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 ART COMMISSION 
 
Minutes of the meeting Wednesday, April 26, 2017 
Beginning at 2:05 p.m. 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Indovina, Heidemann, Luckett, Moss, Gable, 

Gastil 
 
PRESENT OF THE STAFF:    Yesica Guerra 
       Rachel Rearick 
        
              
                                   AGENDA ITEMS COVERED IN THESE MINUTES 

ITEM PAGE 
1. Shady Grove Balcony 1 
2. Steps In Motion  2 
3. McKinley Park “Chicken Hill” Green Infrastructure Project 3 
4. I-579 Cap 4-6 

 
PLEASE NOTE THAT AUDIO RECORDING FOR THIS MEETING WAS NOT AVAILABLE. 
 
A.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
Roll call, all ayes.  Indovina made a motion to approve the minutes of the March 22, 2017 meeting.  
Moss seconded the motion.  Motion carried. 
 
A.  Correspondence 
Public Art and Civic Design Manager, Yesica Guerra, let the Commissioners know that work is 
being done to fill the vacant spots on the Art Commission and asked that any suggestions be sent 
to her and Director Gastil.  Luckett stated that she had sent on some names for a Landscape 
Architect at an earlier date and would resend. 
 
Guerra also requested that the Commissioners fill out and return the provided Financial 
Disclosure statements for the current fiscal year. 
 
C. Items for Review  

 
1. Shady Grove Balcony (Final) 

Brett Shank, Architect and Gregg Caliguiri, Co-Owner 

 
Shank reported on the project renovation of the Shady Grove balcony, which is to be an exterior 
balcony along Bellefonte Street and Walnut Street.  The balcony is expected to last for the 
duration of their restaurant experience.  They will be the sole caretakers of the structure 
throughout its lifespan.  Previously, they were granted conceptual review and returned to the 
Commission after working with Planning and Zoning regarding previous concern of column 
spacing and sidewalk clearances. 
 
Moss asked for confirmation as to whether seating would be at both the sidewalk level and the 
upper balcony and Shank responded that “yes” that was correct. 
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Moss also asked if the railing would enclose the seating.  Shank responded yes, and noted that 
the railing will meet city requirements. 
 
 
MOTION:  Final 
 
MOVED BY     Moss                  SECONDED BY   Luckett 
IN FAVOR   All 
OPPOSED  None  

CARRIED  
 

2. Steps In Motion (Conceptual) 
Catherin Drabkin, Project Director and Pahl Hluchan  

 
Drabkin explained that the Steps In Motion project will be a community initiative with multiple 
segments.  The ultimate goal is to raise awareness of neglected urban green space that connects 
the Central Northside and Perry Hilltop. 
 
A clean-up day comprised of volunteers was held on March 18th with Allegheny CleanWays to 
remove 1,000 lbs. of trash from the site.  On April 1st volunteers then used hand drawn and painted 
cardboard props to create footage for stop motion animation. 
 
The next effort will be the paintings on the risers as a means to create an aesthetic transformation-
with the intention to connect people and neighborhoods. 
 
Drabkin presented the color palette and discussed support from Randyland.  Paul Hluchan stated 
that Randyland is a vibrant installation in the neighborhood that aims to draw people in, the Steps 
in Motion project aims to enliven the neighborhood and encourage movement through the natural 
landscape. 
 
Moss stated that he appreciated the interest in the steps and wondered if the color scheme could 
be brighter. 
 
Drabkin stated that the colors were chosen as to not compete with natural surroundings but rather 
support the outdoor experience. 
 
Luckett asked for confirmation that the subtle use of color was intended, Drabkin said yes, and 
that she chose colors that would relate to nature throughout the seasons/year. 
 
Heidemann said that she rescinds the earlier comment that she and Moss had presented, and 
that there would not be a need for brighter colors.  Heidemann also stated that she didn’t recall 
seeing animation in previous projects and that it is refreshing to see something like this on the 
otherwise static steps. 
 
Indovina motioned for a conceptual approval, however following the conceptual approval being 
granted, Luckett asked if the Commission could consider a final approval for the project, Chair 
Indovina said yes since there was a thoughtful approach and all requirements had been met.  
Heidemann amended the conceptual motion, and then motioned for a final approval. 
 
MOTION:  Final 
MOVED BY     Heidemann                 SECONDED BY   Luckett 
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IN FAVOR   All  
OPPOSED None 
     

CARRIED  
 

3. McKinley Park “Chicken Hill” Green Infrastructure Project 

Susan Rademacher, Project Manager 

 
Heather Sage presented for the project in place of Susan Rademacher along with the Head 
Designer, Tim Duggan. 
 
