
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of February 5, 2020 
Beginning at 12:30 PM 

200 Ross Street 
First Floor Hearing Room 

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 
In Attendance: 
 
Members Staff Others  

Lucia M. Aguirre Sharon Spooner David Fraley David Youse 

Richard Snipe Sarah Quinn Russell Guest Mike Gorman 

David Green  Joe Hansen Christine Taruno 
Karen Loysen  Richard Greece Julie Kaigler 

Matthew Falcone  Susan Rademacher Joe Carey 

James Hill  Matt Stookey Armando Palmieri 

  Mike Orlando John Feghali 

  David Demko Geoffrey DiBeneditto 

  Pia Naiditch Jim Hieber 

  Ed Wallo John Francona 

  Bill Joyce Chris Westall 

  Anne Davis Mary Coleman 

  Eric Kukura Keith Cochran 

  Bob Russ Peter Margittai 

  Robert Zoelle Melissa McSwigan 

  David Klobcar Angelique Bamberg 

  Beth Reiners  

 
 
Call to Order: 
 
Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting to order at 12:41 pm and confirms that a quorum is present.  

 
Old Business-None. 

New Business: 
 

Approval of Minutes:  In regards to the December 2019 and January 2020 meeting 
minutes, Mr. Falcone moves to approve and Mr. Snipe seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; 
all are in favor and motion carries. 
   
Approval of Issuance of Certificates of Appropriateness:  In regards to the issuance 
of Certificates of Appropriateness in December 2019 and January 2020, Mr. Falcone moves 
to approve and Mr. Snipe seconds. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion 
carries. 

    
 
 
 

Division of Zoning and Development Review  

City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning 

200 Ross Street, Third Floor 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 



 
 

Other Business: 
 

1. Ms. Quinn gives a brief staff update. 

2. Ms. Aguirre talks about the recent training. She reads the items on the agenda into the 

record. She asks for a motion to adjourn until 1:00 pm. 

3. Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn until 1:00 pm. 

4. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

5. All are in favor and meeting is adjourned until 1:00 pm. 

6. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order at 1:00 pm. 

 

Adjourn: 
 

Mr. Green moves to adjourn. 

Mr. Falcone seconds. 

Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote, all are in favor and meeting is adjourned. 

Minutes of the agenda items follow. 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
Allegheny Commons Park 

                                                         
Allegheny Commons Park 

Historic District 

 
Owner:  
City of Pittsburgh 
Department of Public Works 
414 Grant Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  8-B-150 

 

Applicant: 
Pittsburgh Parks Conservancy 
45 S. 23rd Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  1/9/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Renovation of North Promenade. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Susan Rademacher and Mr. Joe Hackett step to the podium. Ms. Rademacher 
speaks briefly about the history of the project and the support it has received. 

2. Mr. Hackett steps to the podium and explains the project and goes through the 
presentation. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

4. Mr. David Demko steps to the podium. He speaks about the park as a scenic asset 
and a classic example of an urban park that should be preserved. He states that he 
likes to see projects that speak to history and character which he feels that this 
does. He states that this is a restoration project as was mentioned in the 
presentation, and he feels that they have fulfilled that goal and avoided any 
inappropriate elements. He states his support for the project. 

5. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional comment; there is none. She asks for comments 
from the Commissioners. 

6. Ms. Loysen states that she feels that is a great project and she appreciates the 
effort that was put into it. 

7. Mr. Falcone agrees and states that he appreciates this restoration of a section of 
the park that has seen many alterations over the years. He adds that personally he 
appreciates the additional crossings and islands as someone that lives in the 
neighborhood. 

8. Ms. Aguirre agrees. She does have a question on if there are any additional play 
areas planned. 

9. Ms. Rademacher addresses the existing and planned play areas. 



10. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion.  

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve as submitted. 

2. Mr. Green seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
510 Lockhart Street 

                                                                   
Deutschtown Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Palais Real Estate 
5433 Carnegie Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 

 
Ward:  23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  8-D-166 

 

Applicant: 
Palais Real Estate 
5433 Carnegie Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  11/22/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Façade alterations including after-the-fact alteration of front 
stoop. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Feghali steps to the podium; he is the owner of the property. He explains 
his project and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments from 
the Commissioners. 

