originally to be attached to the fencing, it is now proposed to be on a 
pedestal in the grass. 
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Moss asks if the sign has already been installed. Applegate says that signs have been installed 
outside of Pittsburgh, but this will be the first within the City. Hunninen clarifies that the existing 
signage has already been approved by the Art Commission, and this is for one new panel. 
 
Indovina asks if the pedestal is existing, and Hunninen says that the pedestal will be new, and 
they will not be removing any existing signs. Gable clarifies that there are twelve existing signs 
in the park and this would be an addition. Indovina asks about the existing signs, and Hunninen 
says they are on a variety of historical subjects.  
 
Goulatia asks how far the signs are from each other, and Hunninen says about 100 ft. Moss 
asks where exactly the sign will be placed, and Hunninen describes the location near the 
pathway, using the presentation visuals.  
 
Luckett asks about the verbiage of the sign, and Applegate explains that it is from Lewis’ 
journal. Luckett says that the text is a bit confusing, and asks why this text was chosen. She 
asks if they considered having a synopsis done by a historian. Applegate says that the other 
signs have the text of the journal and they are hoping to continue that. Luckett says that 
historical context would make the sign clearer and more appropriate. Applegate says that since 
there are discrepancies with historical information, they prefer the journal as it is the most 
accurate information available. Luckett and Indovina state that the inclusion of even that context 
would be more helpful.  
 
Indovina says the interpretive information at the bottom of the sign could even be in a more 
prominent location.  
 
Goulatia asks about the logo for the BCHRLF, and says that its placement on the sign seems 
visually odd.  
 
Indovina says that he doesn’t see any problem with the location or placement of the sign, but 
the Commissioners seem to agree that the language is confusing. Goulatia says she is very 
confused with the context of the journal with no explanation. Arimoto-Mercer says that 
especially with the number of visitors to Pittsburgh, there should be more explanation. 
Heidemann says that she, as a native English speaker, has trouble with the language, so the 
many visitors for whom English is not their first language could be especially confused. 
Applegate says she can take it back to the Foundation to be reworked. 
 
Goulatia notes that the ADA Coordinator asked if Braille could be added to the sign. 
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval with the stipulation that the graphics and words be 
reworked for clarity, and Braille be added.  
 
MOVED BY        Moss                    
SECONDED BY    Goulatia  
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
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2. Highland Park Reservoir Security Improvements – Pittsburgh Water and Sewer 
Authority 

(Conceptual/Final) 
Barry King, PWSA 

 
King describes the project, which is security improvements at the reservoir, in keeping with 
Administrative Orders from the Department of Environmental Protection. The improvements 
include the addition of bollards along Reservoir Drive, modifications to an existing building to 
function as a security building, and security cameras on poles and on the repurposed building. 
The building will be staffed with a guard when PWSA staff are not present at the reservoir, and 
a window will be created in the building wall. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks about the scale of the bollards on the drawing, and King says that they 
may not be in the exact locations, but will be spaced 5-7 feet apart. Arimoto-Mercer asks if they 
will be permanent, and King says there will be a few removable ones for maintenance vehicles, 
and the rest will be permanent.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks about a pole fixture, and how high off the ground it is. King answers about 
3 ft. Arimoto-Mercer asks if this will be a hazard to people walking by it. King says he does not 
think so as it is off to the side of the walkway. Luckett asks if it could be on the inside of the 
pool, and King says this would make it difficult for it to be serviced by technicians. Gable says 
that it should be checked for ADA compliance. Goulatia asks about the color of the fixture, and 
King says it is a grey color. Moss notes that ADA will allow it to only project four inches. King 
says that it will comply with ADA regulations.  
 
Gable says that he has spoken to PWSA and they will be discussing the placement of the 
bollards so as not to affect maintenance operations.  
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual and Final Approval with attention paid to the comments of Director 
Gable and the Art Commission.   
 
MOVED BY        Arimoto-Mercer                    
SECONDED BY    Heidemann  
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

3. Oakland Banners – Oakland Business Improvement District 
(Final) 
Georgia Petropoulos, OBID 

Paul Fireman, Fireman Creative 

 
Petropoulos presents the revisions to the project made since gaining Conceptual Approval at 
the previous month’s hearing. The series of banners is part of a brand campaign for the 
Oakland community and are proposed to be up through 2019.  
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Fireman describes the changes, which include using map backgrounds that individually reflect 
the location of each banner, as the Commission suggested. He also says that the City of 
Pittsburgh Law Department approved the idea of using photographs of Oakland residents and 
community members on the banners, which the Commission noted was an important aspect.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if it’s the same image on both sides of the banners. Fireman says that he 
thinks it will be different images, as they have so many images they would like to use to reflect 
the diversity of the community. Arimoto-Mercer asks about the selection process for the images. 
Petropoulos says it would start with the stakeholders and community organizations. Fireman 
says it is important that no one feel excluded. Guerra notes that it was important to the Law 
Department that the banners be inclusive.  
 