Sage stated that the project has been selected as one of 4 grants given nationally from the 
National Parks Association out of 200 applicants.  She then handed off the presentation to 
Duggan. 
 
Duggan began with slides related to community input and activity as well as the existing 
conditions.  There were an average of 50-75 community members per meeting that was held. 
 
Indovina asked about the rainwater in the tributary area, Duggan said that it will collect 200G of 
rainwater or the first 1.5 inches of rain that falls through bump outs, permeable pavements, and 
a bio-swell. 
 
Sage discussed that currently there are non-existent pathways to the community center and park, 
and stated that new routes will connect the park to community centers and a senior center.   
 
Gastil asked if parking is still in the plan. 
 
Sage stated that it has already been built. 
 
Moss asked Duggan to discuss where previously he mentioned a slide and area for play, and to 
describe how that will work. 
 
Duggan referred back to a steep drop-off from street level to ground, and stated that the area 
would be filled in.  That is the area that has been identified for the installation of a slide. 
 
Moss asked if that slide would be concrete or another material. 
 
Duggan said that materials are still being selected. 
 
Indovina asked where the fill would come from, and if it would it be onsite. 
 
Duggan said that yes and no, as much as possible would come from onsite. 
 
Public Comment: 
A representative from Voice for the Hilltop stated that the project is well received from the 
community and that they have gone very far.  He said there is broader importance with the urban 
design outlook, Haberman to Warringon ends with light rail and the community center. 
 
Ana Flores from PWSA stated support for the project and said the design will help on Saw Mill 
Run with storm water and abandoned mine drainage. 
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Indovina applauded the effort. 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual  
MOVED BY        Moss                  SECONDED BY   Heidemann 
IN FAVOR      All  
OPPOSED     None 
           CARRIED 

 
 

4. I-579 “Cap” (Conceptual & Final) 

Fred Bonci and Dan McDowell, LaQuatra Bonci 

Bonci said that the project was coming for final approval of the site plan and conceptual approval 
for the design enhancements. 
 
The “Cap” will span over Interstate 579 Crosstown Boulevard to create an urban public connector 
with the intent to simplify pedestrian movement.  It will create an accessible route for walking and 
biking between the Hill District and Downtown.  Bonci discussed the status of the site plan since 
the first presentation at Art Commission in November 2016, along with the storm water 
management plan.  He then introduced Dan McDowell to discuss the design enhancements. 
 
After discussing an overview of the design enhancements and artist selection, McDowell asked 
Renee Piechocki to further discuss the artist selection process.  Lakeisha Byrd who is working to 
assist the artists was introduced and discussed the intensive design workshop that took place in 
December of 2016 and the collective idea that arose: Past, Present, Future. 
 
McDowell proceeded to explain the design enhancements created by DS Kinsel, and identified 
them as “totems.”  He noted that there will be two basketball hoop like structures and one tree 
structure, all made from galvanized steel.  There are also a series of galvanized steel “totem 
blades” that will be attached to concrete seating areas.  All of the work by DS Kinsel will have 
text, which is yet to be determined by a community process, but will likely include important people 
and events related to the history of the Hill.  McDowell also stated that DS Kinsel will be designing 
a wall to pay homage to Pittsburgh based visual artist Carl Smith.  The intent is that it will serve 
as a welcome wall to the park. 
 
McDowell then handed over the presentation to Dr. Kimberly Ellis, the designer of the history walls 
within the park.  The walls will relate the intersectional history of the City of Pittsburgh through 
three distinct narratives.  Ellis said that they will celebrate the Hill’s history in particular the 
progressive history.  One will show the history of Frankie Mae Pace; one will celebrate Pittsburgh’s 
progressive history with the establishment of the Anti-Slavery Society, the Underground Railroad, 
and Martin Delany; the third will embody a creation of a character “Keisha,” who will spread joy 
and serve as a sign of promise and possibility.  The various designs for the three walls were 
discussed. 
 
Amir Rashidd created an outdoor sitting classroom along with a flowering and pollinating garden.  
Rashidd spoke of how students from local schools will be able to visit the park and learn in the 
outdoor environment.  He called the area a “living encyclopedia.”  McDowell mentioned that there 
will be chimes that line the seating area as well as cajon drum stools.  McDowell also mentioned 
the drains and how some of them will be custom made, to look like braids and exhibit the theme 
of the Underground Railroad. 
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Moss asked what the cajons are made from.  McDowell said they will be in the lawn near the 
outdoor learning/seated classroom and pointed to them on the screen.  He stated they are to be 
purchased/already exist from a website. 
 
Moss asked if the water will be artificially put into the system. 
 