3. Mr. Snipe addresses the stoop, stating that what was done is totally unacceptable. 
He states that he feels the applicant should hire an architect to draw up something 
that fits with the house and the neighboring houses, because what he is showing 
now does not seem to fit. 

4. Ms. Loysen states that she looked at Google streetview and saw that the house 
previously had a plain concrete stoop like others on the street. She also states that 
the entry detailing is varied on the houses on the street and seems to correspond 
with the window detailing. She states that what he is proposing doesn’t seem to 
match the style of his home. She suggests that 602 Lockhart seems more 
appropriate. 

5. Mr. Falcone agrees and echoes that applicant’s statement that it is very difficult to 
find historic photos of this street. He states that he feels that the applicant is 
headed in the right direction but he needs more details. Specifically, since the 
applicant mentioned that the original doors are inside the property, he would like 
to see a photo of those. He would also like to see a rendering of the hood canopy 
proposed for above the door, and he agrees with Mr. Snipe that the slate on the 
front steps in inappropriate. He states that if there are issues with the steps 
underneath, he can come back with a treatment plan. 

6. Ms. Aguirre agrees with the comments. She states that what the applicant is 
proposing to do is commendable but just needs a bit more work. 

7. Mr. Falcone states that he would like to see specs for the light fixture as well. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to table the application for 30 days with the contingency that 
the applicant is permitted to remove the slate from the front steps and to work 
with staff. 

2. [Second is inaudible.] 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
518 Pressley Street 

                                                                   
Deutschtown Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Pinre Holdings 
316 W. North Avenue Apt A 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  23rd 
 
Lot and Block:  9-A-30 

 

Applicant: 
Hart Architects 
984 Greenfield Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15217 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  1/17/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   After-the-fact painting of brick facade. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Geoffrey DiBeneditto steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. 
He explains where they ended last time and what they have done since then. He 
introduces Mr. Richard Greece, the contractor on the project, to explain the paint 
removal process. 

2. Mr. Greece steps to the podium and shows the photos and explains the paint 
removal and the damage it caused to the brick. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

4. Ms. Loysen states that it seems to her that because of the delicate condition of the 
brick, the painted condition cannot be undone without further damage to the 
brick. 

5. Mr. Falcone agrees. He states that their purview here is to take the best path to 
preserve the building itself. 

6. Ms. Loysen wonders if there is any way to word a motion to emphasize that they 
are not condoning what was done. 

7. Ms. Aguirre states that it is disappointing to see what was done to the building and 
by extension the historic fabric of the neighborhood. 

8. Mr. Green asks what the ramifications will be for painting on top of the existing 
paint. 

9. Mr. Greece states that he believes it will not be more detrimental to the brick. 

10. Mr. Green 

11. Mr. Falcone states that the damage has already been done to the building, and they 
are now looking more at the effect on the district. He asks the applicant what paint 
color they plan on using. 

12. Mr. Greece and Mr. DiBeneditto state that they will need to check with the owner. 



13. Ms. Quinn suggests brick red. 

14. Mr. DiBeneditto suggests a conditional approval with final color to be submitted to 
staff. 

15. Ms. Aguirre asks for a motion. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to approve the after-the-fact painting, given that the removal will 
be more detrimental to the masonry and with the condition that the color selection 
be reviewed by staff and will be a more appropriate color than black.  

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
1611 E. Carson Street 

                                                                   
East Carson Street Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Herky Pollock 
600 Grant Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15219-9840 

 
Ward:  17th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-E-294 

 

Applicant: 
Dave Youse 
995 W. 3rd Avenue 
Columbus, OH 43212 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  1/17/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Storefront alteration for installation of an ATM. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. David Youse steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project 
representing the tenant Chase Bank. He explains the project and goes through the 
presentation. 

2. Ms. Quinn asks if this will be a bank branch. 

3. Mr. Youse states that it will not; this area was egress but the recently approved 
new addition will change the egress and this area will no longer be needed. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

5. Mr. Ed Wallo steps to the podium; he is a member of the Southside Community 
Council. He states that this application did come in before their recent RCO 
designation so they did not have the opportunity to have a DAM. He personally 
agrees with the LRC’s urging of a rejection of the proposal, but the whole board 
has not had a chance to review it and he would like that to happen before this 
proceeds. 