Goulatia asks about the tagline at the bottom. Petropoulos says that they originally thought to 
have “Destination Revealed” on each banner, but as the branding campaign has different 
phrases replacing destination (“Medicine Revealed, Innovation Revealed”, etc.) they thought to 
use multiple versions on the banners to match the institutions represented in the images. 
 
Goulatia says there is a mark on the banners that looks cluttered. Fireman explains it is the 
shadow of the map indicator in the logo. He says that he would prefer not to change it as it is 
part of their larger branding campaign. Goulatia says that the map background looks a bit 
cluttered. Fireman says that he thinks the changing map is a great idea and it was suggested by 
the Commission, but that it could be softened if needed. Moss says he likes the addition of the 
map, and Heidemann says it adds a lot of thoughtfulness. Heidemann also mentions that the 
colors should coordinate between the two sides to maintain balance. Arimoto-Mercer agrees 
this is important as there will be many viewing these banners from the sidewalk and they will 
see the banners close-up, instead of experiencing the line of street banners as a whole.  
 
Goulatia asks if any have been printed at size, even on paper, and Fireman says that they have, 
but they do not have this with them. Goulatia says she still is bothered by the shadow detail 
mentioned earlier. Fireman says the shadow could be removed. Moss says the Commission 
may be treading on thin ice by getting too much into the minutiae of the design. Arimoto-Mercer 
says that the concern is more with the banners being able to be read easily and quickly. 
Heidemann says that although the banners are in their purview, they shouldn’t be discussing the 
design of a completed logo that already exists as part of a full marketing campaign. Goulatia 
says if they were all grey it might be better, but the shadows are different colors with different 
banners. Fireman says without actually changing the logo they can look into how it is being 
applied in different scenarios. 
 
Gable asks about the image of the robot, and Petropoulos says they are all currently stock 
images. 
 
 
MOTION:  Final Approval with the request that the applicants think about the shadow 
detail on the banners and use their judgement in the final decision. 
 
MOVED BY        Moss                    
SECONDED BY    Luckett  
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
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4. Pittsburgh Wayfinding – Pittsburgh Downtown Partnership 
(Conceptual) 
Lucinda Beattie, PDP 

Nick Ross, HDR Transportation 

 
Beattie introduces the project, which has been before the Art Commission twice before, once for 
Courtesy Review in August of 2014 and once for Courtesy Review in November of 2017. Beattie 
describes the proposed system of wayfinding for pedestrians in the four neighborhoods with the 
most major cultural, educational, and medical facilities: North Side, North Shore, Downtown, 
and Oakland. Numerous public meetings over the past five years have led to the current design. 
Beattie goes over the color, font, and design choices, and the reasoning behind them. 
 
Luckett asks if there was just one mock-up done for community presentations, and Beattie says 
that yes, it was narrowed down when presenting to the community.  
 
Goulatia asks about the images of buildings on the map being transparent, and Beattie shows 
how you can see the streets through the building icons on the map so as not to lose street 
information. 
 
Ross discusses more in-depth information about some of the design elements. 
 
Goulatia says it was a great presentation and asks if the colors will fade over time, and Ross 
says this is a material decision, which has not been decided, but they will not be looking at 
materials that will fade quickly. Beattie points out that the vehicular signage system currently in 
place has lasted very well over the course of about thirty years.  
 
Heidemann notes they’ve done a great job and asks about the next steps, and what the 
applicant foresees being decided going into the eventual Final Review for Art Commission. 
Beattie says that they are interested in feedback from the general public, which will be taking 
place at a future meeting. They will also be exploring materials.  
 
Goulatia asks about a line of text and why it is right-justified. Beattie says this matches the 
direction of the landmark relative to a pedestrian viewing the sign.  
 
Luckett commends their work and asks how they came up with which destinations would be on 
the signage. Ross says that the names aren’t finalized but are based mainly on being 
noteworthy landmarks that visitors would be looking for. Luckett points out that the names are 
inconsistent as to their stylization, as some include “The” and some don’t, and some spell out a 
whole name while others abbreviate it.  
 
Gable asks about the header on the sign and asks if it will be the name of the neighborhood. 
Beattie responds that the area names such as “Downtown” and “Oakland” reflect common 
usage as opposed to actual neighborhood names, and says that people do not typically refer to 
some of the actual neighborhood names such as “Central Business District”. Gable notes that 
Oakland is actually four neighborhoods, and the “North Side” as people refer to it is made up of 
several neighborhoods, only one of which has “Northside” in the name. Beattie says that it is 
mainly for people to be aware of general directions and the actual distinctions, in Oakland for 
instance, could become confusing.  
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Gable agrees that this could be simpler but some neighborhoods, such as some that are 
grouped under “North Side”, may not like their neighborhood identity not being recognized. Ross 
says that this was a point of discussion with CDCs that they talked to.  
 
