
 

Page 1 of 12 

 

 ART COMMISSION 
 
Minutes of the meeting Wednesday, August 22, 2018 
Beginning at 2:00 p.m. 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Indovina, Baskinger, Goulatia, Moss, Gable, 

Ricks (arrived during the first presentation) 
  
PRESENT OF THE STAFF:    Guerra, Cavalline 
             
   
                                   AGENDA ITEMS COVERED IN THESE MINUTES 

ITEM PAGE 
1. T-Mobile Communication Facility at Fire Station #7 – T-Mobile 1-3 
2. Traffic Signal Supports – Department of Mobility and Infrastructure 3-4 
3. Enright Park – Department of City Planning 5-6 
4. Bigelow Blvd Complete Streets Project – Department of Mobility and 
Infrastructure 

6-7 

5. Arnold Palmer Learning Center – Department of Public Works 7-8 
6. Smallman Streetscape Project – Department of Mobility and 
Infrastructure 

8-11 

 
A.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
Roll call. Indovina asks for Commissioners to review and comment on the minutes. Indovina 
notes that there is not a quorum of those present at the last hearing. Moss asks if this is 
required to approve minutes. It is decided that approval will be held off until voted on by those 
present at the last hearing.  
 
B.  Correspondence 
 
None. 
 
C. Items for Review  

 
1. T-Mobile Communication Facility at Fire Station #7 – T-Mobile 

(Conceptual/Final) 
Dave Chrzan – T-Mobile 

Cliff Levine – Cohen & Grigsby 

 
Chrzan describes the project, which is for antennas to be mounted on top of the fire station 
building, and hidden by a stealth material. The stealth material is fiberglass and painted to 
match the rest of the building. There is also a ground-mounted radio cabinet, which would 
include a fence that would match an existing fence, but slightly higher. T-Mobile has entered 
into a lease agreement with the City of Pittsburgh for this communication facility. There is 
existing AT&T telecommunications equipment on the building currently.  
 
Moss asks if the existing equipment will be removed, and Chrzan says that the existing 
equipment will remain, and the T-Mobile equipment will be added to it. Levine adds that federal 
and state law encourages co-location such as this to reduce the number of towers.  
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Moss says that the addition looks taller in one image than the other, and Chrzan says that it is 
approximately ten feet that will be added to the structure. Moss notes that in the drawings it 
looks like there is also something running up the side of the building. Chrzan says this is a cable 
tray to take the fiber line from the radio cabinets to the antennas, and this cable tray would be 
painted to match the building as well.  
 
Moss asks about the material and Chrzan says that it is a fiberglass material that allows the 
signals to penetrate. Moss asks if there is a sample of that material and Chrzan says no, but it is 
a typical fiberglass. Moss asks how it will be attached, and Chrzan says that there is framing all 
along the top that supports it, and they have a report from a structural engineer. Moss says that 
they would normally like to see construction details and material samples, especially for a 
structure as permanent as this is. Chrzan says he can email the structural report. Moss says 
they are looking more at aesthetics. Chrzan says he can email the full construction details.  
 
Moss says he would call this an architectural addition to the building, and being as prominent as 
it is, he would expect more architectural details to match the existing building. He says that 
besides color tone, it does not match the building at all. Levine says that the choices are to have 
screening or no screening, and this type of screening is typical. They cannot build a brick 
addition as the antennas would not work.  
 
Goulatia asks if the antennas could go under the existing antennas, and Levine says no, they 
would not function unless they are above the site line.  
 
Moss says it might be preferable to have it without the screening, as the screen is looks very 
awkward. If it is going to be done in this way, it needs to look like it’s part of the building. Chrzan 
says they have attempted to make something more harmonious than the existing antennas, 
which have no stealthing. Goulatia asks if there is an image without the stealthing, and Levine 
says it would look like the currently installed antennas. There would be nine of them sticking up 
from on top of the roof.  
 