Bonci said no, not at this point. 
 
Moss asked if the drain covers are stainless steel. 
 
McDowell said yes, anywhere that they cross a walking path. 
 
Moss asked if the corner water element was to be cast in place. 
 
McDowell said yes.  He also talked about the potential of the interactive water area, designed by 
Rosen-Queralt and said it is not yet determined whether that will be installed.  McDowell then 
pointed out the variation of the red pathways, and how it was not intentional but later realized it 
looked like the outline of the Sankofa bird. 
 
Moss asked if the red paver are above grade. 
 
McDowell said yes and explained the various grades/inclines throughout the space. 
 
Heidemann stated that all of the design enhancements were great individually, but did not connect 
as a whole. 
 
Moss asked if the parcel seen in the presentation was intended for a building. 
 
Bonci said yes, and that they hoped for something similar to the Porch in Schenley. 
 
Moss asked how thick the “blades” were. 
 
McDowell said final designs are underway. 
 
Indovina asked how developed the team is in terms of what is on the blades and totems. 
 
McDowell stated that they will be working with the artist and community for final development of 
text. 
 
Indovia asked if they were requesting conceptual or final on the design elements. 
 
McDowell stated conceptual on the design elements. 
 
Heidemann asked that the project restate what exactly was final request and what was 
conceptual. 
 
Luckett asked if they presented trees, plants, etc. for the previous site conceptual review. 
 
Bonci said those items were covered during the conceptual and that they will work with DPW for 
final touches. 
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Moss asked what lighting will be utilized. 
 
Bonci stated tall theatrical poles as is installed at Frick Park. 
 
Indovina asked for the final motion to approve site plans. 
 
Gable asked if the final motion can be made subject to DPW’s final approval of documents raising 
concerns of the complexity of the progress. 
 
Commissioners and Bonci agreed. 
 
MOTION:  Final for Site Design was granted with the expectation that all construction 

documents be shared with DPW as they are produced, to ensure design 
standards are met.  

MOVED BY    Moss                  SECONDED BY   Heidemann 
IN FAVOR   All  
OPPOSED  None        CARRIED 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual for Design Enhancements  
MOVED BY    Hiedemann             SECONDED BY   Luckett 
IN FAVOR   All  
OPPOSED  None        CARRIED 
 
 
D. Staff Report 
 
Guerra updated the Commissioners about the Cantini work.  It was appraised at $45,000.  It would 
cost $7,000 per section to preserve, or $175,000.  There are 25 panels and the current intent is 
to save 2 of the panels. 
 
Moss asked if there is going to be photo documentation. 
 
Guerra stated that the photos were taken this month along with the appraisal. 
 
Moss stated that in the selection of which pieces to save, one should include the signature if that 
exists. 
 
Indovina asked whether or not it was determined that the work was made in panels or if it was 
made in place.  He also wanted to confirm that the cost to save exceeded the cost of appraisal. 
 
 
E. Directors Report 
 
Gastil stated that another meeting is being held regarding the Stephen Foster Memorial and that 
options include be moved or staying in place and having interprestive materials. 
 
Guerra introduced Daniel Friedson from the Law Office to discuss telecommunications. 
 
Friedson discussed the need for design standards related to telecommunications poles and/or 
installations.  He further explained the need for standardized installation from various companies 
to retain aesthetics. 
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Friedson stated that there will be an RFP to select a consultant with expertise in this field. 
 
Moss asked what other cities are doing this. 
 
Friedson said that it is difficult to compare city to city, because Pittsburgh does not own all of the 
poles as most cities do, and stated some poles are owned by Duquesne Light, etc. 
 
Moss asked if any company is currently applying for a review. 
 
Friedson said that Mobilitie is applying on behalf of Verizon and that they would most likely come 
before the Commission in May. 
 
Friedson explained the timeline for which a telecommunications application must be reviewed and 
approved from the point when a complete submission is received. 
 
(Corey Layman joined the room for the discussion.) 
 
Moss asked if the company submitting will be paying the City. 
 
Friedson said the City will receive 5%. 
 
Friedson stated that the City can address the aesthetics of these initiatives but cannot prevent 
them from being installed. 
 
Friedson stated that Art Commission needs to focus in on shapes, colors, size, and height. 
 
Luckett asked the timeline of future applications related to standards. 
 
Friedson said that Mobilitie will likely be in May for conceptual review, and that once a consultant 
is identified there will be a better timeline for determining standards. 
 
Moss asked if the companies could put the installations underground. 
 
Friedson said in some cases yes, but in other cases no because of water and gas.  He stated that 
when installations appear before the Commission, they can ask for alternative designs. 

 
Meeting Adjourned 