Beattie notes that the ultimate goal is to extend to more areas of Pittsburgh, so the 
neighborhoods could be made more distinct as time goes by if necessary. 
 
Ricks commends Beattie on all her work on the project. 
 
Luckett asks about the choice of what destinations go on the signs, and Beattie says it is based 
on the number of people who visit each place. Luckett notes that the August Wilson Center is a 
major destination and is something to think about, as the destinations on the sign seem to be 
centered on white men. Beattie says space is a concern and there is a lot of competition. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer says there is good attention to detail, and that the yellow stripe on the side of 
the sign is a great addition to help those with visual impairments.  
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval 
 
MOVED BY        Goulatia                    
SECONDED BY    Heidemann 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

5. Wightman Park – Department of Public Works 
(Conceptual) 
Andrea Ketzel, DPW 

Sara Thompson, Pashek+MTR 

Megan Zeigler, Pittsburgh Water and Sewer Authority 

 
Thompson describes the project, which is a full renovation of Wightman Park, a 2-acre City-
owned park in Squirrel Hill. The renovation includes green infrastructure including storm water 
management features, contemporary play equipment, athletic areas, and artistic elements. The 
groundbreaking is scheduled for April of 2019. The budget includes 1% set aside for art, which 
will be implemented through the Public Art & Civic Design Division of the Department of City 
Planning.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks how much water will in reality be in the water gardens at any given time. 
Thompson says that they really function more as rain gardens, without additional water 
supplementing the rainwater. The wetland sections would have six inches of water, and up to 2-
4 feet in a few places.  
 
Ketzel says that DPW is still having discussions about the water levels and does not think that 
they can sustain a six-inch water level and would probably prefer to have a green infrastructure 
that would hold water for around 48 hours and then infiltrate. Arimoto-Mercer says that the 
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images do not necessarily portray what the public will see when visiting the park on an average 
day. Ketzel says they realize this and DPW is working to resolve it and are aiming for a natural 
cycle to manage storm water.  
 
Ziegler says that there will also be mechanisms to keep the water flowing and to prevent 
standing water.  
 
Indovina asks if the water will be supplemented at all, and Ketzel says no. The renderings 
portray a peak water level that would be achieved during and after rain.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer says that the cascades will have more water when it’s raining and people are 
less likely to be in the park, and asks about its intended use at other times. Thompson says that 
it will be more naturalized so as not to invite children to climb on it. Ketzel notes that there will 
also be railings around the edge. 
 
Luckett says it is a great start, and asks who does the illustrations. Thompson says that the 
company is called Depiction. She notes that a lot of illustrators do not take into account ideas of 
representation, and showing more than one sort of person in renderings such as these is 
important and should be considered.  
 
Ketzel says that in terms of different ability levels, they have addressed inclusivity with the 
equipment manufacturers and the pathways in the park. Thompson explains a few features of 
the park that were designed with all ages and ability levels in mind. Thompson apologizes for 
the renderings and says it was an unfortunate oversight. 
 
Indovina asks about the programming of the ballfield and the feedback from the community. 
Thompson says the design is a compromise and the backstop and fencing will be in abbreviated 
versions. The ballfield will be mainly for age eight and under and cannot accommodate higher 
level leagues. The limited fencing will work with this and they’ve received mostly positive input 
about the design. Ketzel points out that the smaller ballfield allows more uses for the space 
overall. Arimoto-Mercer notes that it seems portrayed as a full ballfield in the renderings, and 
the renderings should accurately portray what the public will see and experience at the park. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks why they oriented the ballfield the way it is shown, and Thompson says 
this is how it fit into the topography. Gable says that the field was previously misused, and they 
intended originally just to have a greenspace, but they added the smaller ballfield to 
accommodate the community.  
 
Gable says that there will be a lot of plants and trees growing up between the ballfield and the 
park, and the water levels will fluctuate in the wetland features.  
 
Goulatia asks about the water stagnating, and Thompson says there will be a recirculating 
pump, and this will create some water flow down the cascades even without rainfall. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer says the park design will be a great improvement.  
 
Goulatia asks if there is a walking area around the park. Thompson says the community wanted 
a walking path, and one is being created in a loop around the park. Goulatia asks if more plants 
will be added, and Thompson says that they are basically starting from a clean slate, so will be 
adding all new plants.  
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Arimoto-Mercer asks how wide the opening is to allow storm water from the streets into the 
cascades. Thompson says it needs to be four or five feet wide, and they are still trying to figure 
that out. Arimoto-Mercer says it seems a bit narrow. Thompson says it is being figured out by 
their engineers.  
 