Baskinger says that he appreciates their intent in hiding the hardware, but wonders how far they 
can go to expand the way they disguise their equipment, as this will not be the only instance of 
this kind of project. Levine says that this case is challenging because it is a very small space, 
and usually these go on larger structures. In this case it can’t be recessed behind the sightlines. 
Levine says there won’t ever be a way to make it look fully integrated.  
 
Goulatia says it would be good to see a rendering with the exposed antennas. Moss says that 
he believes a creative solution could be found for this, but the current proposal looks like a big 
box imposed on the roof. Chrzan brings up the possibility of adding a brick pattern to the 
fiberglass. Indovina says a pilaster or cornice may help, and Chrzan says that multiple layers of 
fiberglass will block the signal.  
 
Moss says they cannot design this for them, but what the applicant is presenting today lacks the 
detail and articulation necessary for their approval if this is to be installed on this prominent 
building. Indovina says that drawings or renderings could be submitted through staff and 
disseminated to the commissioners to try and expedite the process.  
 
Levine says he doesn’t know if there are other possibilities and he is unclear on the direction 
this needs to take. Indovina says that they need to see some more acceptable alternatives to 
what was put forward. Levine asks if they need to have choices presented. Moss says that they 
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need to see something with a greater level of design and articulation. Levine says the other 
alternative is not to have a screen, and Moss says that would be great to be able to see what 
that option would look like.  
 
William Gregory, the project’s reviewer at the Zoning Office, states that if the antennas are 
unscreened, there is a required five-foot setback from the roof edge. Concealed antennas are 
exempted from that requirement. Moss says he assumes that takes away the option of having 
them unscreened as there is probably not enough room for a five-foot setback, although they 
could also potentially seek a variance from the Zoning Board. 
 
Ricks asks for more detail for what is happening at the ground level. Chrzan shows the existing 
three and a half foot fence, which would not conceal their equipment, which is about the size of 
a refrigerator. It stands about eight feet tall, and they were proposing a taller fence to hide this. 
This is subject to a Zoning Board hearing, which will be happening the following day.  
 
Gable asks who the lease agreement was with, and Chrzan says that they worked with Dan 
Friedson from the Law Department, and the stealthing was approved as part of the lease. Gable 
says that he would like his facilities staff to look at what they are proposing for the fencing, as 
Public Works would be responsible for the maintenance of the building. 
 
Indovina asks the applicant has come for Conceptual/Final Review, and they can table it, accept 
some or all of it, or reject some or all of it. Goulatia asks if they were to reject it, would they have 
to find an alternative, and Indovina says there are resubmission options for rejected 
submissions. Guerra says that they can be given Conceptual Approval, and they can come back 
for Final Approval, or it can be tabled. Goulatia thinks they need to come back for Conceptual 
Review, and Moss agrees that they shouldn’t be given Conceptual Approval today.  Moss says 
the proposal looks like it was made by engineers, and what it needs is someone with an 
architectural or aesthetic point of view to design an alternative.   
 
MOTION:  Table the proposal, requesting that the applicant comes back with a revised 
design and proposal for the tower top antennas and the screening thereof.  
 
MOVED BY        Moss                    
SECONDED BY    Baskinger  
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

2. Traffic Signal Supports – Department of Mobility and Infrastructure 
(Conceptual/Final) 
Amanda Purcell, DOMI 

 
Purcell describes the traffic signal support standards, which have been in place for a few years. 
Square pole standards were first approved in 1993 for Downtown and then the North Shore. In 
2006 the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials provided new 
guidance and the poles became much larger. PennDOT officially adopted this criteria in 2011, 
which required a redesign of the square poles for downtown and other poles used elsewhere in 
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the City, which increased the size of most poles. Purcell shows examples of the various styles 
of poles used within the City. 
 
Guerra notes that the Mayor asked that the existing implementations be approved officially as 
standards by the Commission. 
 
Ricks notes that the City would like PennDOT to be required to follow the City’s standards for 
the state-owned poles within the City limits, and Art Commission approval may help that to 
become an expectation for anyone erecting poles within the City. She notes that another point 
of discussion in the community is the girth of the poles, and DOMI is looking at strategies to 
allow them to be more slender while still being stable.  
 