6. Mr. Bob Russ steps to the podium representing the LRC. He refers to the 
submitted comments and indicates that the only sidewalk ATMs in the district are 
located at bank branches. He encourages rejection of this proposal and installation 
of this ATM inside of the building instead. 

7. Ms. Aguirre asks for additional public comment; there is none. 

8. Mr. Snipe suggests that they could table the application for the applicant to meet 
with the community and come to a compromise. 

9. Mr. Green states that he has noticed a shift toward this type of ATM installation on 
the permitting side. 

10. Mr. Youse states that this is a new market for Chase and although they do have 
branches they are looking to have satellite locations like this one. They did discuss 
installation inside of the vestibule but had security as well as space concerns. 



11. Ms. Quinn states that the only free-standing ATMs in this district have been at 
bank branches so they will need to investigate interior installations or different 
buildings. 

12. Mr. Hill asks about the size of this vestibule. 

13. Mr. Youse addresses the small size of the space. 

14. Ms. Aguirre states that she thinks that the best thing to do will be to meet with the 
community, especially as they are new to the market and they want to get started 
out right. 

15. Mr. Hill asks if this design is the standard and if they do any vestibule ATMS. 

16. Mr. Youse states that it is the standard and they are moving away from vestibules 
because of security concerns. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to table for 60 days. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
2401 E. Carson Street 

                                                                   
East Carson Street Historic District 

 

Owner:  
John Eby 
1000 Philadelphia Street 
Canonsburg, Pa 15317 

 
Ward:  16th 
 
Lot and Block:  12-L-244 

 

Applicant: 
Mike Gorman 
Sevan 
258 Cumberland Street 
Seven Fields, Pa 16046 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 3rd 
 
Application Received:  1/2/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Renovations to gas station and construction of an addition. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Mike Gorman steps to the podium representing the applicant. He gives some 
background on the company and the project. He introduces John Eby, the vice 
president of the company, as well as Mr. Dave Klobcar with the design company.  

2. Mr. Dave Klobcar steps to the podium to further explain the details and go through 
the presentation. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

4. Mr. Bob Russ steps to the podium representing the LRC. He refers to the provided 
comments and states that he does welcome them into the neighborhood and fixing 
up this building. He addresses some of the small concerns that the LRC has and 
suggests tabling the application so they can meet and come to a compromise. 

5. Ms. Aguirre agrees that this will be an improvement but that more work is needed. 
She states that she is concerned about the rear of the building encroaching on a 
residential street and asks if fencing can be installed there. 

6. Mr. Klobcar states that they are aware of the issue but are running up against the 
property lines. 

7. Mr. Falcone states that he agrees with the LRC on some of the materials especially 
the fieldstone, and would like to see more complimentary colors chosen. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to table for 30 days. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
1121 Liverpool Street 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Raymond Willis 
1121 Liverpool Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-L-291 

 

Applicant: 
Joanna Graf 
Renewal by Andersen 
1640 Golden Mile Highway 
Monroeville, Pa 15146 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  12/31/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Window replacement with composite product. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Armando Palmieri steps to the podium representing Andersen windows and 
the homeowner. He explains the proposal and goes through the presentation. He 
explains that they are looking to match the design including the circle top windows 
on the front. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments from 
the Commissioners. 

3. Ms. Loysen notes that the guidelines do call for wooden windows on the front. 

4. Mr. Palmieri clarifies that the windows are a wood composite using 60% wood. 

5. Mr. Falcone asks if the existing windows are replacements. 

6. Mr. Palmieri states that they are replacements from different times and are a mix 
of materials. 

7. Mr. Falcone echoes Ms. Loysen’s concerns about the front façade, but states that 
there is a lot more flexibility on the sides and rear. 

8. Ms. Loysen states that the front windows are a character-defining feature. 

9. Ms. Aguirre agrees, and states that they want to be careful about allowing things 
that are outside the guidelines. 

10. Mr. Snipe states that since there is a mix of materials right now, the new windows 
will be an improvement. 

11. Mr. Falcone asks if the applicant has a plan for repair of the window hoods. 

12. Mr. Palmieri states that they will be repaired but that they will apply for that 
separately. 

13. Mr. Hill asks how many windows on the front are original wood windows. 

14. Mr. Palmieri states that there are no original wood windows on the front. He states 



that some of the windows are aluminum-clad wood windows from the 1970s. 