Ricks asks how the storm water interface would cut into the sidewalk, and Thompson says it 
would be a wide trench drain. 
 
Goulatia mentions the 1% for art project, and Guerra thanks Director Gable and his team, 
saying that this is the first municipal project since she took her position here at the City that has 
given the 1% for art. Guerra mentions that the RFP is out for this project, and will be presented 
at a later art commission. 
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval 
 
MOVED BY        Heidemann                    
SECONDED BY    Arimoto-Mercer 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

6. Art in Parks – Public Art & Civic Design Division of City Planning 
(Conceptual/Final) 
Yesica Guerra,, PA+CD 

Tony Cavalline, PA+CD 

 
Guerra goes over the PA+CD’s role in the City, including the administration of the Art 
Commission, the conservation and preservation of the City’s art collection, and the creation of 
new programs and initiatives for artists. 
 
Guerra describes the Art in Parks program, which will be the creation and implementation of 
small-scale interventions in City parks. The pilot program will be nine projects in six City parks: 
Schenley, Frick, Mellon, Highland, Emerald View, and Riverview. PA+CD held a call for artists 
and the applicants were scored by a panel of City representatives to select the winning 
proposals. The artwork will be implemented throughout August and the first few weeks of 
September. Each artwork intervention will be temporary, being up for a minimum of a year. The 
program will be revolving and will continue to create new works and replace existing works in 
these parks as well as other neighborhood parks. 
 
Luckett says it’s a fantastic project and asks how it was envisioned and how it is working out. 
Guerra says it is meant to be a network of sites throughout the City, and it promotes artists. 
Cavalline points out its value as an opportunity to artists of all experience levels. Guerra says it 
is important for residents to become accustomed to working with the City and for the City to be 
leading the push for public art.  
 
Goulatia says that Pittsburgh’s neighborhoods can feel very separated, and it’s valuable for 
artists and residents to interact with other areas of the City.  
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Guerra discusses the scoring system, and the transparency of the City’s selection process. 
Cavalline mentions that several applications came from other states.  
 
Heidemann says that the scoring rubric could be broken down more clearly, and Guerra shows 
where the call for artists lists the criteria. Heidemann says there could be some subjectivity in 
how a scorer rates a project when they are dealing with a large range of possible scores.  
 
Guerra says the number of applications is a good indicator that this method of artist solicitation 
works better than the City’s RFP process from the Office of Management and Budget. 
 
Goulatia asks if artists are able to see their scores. Guerra says they can by doing a Right-To-
Know request.  
 
Indovina and Goulatia commend the program.  
 
 
MOTION:  Final Approval 
 
MOVED BY        Luckett                    
SECONDED BY    Heidemann 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
 
 
 
D.  Staff Report 
 
Guerra has had correspondence from a provider, who will be putting telecommunication 
equipment on poles owned by Duquesne University, which are not owned by the City but which 
are in the public right-of-way, and do not fit the approved standards. Indovina says that it is their 
purview and they need to come to Art Commission.  
 
Guerra describes the Stanwix Banners project, which was recently approved by City Council. 
The banners won’t be in City property, and the City will have the final say in the art. PA+CD is 
working with the developers to run the process of selecting the artist.  
 
Guerra says that the art project in Tustin Park in Uptown also was approved by Council.  
 
Guerra updates the Commission on the Women in Public Art Task Force. She says that the 
Task Force has asked for direction as to how to make their project move forward, and would like 
to meet tomorrow to go over next steps. Guerra says that the Commissioner’s previous 
comments about the project do not seem to be fully clear to the Task Force, who mentioned in 
an article that the only concern was the location of the proposed statue. Guerra discusses the 
idea that was brought up at the last Art Commission hearing in relation to a few Commissioners 
meeting with Chief of Staff Gilman to discuss the project, or she could send the minutes of the 
previous Art Commission to him first and then see how he would like to proceed. 
 
Goulatia reiterates that the Commission’s issue was with the intent, not with the statue. Guerra 
notes that even if it is a Mayor’s initiative, it has to be approved by the Commission before it can 
be implemented. Guerra notes that the Task Force does not really have experience in public art, 
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and the ways they are trying to convey this project might not fall into contemporary practices. 
Heidemann agrees and asks why they are focusing on the idea of a monument. Goulatia says 
that it is about context and permanent monuments do not address the idea that values change 
over time. Heidemann says that the issues were not just with the location, but also with the 
timing, the monument quality, and the specificity of who the statue was focusing on.  
 
Guerra asks how the Commission would like to proceed, and the Commission agrees that it is 
best for Guerra to forward the previous months minutes along to share with Gilman first.    
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if there are guidelines or tips for applicants presenting in front of the 
Commission, and there are common errors in presentation that they see often. Guerra says they 
can start to draft something to go over, because another concern is how long presentations last.  
 
 
 
Meeting Adjourned 