Moss says that a round pole will give a slimmer profile. Baskinger asks about the cost difference 
between fluted and smooth, and Purcell notes that they have never bought the fluted, so she 
does not know. 
 
Baskinger asks if the new pole design will be black or grey, and Moss says that in the Central 
Business District it will be grey, and everywhere else it will be black. Purcell says this is correct. 
Baskinger asks if there is any thought to unifying that, and Purcell says that would be a large 
undertaking.  
 
Indovina says that the fluted pole seems like a light pole aesthetic and not for a signal pole, as 
they’re meant to be unobtrusive.  
 
Ricks says that some comments from the Commission as to the appropriateness or preferability 
of galvanized poles within the cityscape would be helpful, as the PennDOT standard is 
galvanized. Purcell says PennDOT charges a markup for painting the poles black if they have 
signal poles on City streets.  
 
Moss says that it should be the City’s intent to have consistency, especially outside of the 
Central Business District, so having a third type is undesirable. Indovina says the galvanized 
has an unfinished look.  Moss notes that the galvanized is only on temporary poles. Ricks says 
DOMI considers it fine on a temporary installation.  
 
Moss reiterates that they are approving, which is grey poles in the Central Business District, 
black poles in other areas, and galvanized only for temporary installations.  
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual and Final Approval with the understanding that the grey model 
would be used for Downtown areas, the black model would be used elsewhere in the 
City, and the galvanized model would be used only for temporary installations. 
 
MOVED BY        Moss                    
SECONDED BY    Goulatia  
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
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3. Bigelow Blvd Complete Streets Project – Department of Mobility and 
Infrastructure 

(Final) 
Dan McDowell, LaQuatra Bonci Associates 

Justin Miller, DOMI 

 
Miller explains that the project previously received Conceptual Approval and they are here to 
give updates on materials and the areas of the design that have progressed since the previous 
hearing. The project proposes a streetscape redesign that will accommodate vehicle and 
pedestrian traffic more safely. This comprehensive set of improvements will address circulation 
and safety, upgrade the bike connection, relocate and enhance the pedestrian crossing, and 
create a better sense of place for Oakland and the University of Pittsburgh. 
 
McDowell goes over the project plans and explains the minor changes in the design since the 
previous hearing.  
 
Moss asks what plants will be in the island in the middle of the road and how high they will be. 
McDowell says the highest planter would be 18 inches and the plants wouldn’t exceed three 
feet. 
 
Goulatia asks if the color of the bike lanes is the same as the road or a darker grey. McDowell 
says that it’s a darker grey but it’s also separate from the road.  
 
Ricks asks why they would not use a lighter color for the piano keys, and McDowell says that 
they were concerned with the tires affecting it.  
 
Indovina asks if the road is concrete, and McDowell says that it is asphalt. 
 
Norm Cleary, Chairman of the Institutional and Government Relations Committee of the 
Schenley Farms Civic Association, speaks from the audience. He says that the road is a 
primary access corridor to the historic Schenley Farms neighborhood. He says that they have 
not been able to review any completed plans for the project. He also says that it’s unclear 
which, if any, of the trees will be removed for this, although the trees are the property of the 
University of Pittsburgh, not the City. He also states that the University has promised a crossing 
guard during peak class change hours. He says that ultimately it is an improvement to the block. 
 
Moss asks what aspects of the design are an improvement over what he saw before. Cleary 
says they were looking for clarity on the colors, choices of materials, and components of the 
design.  
 
Ron Lieber, Senior Manager of Planning and Design for the University of Pittsburgh Facilities 
Management, speaks from the audience to respond to Cleary’s concerns. He says that they are 
only taking out one tree and it is diseased.  
 
Paul Supowitc, Vice Chancellor for Community and Government Relations at the University of 
Pittsburgh, says that they are committed to having a crossing guard at class change times when 
there is a high pedestrian rate, although he does not believe this is under the purview of the Art 
Commission. 
 
