
 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of January 6, 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 Bill Joyce Jill Joyce 

Richard Snipe Sarah Quinn Keith Cochran Beth Rupert 

David Green  Eric Rupert Abby Rae LaCombe 
Karen Loysen  Mary Coleman Diane Stokan 

Matthew Falcone  Eric Kukura Anne Davis 

James Hill  Gary Kalmeyer Angelique Bamberg 

  Brian Mendelssohn Karamagi Rujumba 

  Melissa McSwigan John Axtell 

 
 
Call to Order: 
 
Ms. Aguirre calls the meeting to order at 1:05 pm and confirms that a quorum is present.  

 
Old Business-None. 

New Business-None. 
    
Other Business: 
 

1. Ms. Aguirre asks about internal business and if there is still training scheduled. 

2. Ms. Quinn speaks briefly about the training including topics and format and asks the 

Commissioners to forward any suggestions by email. She also talks about grant projects in 

development. 

3. Ms. Aguirre announces the one item on the schedule and explains that public testimony will 

be limited to three minutes each. 

Adjourn: 
 

Mr. Falcone moves to adjourn. 

Mr. Snipe seconds. 

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

Minutes of the agenda items follow. 
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Pittsburgh HRC – January 6, 2020 

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. Quinn shows photos and makes a short presentation on the property. She 
states that the nominator found that the property is significant under Criterion 2, 
Criterion 3, and Criterion 7. She states that staff finds that Criterion 3 and 
Criterion 7 do not apply based on what was provided in the nomination, although 
more research could have been done to support them. She states that the property 
does retain integrity. 

2. Ms. Aguirre asks for public comment and explains that the owner and nominator 
may speak as well and may be allowed more time. Other testimony will be held to 
three minutes. 

3. Mr. Keith Cochran steps to the podium; he is the nominator of the property. He 
reads a statement prepared by Lawrenceville Stakeholders, a copy of which was 
received by staff and distributed to the Commissioners as well. He states that the 
nomination does satisfy the criteria for designation and integrity as outlined in the 
ordinance. He also speaks about the history of the neighborhood’s outreach to the 
owners and the owners’ current opposition. 

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

5. Ms. Beth Rupert steps to the podium; she is the wife of Eric Rupert under whose 
name the house is listed. She states that although it is listed in her husband’s 
name, he does have brothers and sisters that have a say as well. She talks about the 
many issues they had with finding buyers as well as the structural issues with the 
house especially after a severe weather event in the fall. She asks that the 
Commission consider the difficult position that this has put the family in. 

6. Mr. Eric Rupert steps to the podium; he is the owner of the house. He states that 



he was hopeful that someone would be able to restore the property, but he states 
that the structural issues are too severe. He states that they have provided a 
structural engineer’s report outlining the issues. 

7. Mr. Gary Kalmeyer steps to the podium; he is the lawyer representing the owner. 
He speaks about the documentation provided on the structural conditions. 

8. Ms. Quinn notes that the Commissioners are only allowed to consider the ten 
criteria for designation as well as integrity, which is not structural integrity but 
historic integrity. 

9. Mr. Kalmeyer states that the house has been severely altered. He also states that he 
doesn’t believe that Mr. Ewalt was significant enough of a historic figure to 
warrant the nomination. 

10. Ms. Aguirre asks for public testimony and asks that the comments be focused on 
the criteria for significance as much as possible. 

11. Mr. Bill Joyce steps to the podium; he is a resident of Lawrenceville and an 
architect who has worked on historic properties. He speaks about the significance 
of the architecture of the house and offers his support for the nomination. 

12. Mr. Brian Mendelssohn steps to the podium representing the Lawrenceville 
Historic Society. He talks about the significance of Mr. Ewalt as well as the 
building itself and offers the Society’s support for the nomination. 

13. Mr. Falcone asks about the badges being worn by some of the attendees and it is 
noted that they say “Preserve Lawrenceville”. 

14. Ms. Angelique Bamberg steps to the podium; she states that she was part of the 
team that prepared the nomination of the Lawrenceville National Register 
nomination. She speaks about the significance of the building as exemplifying a 
different era in Lawrenceville as well as an example of the Greek Revival style 
which is rare in Pittsburgh. She offers her support for the nomination. 

15. Mr. Eric Kukura steps to the podium. He is the owner of some of the adjoining 
properties and has experience with the historic review process. He states that he 
was interested in purchasing this property and had the financial means to do so, 
but his calls were not returned until two years later. He talks about the uniqueness 
of the house and property and the story it tells about the neighborhood. He offers 
his support for the nomination. 

