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CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of March 26, 2019    
Beginning at 2:00 p.m. 

 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Brown, Askey, Blackwell, Deitrick, Dick, 

Mingo, O’Neill 
 

PRESENT OF THE STAFF: Gastil, Layman, Rakus, Miller, Gregory, 
Dash  

 
 
 

AGENDA ITEMS COVERED IN THESE MINUTES 
Item Page No. 
1. 19-PDP-00004, 625 Stanwix Street, Public Art on Parking 
Structure 2 

2 19-PDP-00006 136 9th Street, Demolition of Parking Structure 6 
3. Mcguigan & Anderson Consolidation, 1301 Lowrie Street, 24th 8 
4  Moschgat Consolidation Plan, 320 William Street, 18th Ward 8 
5. Warner Telecomm Plan., 227 Carron Street, 7th Ward 9 
6. 3500 Apollo Street Consolidation, 3500 Apollo Street, 6th Ward 9 
7. Rutta Consolidation Plan, 2409 Saw Mill Run Blvd, 32nd Ward 10 
8. Zumoff Consolidation Plan, 535 Linden Lane, 14th Ward 10 
9. Carson Devco, LLC Plan of Lots, 1611 E Carson Street, 17th 
Ward 11 

10. Hazelwood Green Plan No. 1, Second Avenue (55-J-110), 
15th Ward 11 

 
 
Ms. Mingo chaired today’s meeting and called the meeting to order. She asks for 
a motion to appoint an Acting Secretary and states that Ms. Dietrick has 
volunteered. Ms. O’Neill moves and Ms. Askey seconds; all are in favor and 
motion carries.   
 
 
A. ACTION ON THE MINUTES  
 

No minutes are available. 
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B. CORRESPONDENCE (See Attachment A for staff reports.) 
 

Ms. Mingo stated that the Commission was in receipt of       
correspondence from the Pittsburgh Downtown Partnership, Pittsburgh 
Cultural Trust, and Pittsburgh Downtown CDC about the 9th and Penn 
Demolition (19-PDP-00006).  Correspondence was also received from 
Post and Schell about Duquesne Light request for waivers of PUC, and 
additional correspondence was received from Deborah Rohe and Barbara 
Trachtenburg regarding the public art (19-PDP-0004). 

 
 
C. DEVELOPMENT REVIEWS  (See Attachment B for staff reports.) 
 
1. Hearing and Action:  19-PDP-00004, 625 Stanwix Street, Public Art on 

Parking Structure 
      

Ms. Yesica Guerra, Public Art Manager with the Department of City 
Planning’s Public Art Division, explained the responsibilities of the Art 
Commission and the activities of the division. She gives some background 
on the project and explains the proposal. She provides example photos of 
a similar project in Philadelphia to the Commissioners as well as a 
material sample. 

 
The Chairwoman called for comments from the Public. 
 
Mr. David Demko from Scenic Pittsburgh stated that he is an art lover and 
appreciates the effort put into the project, but he would like the 
Commission to reject the proposal, as he considers it to be speech as well 
as signage and would set a problematic precedent. 
 
Ms. Deb Rohe, a downtown resident stated this is the first she has heard 
of the project; she considers it a “building wrap” and a sign, and hopes 
that the Commission will reject the proposal. She states that non-
conforming signage creates a bad precedent and detracts from the city. 
She provides an additional comment from someone not able to attend. 
 
Mr. John Rohe, a downtown resident stated that this is the first he has 
heard of the proposal and is not in support. He states that the installation 
is signage and detracts from the architecture of the city and should be 
rejected. 
 
Mr. Fred, a downtown resident stated that the city will not be served by 
this installation as it destroys the integrity of the city’s architecture. 
 
Mr. Brien Marsh, a downtown resident stated that the public was not 
consulted even though it is supposed to be public art. He states that he 
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also has a concern about high winds in the area and what it will do to the 
banners. As a resident of nearby Gateway Towers, he states that their 
building had to come to the Commission for renovations that were 
sensitive to the architecture in a way this installation is not. 
 