Andrea Boykowycz, of the Oakland Planning and Development Corporation, speaks from the 
audience and reads a letter from OPDC Executive Director Wanda Wilson, who speaks to the 
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community concerns of too many street closures on that stretch of Bigelow Blvd and to the need 
for a crossing guard. She also brings up the relocation of Pitt’s shuttle stop, which has not been 
adequately coordinated and which still must be revisited. 
 
Indovina states that the crossing guard and street closures are not in their purview. Moss 
agrees that it is not in their purview and doesn’t think that it should be a condition of a motion. 
 
MOTION:  Final Approval with the recommendation that the University employs a 
crossing guard during peak pedestrian hours. 
 
MOVED BY        Goulatia                    
SECONDED BY    Moss  
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

4. Enright Park – Department of City Planning 
(Conceptual) 
Martina Battistone - DCP 

 
Battistone, Senior Environmental Planner for the DCP, introduces the project, which is a Master 
Plan for the reconfiguration of the park due to the Pennley Park South Revised Amended 
Preliminary Land Development Plan. The redesign prioritizes increased connectivity, expanded 
recreational opportunities, and tree preservation. 
 
Battistone describes the community feedback process and the planning stages that led to the 
current plan, and describes the proposed layout of the park, including play equipment, multi-
purpose courts, a shelter, seating, and trees. 
 
Goulatia asks about a whale sculpture, which Battistone says is existing and a well-known 
feature of the park and may get a new paint job. Goulatia asks if they are adding artwork to the 
park, and Battistone says there is $10,000 set aside for public art. Goulatia clarifies that the 
requirement is 1% of the budget. Battistone says that a suggestion was to incorporate the art 
into the wood seating or the shelter. 
 
Guerra notes that they will have to work with the Public Art and Civic Design Division, who will 
release an RFP for the artwork. Moss says that will be reviewed separately from the current 
proposal. 
 
Moss asks why the shelter has a blue roof, and Battistone says that they wanted a pop of color 
and it went with the whale.  
 
Gable asks about the size of the current park versus the proposed park, and Battistone says 
that the current park is 99,363 square feet and the proposed park is 100,957 square feet with 
the extension along Eva Street. Gable expresses dissatisfaction with the extension being called 
part of the park, as it is disconnected from the rest of the park by a street. Gable asks if the 
Department of Public Works Facilities staff have been involved with any part of the conceptual 
design. Battistone says that Andrea (Ketzel) has been involved in all the email chains. Gable 
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says there’s a standard for park benches so he prefers not to have concrete benches. He also 
notes that he does not think that multi-purpose courts are a good idea, saying that courts lined 
for a specific purpose work better. He asks about the green space, and Battistone confirms it 
will be an informal field, able to be used for a variety of purposes or programming. 
 
Guerra says that it would be a good idea for the project to involve the Public Art and Civic 
Design Division in the planning of the park so that the public art component can be integrated 
into the design of the park at an early stage. 
 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval with the request that 1% of the budget is dedicated 
specifically to art and that the applicant makes it a priority to engage an artist through 
the Public Art and Civic Design Division.  
 
MOVED BY        Moss                    
SECONDED BY    Goulatia 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

5. Arnold Palmer Learning Center – Department of Public Works 
(Final) 
Pat Russell, Renaissance 3 Architects 

Bill Vernon, Renaissance 3 Architects 

 
Russell explains that the project received Conceptual Approval at a hearing two months 
previous, and that the public art component will come under a separate review. This project is a 
15,000 sq. ft. building housing a new and expanded pro shop, a community space, an Arnold 
Palmer exhibition, and space for The First Tee of Pittsburgh’s educational youth development 
programs. This will be a LEED Silver building and is a collaboration between The First Tee of 
Pittsburgh (the tenant) and the City of Pittsburgh (the property owner). 
 