15. Mr. Snipe states that this testimony changes the issue and that the new windows 
would definitely be an improvement. 

16. Ms. Quinn asks about the color of the new windows. 

17. Mr. Palmieri states that the color is forest green and is paintable. He states that the 
profile of the windows is identical to the wooden windows that they make. 

18. Mr. Falcone asks about the brick molds. 

19. Mr. Palmieri states that they are original and will be restored and kept. 

20. Ms. Loysen states that she likes that the windows are paintable so there can be 
some variety. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to approve the wood composite replacement windows, given that 
the majority of the existing front windows are vinyl replacement windows. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Ms. Loysen, Mr. Falcone, Mr. Hill, Mr. Snipe, and Mr. 
Green are in favor and Ms. Aguirre is against. Motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
1123 Liverpool Street 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Ron Bracey 
1123 Liverpool Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15233 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-L-287 

 

Applicant: 
Joanna Graf 
Renewal by Andersen 
1640 Golden Mile Highway 
Monroeville, Pa 15146 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  12/17/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Window replacement with composite product. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Armando Palmieri steps to the podium representing Andersen windows and 
the homeowner. He explains the proposal and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. Ms. Loysen asks about the darker green and white showing in the photos. 

4. Mr. Palmieri states that the green was the original brick mold and the white was a 
vinyl guide, which will be eliminated in their installation. 

5. Mr. Falcone asks about the color. 

6. Mr. Palmieri states they do have other colors so they can consult with the 
homeowner. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to approve the composite wood replacement windows, as the 
existing windows are not wood. 

2. Mr. Snipe seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Ms. Loysen, Mr. Falcone, Mr. Hill, Mr. Snipe, and Mr. 
Green are in favor and Ms. Aguirre is against. Motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
1213 Liverpool Street 

                                                                   
Manchester Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Will & Julie Kaigler 
415 Fern Hollow Road 
Wexford, Pa 15090 

 
Ward:  21st 
 
Lot and Block:  22-L-273 

 

Applicant: 
Russell Guest 
AE7 
2840 Liberty Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15222 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 6th 
 
Application Received:  11/13/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including new rear window and door 
openings. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Russell Guest steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He 
explains the project and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. Mr. Green asks if this will be a single family home. 

4. Mr. Guest says yes. 

5. Ms. Aguirre states that it looks like it is recessed enough that it will not be visible.  

6. Mr. Falcone states that he thinks it can be recessed further back in the rear of the 
building, even just a foot. 

7. Mr. Guest asks the homeowner if that would be amenable to that. 

8. Ms. Kaigler states that it would be fine if they could receive a conditional approval 
today. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application with final drawings to be reviewed 
by staff. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
1242 Buena Vista Street 

                                                                     
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Christian Vagley 
607 Avery Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  23-J-298 

 

Applicant: 
John Francona 
1234 Resaca Place 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 
 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  1/15/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including enlargement of dormer and 
third floor. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. John Francona steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He also 
introduces the homeowner Christian Vagley. He explains the proposal and goes 
through the presentation. 

2. Mr. Vagley steps to the podium to discuss the poor condition of the brick as well as 
discussions with the neighboring church to obtain zoning approval. 

3. Ms. Quinn states that they can reference the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for 
removal of ivy from masonry. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

5. Ms. Loysen comments on the two-over-two windows, as most of the windows on 
the street are one-over-one. 

6. Mr. Francona thought that the building would have originally had two-over-two 
windows but they could use one-over-one instead. 

7. Mr. Falcone states that he would prefer one-over-one as well. 

8. Ms. Loysen comments on the AZEK trim maybe being too simple. 

9. Mr. Francona states that he doesn’t believe that there was a high level of detail on 
this house originally which informed the trim and other details. 

10. Mr. Falcone agrees that the house is simpler in design, and because of that he is 
also concerned about the double dormer. He asks that they do a single dormer 
instead. He also comments on the addition in the back and asks that they angle it 
to limit the visibility. 