Ms. Nancy Hrynkiw, a downtown resident expresses concern about the 
wind and also maintenance of the installation. 
 
There being no more comments from the Public, the Chairwoman called 
for questions and comments from the Commissioners.  
 
Ms. Dietrick asks about the concern raised about wind and other 
maintenance issues. 
 
Ms. Guerra states that the engineering drawings were just submitted 
yesterday. 
 
Mr. Layman states that they can’t speak to those calculations yet but they 
will be reviewed by PLI for code compliance. 
 
Ms. O’Neill reads the definition of sign from the code and asks Ms. Guerra 
if any of it applies. 
 
Ms. Guerra states that it does not. 
 
Ms. O’Neill states that Chair Mondor stated last time that this is not a 
proposal that would normally be approved, but as the underlying structure 
is a parking garage and the art is to be temporary it can be considered. 
 
Ms. Guerra states that normally temporary art is one year although this will 
be five. 
 
Ms. O’Neill asks Ms. Guerra if indeed this installation is controlled by the 
city and thus is not public speech but rather government speech. 
 
Ms. Guerra says yes. 
 
Ms. O’Neill asks if this will affect vehicle or pedestrian traffic and how high 
above grade it starts. 
 
Ms. Guerra says no, and it is mounted one story up, higher than any 
vehicle or pedestrian sight line. 
 
Ms. O’Neill asks if the architectural relationship to the surrounding 
buildings was considered as part of the process. 
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Ms. Guerra says yes, it was one of the criteria in the RFP. She goes over 
the criteria. 
 
Ms. O’Neill asks about the notice given. 
 
Ms. Guerra talks about that process. 
 
Mr. Layman states that the notice for Planning Commission was the same 
as any other project. 
 
Ms. Guerra talks about the Art Commission notice process. 
 
Ms. Dick asks about maintenance and the five-year guarantee of the 
material. 
 
Ms. Guerra talks about the maintenance agreement 
 
Ms. Askey asks if it includes what happens when the installation is 
removed.  
 
Ms. Guerra states that is also in the agreement. 
 
Ms. O’Neill asks who is responsible per the agreement. 
 
Ms. Guerra states that the roles and responsibilities of the city and 
developer are clearly outlined. 
 
The Commission discusses concerns with the notification process and 
feedback received. 
 
Mr. Brown states that what he is concerned about is if the city was 
intentional about including residents and hearing their concerns. 
 
Ms. Guerra states they went to great lengths to develop the advisory 
committee and integrate other voices into the process. 
 
Ms. Mingo asks what will happen at night with the installation. 
 
Ms. Guerra states that the developers did want to have illumination, but 
they will have to apply separately for that per the agreement. As of now 
there is no illumination. 
 
Ms. Mingo is concerned about light coming through from behind or at the 
edges and the overall effect that it will have at night. 
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Ms. O’Neill asks if there will be an explanatory panel or some information 
on the City’s website. 
 
Ms. Guerra states that they hope to have an explanatory sign as well as 
information on the City’s website. 
 
Ms. Dick states that she appreciates the effort and the diversity but isn’t 
sure 
 
Mr. Gastil clarifies that the project has gone through an advisory process 
with expertise provided beyond that of staff itself as well as public 
processes with both the Art and Planning Commissions. He also notes 
that the existing condition is a parking garage with no screening. He urges 
support of the project. 
 
There being no more questions or comments from the Commissioners, the 
Chairwoman called for the motion. 
 
MOTION:  That the Planning Commission of the City of Pittsburgh 
APPROVES Project Development Plan No. 19-PDP-00004 for exterior 
building renovations at 625 Stanwix Street, based on the application and 
drawings filed by the Department of City Planning Public Art and Civic 
Design Division on behalf of Urban Grown Property – Everest Pittsburgh, 
property owner. 
  
 

 
MOVED BY O’Neill;            SECONDED BY Askey. 
 