Russell reviews the layout of the plans, some of which had been approved at the Conceptual 
hearing. Vernon hands out samples of materials.  
 
Moss asks about the veranda and columns of the existing building, and whether they have tried 
to match this in the new design. Russell says that the spacing of the new columns is the same 
as the current building. Vernon says that the height of the veranda and the proportion of the 
columns is basically the same.  
 
Baskinger says that there’s a strong grammar and simplicity to the building and in the 
renderings it is even-toned, but in reality it will look more varied and the black sections of the 
building will be fairly stark against the grey of the asphalt. Baskinger asks what kind of process 
they went through to decide on black for those sections instead of a grey. Russell says that with 
the wood grain being varied, they preferred the solid darker contrast. He also says that the 
rendering makes it darker than it is. Vernon says that it lightens up if you look at it in the sun. 
Goulatia asks if there were other options for the wood color. Russell says the materials come in 
many wood grains and colors.   
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Moss asks what the corner details are, and Russell says there is a J-trim piece that will cover 
the join. Moss asks about the corner pieces, and if they match the wood of the larger sections. 
Russell says the corner pieces have the wood grain running in a vertical direction but are only 
about an inch wide. Vernon says they looked at mitering, but there isn’t a custom corner miter to 
use. Moss asks if they looked at other material options for the wood-painted aluminum. Russell 
says this one seemed to fit with the neighborhood and this material would be long-lasting. 
Vernon says they wanted it to appear open and inviting and the wood tones softened the look. 
 
Baskinger says with the black it does look imposing, but the stance of the building is very nice. 
He wonders what can be done to dial back the overpronounced features. He says its integration 
to the natural features has a harmony and the black disconnects it. Russell says they can look 
at the depth of the black color.  
 
Goulatia asks if there is a way to simplify the corner joins, as there is a lot of visual clutter, and it 
will not look as simple as the rendering. Russell says it is only an inch at the corner, and he 
doesn’t think it would be a very noticeable difference unless you were very close, but they can 
see what they can do to minimize the impact of that detail. 
 
Goulatia asks about the interior colors. She points out a grey that has a bluer cast which she 
doesn’t think goes with the other colors. She asks if these are the final colors, and Russell says 
it is still in the process. 
 
Goulatia asks about the artwork for the building using the 1% of the budget, and Vernon says 
they are looking into doing some interior murals. Goulatia points out that they will have to work 
with the Public Art and Civic Design Division, and Yesica says that the PA+CD will be the ones 
to release the RFP. Guerra suggests that a condition for the approval of the project should be 
the 1% for art being specifically designated, as other past City projects have not done so. 
 
Vernon notes that they will be back before the Art Commission for the building identification sign 
and the public art element.  
 
MOTION:  Final Approval with the requirement that 1% of the budget is reserved for the 
integration of artwork and that the applicant will work with the Public Art and Civic 
Design Division on this, and the art project will come back to the Art Commission as a 
separate application. Additionally, with the condition that there will be further review of 
exterior paint colors and interior colors.  
 
MOVED BY        Moss                    
SECONDED BY    Baskinger 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

6. Smallman Streetscape Project – Department of Mobility and Infrastructure 
(Conceptual/Final) 
Karina Ricks - DOMI 

Ray Gastil - DCP 
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Ricks introduces the project, which is a street rehabilitation and not a street reconstruction. The 
project is aimed toward to improving the safety, character, and connectivity of this area of 
Smallman St, in conjunction with the adaptive reuse of the historic Produce Terminal building. 
The project includes resurfacing, street distribution, pavement patterns, lighting fixtures, and 
street furnishings.  
 
Ricks highlights the lighting fixtures and planters, which are among the non-standard fixtures of 
the streetscape.  
 
Gastil points out the steps, benches, and ramps proposed for outside of the Produce Terminal, 
which would be part of private development, but which have been coordinated with the 
developer in line with the public streetscape.  
 