11. Mr. Francona states they can shingle the angle as well. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application with the conditions that the primary 
façade windows be one-over-one, that the dormer be maintained as a single 
dormer, and that the recess line of the addition be angled back to meet the roof 
line and clad in shingles to match the roof. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
414 W. North Avenue 

                                                                 
Mexican War Streets Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Gary & Michelle Lynch 
414 W. North Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15212 

 
Ward:  22nd 
 
Lot and Block:  22-L-273 

 

Applicant: 
Peter Margittai 
2110 Sarah Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15203 

Inspector:   
 
Council District: 1st 
 
Application Received:  12/4/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Construction of an addition and rear dormer. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Peter Margittai steps to the podium; he is the architect for the project. He 
explains the project and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. Ms. Loysen states that she was surprised to see the divided lights in the upper floor 
windows and states that they don’t seem to belong. 

4. Mr. Margittai states that they were requested by the owner. 

5. Mr. Falcone states that what he noticed is how little of the addition is actually 
visible. He states that he understands concerns about the windows but thinks they 
should take visibility into consideration. 

6. Mr. Green asks about the roof terraces showing on the plan and if the building 
alreay provides the required guard. 

7. Mr. Margittai states that they have carved out space so that the parapet will 
provide the required guard. 

8. Ms. Aguirre asks if it is a single family home. 

9. Mr. Margittai says it is. 

10. Ms. Aguirre states that she does agree with Ms. Loysen about the windows. She is 
concerned that even though it is minimally visible she doesn’t want to set a 
precedent. 

11. Mr. Green states that if the rear of the property is mostly obscured, he feels that 
strict adherence to the guidelines may not be necessary. 

12. Ms. Loysen states that it is trying to be historic, but not in the style of the 
neighborhood. 

13. The Commission discusses the application. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to approve the application as submitted. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Ms. Aguirre, Mr. Falcone, Mr. Hill, and Mr. Green are 
in favor and Ms. Loysen abstains. Motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
1030 Murray Hill Avenue 

                                                                   
Murray Hill Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Bigelow Property Services 
233 Spahr Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15232 

 
Ward:  14th 
 
Lot and Block:  85-F-73 

 

Applicant: 
Bigelow Property Services 
233 Spahr Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15232 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  
 
Application Received:  7/12/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Building renovations including new rear window and door 
openings. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Christina Westall steps to the podium representing the applicant. She talks 
about the conditional approval they received which specified repair of the transom 
and the issues they encountered with the transom. She also introduces the 
contractor who gives further information on the deteriorated state of the transom 
and why it was not able to be salvaged. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. She asks for comments from 
the Commissioners. 

3. Ms. Quinn comments on the frosted glass in the door and states that reflective or 
opaque glass is not permitted in any historic district. 

4. Mr. Falcone asks if they consulted with a stained glass professional. 

5. Ms. Westall said they were not able to before it was damaged beyond repair. 

6. Mr. Falcone states that although the Commission had the opportunity to weigh in 
on the project before work was done, substantial change seems to have occurred 
after the conditional approval was given. He states that they should have come 
back to staff and the Commission when the situation changed so they could work 
together to find a solution. He states that the stained glass was a character-
defining feature of the building and one of the few original elements left. 

7. Mr. Hill asks what their steps forward should be. He agrees that the wavy glass is 
out of character. 

8. Ms. Westall states that she thought the issue with the wavy glass was that it 
clashed with the transom, and since this house only has one door and not two they 
wanted it for privacy as well. 

9. Mr. Green reads from the guidelines regarding glass. He states that he is 
concerned that wavy glass is not specifically called out as prohibited. 



10. Ms. Westall clarifies that there are two panes of glass in the door and only one is 
wavy. 

11. Ms. Aguirre asks if they have a cut sheet for the door. 

12. Ms. Westall provides the cut sheet. 

13. Mr. Falcone asks if the brick mold was removed. 

14. The applicants indicate that it was replaced but it is hard to see in the photos. 

15. Mr. Falcone states that the Commission is struggling with the way to move 
forward. He would like to see the applicants come up with a solution, particularly 
to restore the brick mold and the stained glass. He encourages them to work with a 
professional to either get a quote on replicating a stained glass piece to fit in the 
transom or to work on some way to emulate the stained glass, such as dividing the 
single pane that is there now to resemble stained glass with a grille or some other 
option. 

16. The Commission discusses the application. 

17. Mr. Green summarizes that the three primary concerns are the transom, the 
glazing in the door, and the wood trim profile for the brick mold that has been 
replaced. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to table the application for 30 days. 

2. Mr. Falcone clarifies that this is so the applicant can work with staff to develop a 
proposal that aligns with the guidelines. 