IN FAVOR: Askey, Mingo, O’Neill 

 
OPPOSED:  None       
 
ABSTAIN:  Dietrick, Brown, Dick   CARRIED 
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2. Hearing and Action:  19-PDP-00006 136 9th Street, Demolition of Parking 
Structure 

      
Ms. Rakus made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report.  
Ms. Rakus recommended approval of the proposal with conditions. 
 
Mr. Mike Lapp on behalf of the Pittsburgh Parking Authority. He explains 
the project and goes through the presentation 

 
The Chairwoman called for comments from the Public. 
 
Ms. Alison Keating; a resident of the city is concerned that this is only the 
demolition part of the plan and not the full picture of the project. 

 
There being no more comments from the Public, the Chairwoman called 
for questions and comments from the Commissioners.  
 
Ms. O’Neill states that they did ask last time for a representative of the 
Cultural Trust to be in attendance. She notes that they did receive a letter 
from the Cultural Trust but asks if someone is attendance for them to step 
forward and speak about the collaboration and timeline. 
 
Mr. Kevin McMahon, President of the Pittsburgh Cultural Trust spoke 
about their collaboration on the project and the timeline. 
 
Mr. Brown asks about the stakeholders engaged on Cultural Trust 
projects. 
 
Mr. McMahon talks about who they see as stakeholders and what their 
planning process has been. 
 
Mr. Brown states that he appreciates his comments but states as a 
Commissioner he is concerned about the involvement of Downtown 
residents with the influx of new development. He would like to see a group 
of stakeholders engaged in future project. 
 
Mr. McMahon agrees that they want to do everything they can to involve 
all of the constituencies of the city. 
 
Ms. Dietrick states that it is disappointing in light of other projects they’ve 
seen that this will just be a parking garage and doesn’t incorporate other 
types of development. She understands that this is not what is being voted 
on today. 
 
Mr. Lapp comments that they are looking at a design for the ground level 
to possibly have another use. 
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Ms. Dietrick states that she feels it is not a good use of space in a 
downtown area, but again she knows it is not being voted on today. 
 
Ms. Mingo agrees and brings up additional issues such as parking spaces 
for electronic vehicles. 
 
Mr. Lapp states that they are early in the process but do have similar 
goals in mind. 
 
Ms. Mingo goes over the conditions for approval. 
 
There being no more questions or comments from the Commissioners, the 
Chairwoman called for the motion. 
 
MOTION:  That the Planning Commission of the City of Pittsburgh 
APPROVES 19-PDP-00006, for the demolition of the existing structure at 
136 9th Street based on the application filed by the Pittsburgh Parking 
Authority, property owner, with the following conditions: 
 
1. The Construction Management Plan must be approved prior to 
issuance of demolition permit.  
2. The applicant shall return to Planning Commission with an interim plan 
for 136 9th Street by February 1, 2020, if by December 3, 2019 approval is 
not applied for and granted by Planning Commission for a Project 
Development Plan on this site. 
 

 
MOVED BY O’Neill;            SECONDED BY Brown. 
 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo, O’Neill 
 
OPPOSED:  None      CARRIED 
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D. PLAN OF LOTS (See Attachment C.) 
 

3. Mcguigan & Anderson Consolidation, 1301 Lowrie Street, 24th Ward 
 

Mr. Miller made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report. 
Director Gastil stated that the subdivision committee had met and 
recommends approval of the plan.  The Chairwoman called for a motion. 
 
MOTION: That Mcguigan & Anderson Consolidation, 24th Ward be 
approved and the signatures of the proper officers of the Planning 
Commission be affixed thereto.  (No improvements or monuments 
needed.) 
 

 
MOVED BY Askey; SECONDED BY Dietrick. 
 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo, O’Neill 
 
OPPOSED:  None      CARRIED 

 
 

4. Mogschat Consolidation Plan, 320 William Street, 18th Ward  
 

Mr. Miller made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report. 
Director Gastil stated that the subdivision committee had met and 
recommends approval of the plan.  The Chairwoman called for a motion. 
 
MOTION: That the Mogschat Consolidation Plan, 18th Ward be 
approved and the signatures of the proper officers of the Planning 
Commission be affixed thereto.  (No improvements or monuments 
needed.) 
 