Moss asks if the City has done this all in-house. Gastil says they have worked with the 
community and with Stoss Architects to create goals for the project. Ricks says that the 
distribution of the street has been done through an engineering contract that DOMI has and 
through its staff. They have used outside advisors, and Studio For Spatial Practice is aiding 
them with the placemaking aspects.  
 
Moss notes there is only a single traffic lane in each direction, and asks if they’ve done a traffic 
analysis. Ricks says there is currently only a single lane in each direction, but that they’ve made 
a deliberate decision not to add to this. Moss asks about the parking in the middle of the street, 
and Ricks says it provides them flexibility to adapt. Today there are 170 parking spaces on the 
street, and with the redesign it brings the number down to 125.  
 
Moss asks how the change of use will be designated with asphalt, and Ricks says they can get 
different tones of the asphalt. Indovina asks if this will be just with a different color or also with a 
pattern of lines, and Ricks says both. Ricks says the perceived curb line will be marked with 
thermoplastic. Indovina asks if there are different textures, and Ricks says they are looking at 
stamped asphalt.  
 
Goulatia asks if they will get to see once they decide on the different textures and colors. Ricks 
says that asphalt is a standard material, so what they were bringing forward is the non-standard 
items like the light fixtures, the planters, and the benches.  
 
Goulatia asks if the produce terminal is being rebuilt. Gastil says that it will be adaptively 
reused. They will be working to preserve the historic aspect of the building.  
 
Indovina asks if they have done work on the street yet, and Gastil says a lot of the work is 
currently underway, with a finish date of January 2019. Ricks says PWSA is putting in new 
sewer and water lines. They took out blockstone and they will replace it with a concrete base.  
 
Goulatia asks if there is a 1% for art for this project, as it is an exterior City project. Gastil says 
that they will need to look into this, as the way that the City applies the 1% is evolving.  
 
Baskinger asks if the use of non-typical fixtures is one-time, or if they are trying to expand the 
range of fixtures used in other parts of the City. Ricks says it is hard for maintenance purposes 
to have different fixtures all over the City, but that they would like to adopt a few fixtures for 
more modern options that could be used as needed. Gastil says that wooden utility poles are 
used throughout the City and are standard, but they are trying to use them here for lighting as 
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they fit the local industrial context. The bench/planter combos are a new and unique item for this 
area. The bench/step/ramp features are probably more of a one-off for this area to solve the 
ADA requirements for access to the specific existing building.  
 
Goulatia asks where the planters and benches would be placed, and Ricks says they would be 
put in the pedestrian space in the middle of the street. Baskinger notes that it doesn’t look like 
there are designated bike lanes, and asks if they expect the street to simply function that way 
given the reduced vehicular speed. Ricks says that the traffic lanes would be comfortable for 
many bikers, and the pedestrian area in the center could also be used by bikers who would 
choose a more protected area. She says that there is room for bike lanes, but only for these five 
blocks, and they are trying not to create orphan spaces. She says that the layout can be 
changed fairly simply if necessary.  
 
Goulatia asks about the parallel parking shown in the center pedestrian area. Ricks says that 
they aligned the parking that way due to the visual of looking down the street, as well as the 
space created for a lane between the parked cars to allow people to walk to a crosswalk. 
 
Indovina asks if the stamped asphalt is part of the program, and Gastil says that yes, it will help 
to differentiate separate areas of the streetscape. 
 
Moss says it’s a great improvement, although he would have liked to see the cobblestone of the 
street remain. Indovina says that he would not want to see the textured asphalt be removed 
from the plan. Gastil says he would not expect that to be changed.  
 
Mike Lee, President and Board Chair of Strip District Neighbors, speaks from the audience. He 
thanks the City for including them in the process of planning this project. He says they haven’t 
had the time to internally discuss the new fixtures, although there may be some concern in 
moving those fixtures to a more modern look. He says they would like to have more time to 
have discussions regarding this.  
 
Moss says that it would be good for the community to have input on this, and a project this scale 
coming for Conceptual and Final Review is something they’ve been trying to discourage. 
 