3. Mr. Green amends the motion to include that the applicant should work with staff 
and come back. 

4. Mr. Hill seconds. 

5. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 

 



Pittsburgh HRC – February 5, 2020 

 
3611 Parkview Avenue 

                                                                   
Oakland Square Historic District 

 

Owner:  
Michael Orlando 
3611 Parkview Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

 
Ward:  4th 
 
Lot and Block:  28-M-138 

 

Applicant: 
Michael Orlando 
3611 Parkview Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15213 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  
 
Application Received:  12/18/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed: X Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Demolition of rear garage and renovation of rear façade. 

Discussion: 

1. Mr. Michael Orlando steps to the podium; he is the owner of the property. He 
explains his proposal and goes through the presentation. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment; there is none. 

3. Hr. Hill asks about the removal of the garage. 

4. Mr. Orlando states that one reason for the removal is to gain access to the rear 
façade to fix it, and the other reason is that it is a very small garage and there will 
be more room for parking once it is gone. 

5. Mr. Falcone states that he appreciates the reuse of the railing and comments on 
the strong Italian-American character of the neighborhood, which extends the 
period of significance into the 1950s. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to approve the application as submitted. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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Ewalt House 
186 Home Street 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 

Owner: 
Erik G. Rupert 
186 Home Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 

 
Ward: 9th 
 
Lot and Block:  80-P-222 

 

Nominator: 
Keith Cochran 
5134 Carnegie Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  7th 
 
Nomination Received:  12/3/19 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Spooner makes a short presentation on the property. She states that the 
nominator found that the property is significant under Criterion 2, identification 
with significant person or persons, Criterion 3, exemplification of a distinguished 
architectural type, style, or design, and Criterion 7, association with important 
aspects or events in cultural or social history, and that the property does retain 
integrity. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for comment from the nominators. 

3. Mr. Bill Joyce steps to the podium representing Lawrenceville Stakeholders and 
the nominator Keith Cochran. He speaks about the history of the property and its 
owners. He speaks about the criteria for designation and the retention of integrity. 
He addresses the structural survey and states that structural issues and feasibility 
of restoration are not issues that should be addressed today. He states that this 
nomination represents a unique opportunity for Lawrenceville to celebrate its 
history. 

4. Ms. Aguirre asks for comment from the owners. 

5. Ms. Beth Rupert steps to the podium; she is the owner of the property. She states 
that there is no proof that Mr. Ewalt owned the house or what the construction 
date was. She also states that the estate was divided and they only own a few lots 
out of that original estate. She also questions the significance of Mr. Ewalt as a 
historical figure. She states that the condition of the house is a serious safety 
concern and has been turned down by buyers because of the poor condition. 

6. Mr. Keith Cochran states for the record that they did speak to the former owner 
before he passed away. 



7. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

8. Ms. Anne Davis steps to the podium; she is a resident of Lawrenceville. She 
presents a rendering of the house as it would look restored and states that it would 
be recognizable to these people of the past if they were alive today. She also 
presents comments from Ms. Lynn Lewandowski who was unable to attend. Her 
comments address the importance of the building to the Polish American 
community. Both offer their support for the nomination. 

9. Ms. Jill Joyce steps to the podium; she is a resident of Lawrenceville and an 
architect. She speaks to the expertise of the architects interested in preserving this 
house as well as the marketability of the house. She offers her support for the 
nomination. She also reads a letter of support for the nomination from William 
Barron who was unable to attend. 

10. Mr. Matt Stuckey steps to the podium; he is part of the group that was under 
contract to buy the property. He states that when they went before the Zoning 
Board, the neighborhood opposed the specific plans but not the demolition itself, 
so he questions the timing of the nomination. 

11. Ms. Angelique Bamberg steps to the podium. She speaks about her experience on 
the State Preservation Board and feels that this property can stand with other 
nominated properties across the state. She speaks about the National Register 
nomination for Lawrenceville and the findings on this property. She states that 
this hearing should be confined to the historical and architectural merits of the 
building, and she will keep her comments to those criteria. She speaks about the 
history and significance of the property especially as paired with the Mowry 
House. She offers her support for the nomination. 

12. Ms. Melissa McSwigan steps to the podium. She speaks about the importance of 
Mr. Ewalt as well as his wife Anna Harris and offers her support for the 
nomination. She also presents a letter of support for the nomination from 
Lawrenceville United. 

13. Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn for 5 minutes. 

14. Mr. Green seconds. 

15. All are in favor and meeting is adjourned. 

16. Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting back to order. 

17. Ms. Mary Coleman steps to the podium. She states that she was at the Zoning and 
clarifies that Lawrenceville Stakeholders never supported demolition. 

18. Mr. Joe Casey steps to the podium. He gives more detail about the Zoning hearing. 

19. Ms. Aguirre closes public testimony. She asks for comments and questions from 
the Commissioners. 



20. Ms. Quinn suggests that they start with the ten criteria. 

21. Mr. Green asks if they have copies of the information that Ms. Rupert provided. 

22. Ms. Aguirre states that they do have the history. 

23. Ms. Quinn states that based on what she found at the Recorder of Deeds, the 
history that Carol Peterson and Ms. Bamberg seems correct. 

24. Mr. Falcone restates that the Commission’s purview is limited to the ten criteria 
and integrity, and although there is a lot going on, there will be more hearings and 
more bodies reviewing the nomination that will be able to look at other issues. 

25. Mr. Hill clarifies that City Council will have the final say.  

26. Mr. Falcone reads from the criteria from the nomination. He states that he 
generally agrees with the nomination and feels that Criterion 2 is strong and 
Criterion 3 is the strongest. He states that based on the testimony other criteria 
could possibly be considered, but they don’t have enough information to do that 
today. He talks about some of the history from the nomination. 

27. Ms. Aguirre comments on the fact the he said Criterion 7 had not been fully met. 

28. Mr. Falcone elaborates on his reasoning. 

29. Ms. Loysen comments that Criterion 7 could be related to the building’s 
significance in the Polish community, although it was not in the nomination. 

30. Mr. Falcone states that he feels that that connection could be developed. 

31. Mr. Hill states that he feels that Criterion 3 is the strongest of the criteria. 

32. Ms. Loysen states the Criterion 2 and 3 seem strong. 

33. Ms. Aguirre states that she reviewed everything that was said and received and 
states that although there has been some emotional testimony, the Commission 
should just look at just the facts and what has been presented. She states that cost 
can’t be taken into consideration today. She states that Criteria 2 and 3 are the 
strongest. She states that she is torn about Criteria 7. 

34. Mr. Hill states that he thinks Criterion 3 is strong enough that it overrides the 
divided feelings on Criterion 2. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to make a positive recommendation based on Criterion 2 and 
Criterion 3, with a particular emphasis on Criterion 3. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; Ms. Loysen, Ms. Aguirre, Mr. Falcone, and Mr. Hill are 
in favor and Mr. Green abstains. Motion carries. 
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Mowry-Addison House 
5134 Carnegie Street 

                          
               Historic Nomination     

 

Owner: 
Keith Cochran 
5134 Carnegie Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 

 
Ward: 9th 
 
Lot and Block:  80-G-239 

 

Nominator: 
Keith Cochran 
5134 Carnegie Street 
Pittsburgh, Pa 15201 

Inspector:   
 
Council District:  7th 
 
Nomination Received:  1/17/20 
 

National Register Status: Listed:  Eligible:  

Proposed Changes:   Nomination for historic designation. 

Discussion: 

1. Ms. Spooner makes a short presentation on the property. She states that the 
nominator found that the property is significant under Criterion 3, exemplification 
of a distinguished architectural type, style, or design, Criterion 8, exemplification 
of a significant pattern of neighborhood development or settlement, and Criterion 
10, its unique location and distinctive physical appearance or presence representing 
an established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the City 
of Pittsburgh, and that the property does retain integrity. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment. 

3. Ms. Jill Joyce steps to the podium. She expresses her support for the nomination. 

4. Mr. Bill Joyce steps to the podium. He expresses his support for the nomination. 

5. Ms. Anne Davis steps to the podium. She expresses her support for the 
nomination. 

6. Mr. Keith Cochran steps to the podium; he is the owner of the property and gives 
some additional details on its significance. 

7. The Commission discusses the nomination. 



 Motion: 

1. Mr. Green moves to accept the nomination based on the listed criteria. 

2. Mr. Hill seconds. 

3. Ms. Aguirre asks for a vote; all are in favor and motion carries. 
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