 
MOVED BY Askey; SECONDED BY Dietrick. 

 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo, O’Neill  
 
OPPOSED:  None      CARRIED 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



March 26, 2019     

9 

5. Warner Telecomm Plan, 222 Caron Street 7th Ward 
 

Mr. Miller made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report. 
Director Gastil stated that the subdivision committee had met and 
recommends approval of the plan.  The Chairwoman called for a motion. 
 
MOTION: Warner Telecomm Plan, 7th Ward, City of Pittsburgh, County of 
Allegheny, received by the Planning Commission on March 26, 2019, BE 
APPROVED and the signatures of the proper officers of the Planning Commission 
be affixed thereto. (No improvements or monuments needed.) 
 

 
MOVED BY Askey; SECONDED BY Dietrick. 
 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo, O’Neill 

 
OPPOSED:  None      CARRIED 

 
 
 
 
6. 3500 Apollo Street Plan, 3500 Apollo Street, 6th Ward    
 

Mr. Miller made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report. 
Director Gastil stated that the subdivision committee had met and 
recommends approval of the plan.  The Chairwoman called for a motion. 
 
MOTION: That the 3500 Apollo Street Plan, 6th Ward  
be approved and the signatures of the proper officers of the Planning 
Commission be affixed thereto.  (No improvements or monuments 
needed.) 
 

 
MOVED BY Askey; SECONDED BY Dietrick. 
 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo, O’Neill 
 
OPPOSED:  None      CARRIED 
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7. Rutta Consolidation Plan, 2409 Saw Mill Run Blvd, 32nd Ward 
 

Mr. Miller made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report. 
Director Gastil stated that the subdivision committee had met and 
recommends approval of the plan.  The Chairwoman called for a motion. 
 
MOTION: That Rutta Consolidation Plan, 32nd Ward be approved and 
the signatures of the proper officers of the Planning Commission be 
affixed thereto.  (No improvements or monuments needed.) 
 

 
MOVED BY Askey; SECONDED BY Dietrick. 
 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo, O’Neill 

 
OPPOSED:  None      
 
 

8. Zumoff Consolidation Plan, 535 Linden Lane, 14th Ward  
 

Mr. Miller made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report. 
Director Gastil stated that the subdivision committee had met and 
recommends approval of the plan.  The Chairwoman called for a motion. 
 
MOTION: That Zumoff Consolidation Plan, 14th Ward be approved and the 
signatures of the proper officers of the Planning Commission be affixed thereto.  
(No improvements or monuments needed.) 
 

 
MOVED BY Askey; SECONDED BY Dietrick. 
 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo, O’Neill 

 
OPPOSED:  None      CARRIED 
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9. Carson Devco, LLC Plan of Lots, 1609-13 East Carson Street, 17th Ward 
 

Mr. Miller made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report. 
Director Gastil stated that the subdivision committee had met and 
recommends approval of the plan.  The Chairwoman called for a motion. 
 
MOTION: That Carson Devco, LLC Plan of Lots, 17th Ward be 
approved and the signatures of the proper officers of the Planning 
Commission be affixed thereto.  (No improvements or monuments 
needed.) 
 
 
MOVED BY Askey; SECONDED BY Dietrick. 
 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo, O’Neill 

 
OPPOSED:  None      CARRIED 

 
 
10. Hazelwood Green Plan No. 1, Second Avenue, 15th Ward 
 

Ms. O’Neill recused herself and left the room 
 
Mr. Miller made a presentation in accord with the attached staff report. 
Director Gastil stated that the subdivision committee had met and 
recommends approval of the plan.  The Chairwoman called for a motion. 
 
MOTION: Hazelwood Green Plan No. 1, 15th Ward be approved and 
the signatures of the proper officers of the Planning Commission be 
affixed thereto.  (No improvements or monuments needed.) 
 
MOVED BY Askey; SECONDED BY Brown. 
 