Gastil says that an alternative would be a conditional Final Approval to see final colors and 
textures. 
 
Indovina says that a Conditional Approval may be appropriate, as he’d like to see some more 
detail for the new fixtures, and a follow-up presentation would be very helpful.  
 
Baskinger asks if giving Final Approval with the condition of returning for another review isn’t the 
same as just giving Conceptual Approval. Guerra says yes, that is essentially what it would be. 
Moss says that if they grant a Final Approval, the conditional follow-up is more of a request. 
Indovina says that it would be like a Courtesy Review. Guerra says a Courtesy Review is for 
private property. Moss says it would be similar in that it’s non-binding. 
 
Gastil asks that this project be treated like a Courtesy Review, as they are under time 
constraints, particularly in regards to the lighting fixtures. Indovina expresses confusion about 
the renderings of the lighting fixtures, and Gastil explains that in the packet that they handed out 
to the Commissioners, they have an earlier model that had been under consideration, but for 
several reasons had been unfeasible. 
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Goulatia notes that they have been putting the 1% for art as a requirement for approvals, and if 
this is handled as a Courtesy Review that wouldn’t be possible. Guerra says that giving a Final 
Approval with a condition is a good option, since treating this project as a Courtesy Review 
would be setting a precedent for other projects to ask for the same.  
 
Gastil says that the model of giving a Final Approval with conditions is used by a lot of other 
boards, but the additional review then goes through the staff, not back to the Commission.  
 
Moss begins a motion for Conceptual and Final Approval, requesting that the applicant follows 
up with staff review, specifically based on aesthetics for the planter details and locations. 
Goulatia adds that it should include the 1% for art.  
 
Gastil says that the 1% for art is a City policy issue, and he will follow up with them on that. For 
this project, he proposes that they review whether it can be applied as a condition.  
 
Moss begins to ask for clarification on this, and Gastil interjects that it is a City policy issue and 
that he will follow up with them on it, and declines further discussion on it at this time. 
 
Indovina asks about the light pole detailss and if that should be included in a follow-up, and 
Goulatia says that yes, this is something they would want to see. Gastil says that the 1% is a 
follow-up item because he is going to report back to them on it, which is different than a 
condition. 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual and Final Approval with the request that the applicant follows up 
with staff review, specifically with the aesthetics, details, and locations of the planters 
and the light poles. 
 
MOVED BY        Moss                    
SECONDED BY    Baskinger 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None  
 
 
 
D.  Staff and Director’s Report 
 
Guerra talks about the Wightman Park public art project, which is funded through the 1% for art 
and which the PA+CD Division is working on, and shows the Commissioners the selected 
artist’s conceptual proposal. The artist will be working with DPW and the community to get the 
final design of the art integrated into the park.  
 
Guerra also mentions Paulson Park, which is another 1% for art project. Instead of tinting the 
concrete in the new spray park, there will be an artist painting the hardscape surface. There will 
also be a restoration of a City-owned artwork incorporated into the park. 
 
Goulatia asks what happens at the spray park in the winter. Gable says it closes after October, 
but November through March it will be closed.  
 
Guerra says installations for the Art in Parks program will begin in the next few weeks.  
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Gastil says with the 2019 budget they are looking at having more resources for public art in the 
City, and Guerra has been doing a great job with the limited resources she has had. He says 
there should be a discussion about the purview of the Art Commission, as what they see is very 
wide-ranging, and it would be useful to set some guidelines as to where their input some be 
given.  
 
Guerra says they have been working on clarifying the City code that relates to Art Commission, 
as well as the bylaws and how the bylaws and code relate.  
 
Gastil says the discussion may need to happen in small groups due to Sunshine Laws.  
 
Guerra mentions that the PA+CD has been talking to the Law Department about the Art 
Commission application, and the confusion that applicants sometimes have with not realizing 
that they still need to go through other City processes and obtain any other necessary permits. 
The Law Dept suggested adding this to the application itself for clarification.  
 
 
 
Meeting Adjourned 