16. Ms. Abby Rae LaCombe steps to the podium representing Councilwoman Deb 
Gross. She states that the Councilwoman would like the nomination to be fully 
investigated and a hold placed on further work, as once a house this old is gone 
there is no way to get it back. 

17. Ms. Jill Joyce steps to the podium, she is a resident of Lawrenceville and an 
architect. She agrees that it is architecturally significant and has retained integrity 
considering its age. She states that she did have a chance to go inside and it did not 
seem as structurally unsound as was stated, and she believes that the changes to 



the outside are reversible. She states that it is a good canidate for nomination and 
restoration and offers her support for the nomination. 

18. Ms. Melissa McSwigan steps to the podium representing Preservation Pittsburgh. 
She offers their support for the nomination. 

19. Mr. Karamagi Rujumba steps to the podium representing PHLF. He states that 
they believe that the house is significant, but they are also cognizant of the effect of 
third-party designation and issues around property rights. He states that aside 
from these issues they do support the nomination. 

20. Mr. John Axtell steps to the podium, he is a resident of Lawrenceville, a member of 
Lawrenceville Stakeholders, and an architectural historian. He talks about 
architectural significance and states that this building does retain significance and 
integrity. He offers his support for the nomination. 

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

22. Ms. Quinn reads the emails received in support of and against the nomination into 
the record. 

23. Ms. Aguirre asks for comments from the Commissioners. 

24. Mr. Green clarifies that a demolition permit has not been issued for the property; 
it was received and is still under review due to the historic nomination being 
received. 

25. Mr. Falcone asks if he can ask questions of the people that provided testimony. He 
asks Ms. Bamberg to speak to the integrity of the house since her testimony did 
touch on that specifically. 

26. Ms. Bamberg steps back to the podium and states that she believes that the house 
retains enough integrity to convey its significance. She states that it is common for 
a building of this age to have been altered, but this house has not been altered 
beyond recognition and still retains significant features such as its massing and 
window placement. 

27. Mr. Falcone asks Ms. McSwigan to speak on Anna Harris, who she mentioned in 
her testimony. 

28. Ms. McSwigan steps back to the podium and states that what she know is mostly 
based on the nomination, but Anna Harris was married to Samuel Ewalt and part 
of the founding family of Harrisburg. 

29. Mr. Hill is interested to know what her relationship is to that family. 

30. Ms. Rupert states that she can also provide the house history that her family has, 
which contradicts some of the testimony that was given. 

31. Mr. Falcone asks Ms. Quinn to go over what the Commission is able to look at and 



what their responsibility is today. 

32. Ms. Aguirre states that the purpose of the meeting is just to determine nomination 
viability, and she thanks everyone that spoke and has noted the overwhelming 
passion for the property in the room as well as the concerns that were raised. She 
believes that enough information has been provided to continue the review of the 
property. 

33. Ms. Quinn reads from the ordinance outlining what the Commission’s task is today 
and what the results of the vote will be. She states that either way they vote, the 
property can’t be demolished. 

34. Ms. Rupert raises concerns that they filed for a demolition permit before the 
historic nomination was filed. 

35. Ms. Loysen states that the issue for her is if the nomination dooms the building as 
much as a demolition permit would. She is concerned that if no one steps up to 
restore it as it should be, it will disintegrate. 

36. Mr. Snipe agrees and states that they have examples of that happening. He states 
that the nomination may have an adverse effect on the value of the property. 

37. Ms. Aguirre states that the possibility is not theirs to decide today. She states that 
the main question is if there is enough information to accept the nomination and 
continue to research. She states that once the building is gone it can’t be brought 
back. She also states that she has issues with questioning the importance of Mr. 
Ewalt himself, as we all build history and it is important to recognize the people 
that built the communities we live in. She states that she is curious to learn more 
about the history and about Anna Harris. 

38. Mr. Falcone agrees that there is potential and he states that Criterion 2 is the 
strongest. He would also like to learn about Ms. Harris as well as more information 
about the other criteria. 

39. Ms. Quinn reminds the Commissioners that City Council will make the ultimate 
decision, and what they are doing is making a recommendation. 

40. Mr. Hill states that he feels they need a bit more time to review what was said 
today and do more research. 

41. Ms. Aguirre states that this is a challenge but hopefully can also be an opportunity. 
She asks for a motion. 

 Motion: 

1. Mr. Falcone moves to accept the nomination on the basis that there is enough 
information presented to do so. 

2. Ms. Loysen seconds. 

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