IN FAVOR: Brown, Askey, Deitrick, Dick, Mingo 

 
OPPOSED:  None      CARRIED 
 
ABSTAIN:  O’Neill      CARRIED 
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E. DIRECTOR’S REPORT: 
 

Mr. Gastil stated that he has asked Assistant Director Andrew Dash to 
speak on some items that the Commission may want more information on 
including Registered Community Organizations, the Inclusionary Zoning 
IPOD, the Neighborhood Plan Guide, and Conservation Districts. 
 
Mr. Dash gives some information on RCOs including the website and 
trainings. He talks about the Inclusionary Zoning IPOD including the 
process in Lawrenceville as a pilot neighborhood and the timeline on the 
Commission briefing and hearing. He talks about the Neighborhood Plan 
Guide including the process and goals as well as the timeline. He talks 
about Conservation Districts including the background, process, and 
timeline. 
 
Ms. Dietrick asks about feedback received from the first RCOs. 
 
Mr. Dash talks about the process with the first RCOS and the setting up of 
development activities meetings to review development projects. 
 
Ms. Dick asks what RCOs there are so far. 
 
Ms. Dietrick reads the list, and Mr. Dash adds that Carrick has recently 
been added. 
 
The Commission discusses. 
 
Mr. Brown asks about engagement and how to make sure everyone can 
make themselves heard as part of the RCO process. 
 
Mr. Dash talks about the engagement process. 
 
Mr. Brown states that he would like to have a “dashboard” and just wants 
to make sure this is a process that is continually evolving and improving. 
He also brings up other ideas that could connect in such as UN standards 
and eco districts. 
 
Ms. Dietrick agrees. 
 
Mr. Gastil speaks about connecting with other departments to bring in 
some of those ideas. 
 
Mr. Dash adds to that. 
 
The Commission moves on to questions about the Inclusionary Zoning 
IPOD. 
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Ms. Dietrick asks about the amount of units and AMI as well as other 
income and financial details. 
 
Mr. Dash goes into more detail about those items. 
 
Ms. O’Neill talks about issues with regulation in Pennsylvania as well with 
some of these items. She asks if there is an issue with being a resident of 
Lawrenceville and voting on this. 
 
Mr. Gastil states that they can look into it, but the Commission regularly 
sees location or neighborhood based issues without a need for recusals. 
 
The Commission moves on to Neighborhood Plan Guide questions. 
 
Ms. O’Neill asks for clarification on the status of the neighborhood plans 
as far as code. 
 
Mr. Dash explains. 
 
Ms. Mingo asks about the city’s goals on energy and climate change and if 
to meet those all neighborhoods should be eco districts as part of their 
neighborhood plans. 
 
Mr. Brown echoes those concerns. 
 
Mr. Dash talks about how the neighborhood plans and city goals intersect. 
 
Mr. Gastil adds to that. 
 
Ms. Dietrick excuses herself from the meeting. 
 
Ms. Mingo moves to discussion of the Conservation Districts. She asks if 
neighborhoods could have more than one of these overlays. 
 
Mr. Dash says they could. 
 
Ms. Mingo states that since they will be seeing this later in May if there is 
a website they can refer to. 
 
Mr. Dash says yes. 
 
Ms. Mingo asks for an example of an NCD. 
 
Mr. Gastil gives some background on the development of them as a result 
of the rejection of an expanded historic district, which let to legislation and 
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an increased focus on surveying some neighborhoods that might be 
interested in becoming NCDs. 
 
Mr. Dash gives more detail. 

 
 
ADJOURNMENT:            5:00 p.m. 

 
 APPROVED BY:   Sabina Deitrick     
      ACTING SECRETARY 
 
 Attachments 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DISCLAIMER:  The official records of the Planning Commission’s meetings are the 
Minutes of the Meetings approved by the Commission’s Secretary, Becky Mingo.  The 
Minutes are the ONLY official record. 
 
Any other notes, recordings, etc. are not official records of the Planning Commission.  
The Planning Commission cannot verify the accuracy or authenticity of notes, 
recordings, etc., that are not part of the official minutes. 
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