
 
 

CITY  OF  P ITTSBUR GH  

Art Commission  

200 ROSS STREET | CIVIC BUILDING, FOURTH FLOOR | 412-255-2219 

 

October 26, 2022 at 2:00 P.M. Meeting called to order by President Moss 

 

In Attendance 
Moss 
Goulatia 
Loftness 
Parsakian 
Quintanilla 
Newman (DPW) 
Lucas (DOMI) 
 

Staff Present 
Minnaert 
Cavalline 
 

Agenda Items Covered in These Minutes 
 

Item Page Number 

1. Fern Hollow Bridge Public Art by John Peña 1-3 

2. Davis Avenue Bridge 3-4 

 
 

A. Approval of Minutes 
 

Moss asks Commissioners to review and comment on minutes from September 2022. Parsakian 
motions to approve the minutes, seconded by Goulatia. All ayes. Motion carries. 

 
 

B. Items for Review 
 
1.    Fern Hollow Bridge Public Art by John Peña – Office for Public Art 

Final Review 
 

Derek Reese of OPA and artist John Peña give the presentation for integrated artwork to be 
coordinated with the construction of the new Fern Hollow Bridge. 

 
Goulatia asks if Braille will be incorporated, and asks if the imagery from the concrete can be included 

on the informational signage. Peña says yes, he’ll be working with a graphic designer on the signage. 
Loftness asks if the plaques are only in the bike lane. Peña says yes, that it is a shared use path for bikes 
and pedestrians. Loftness questions why the stronger imagery is in the shared lane. She says she wishes 
there was continuity of information and imagery on both sides. 

 
Peña  asks if they think the information should be on the flat rail on the pedestrian side, and Loftness 

says yes. Goulatia says for clarification for where the rub rail will be and where the artwork will be placed, 
which Peña gives. She says the information should be on both sides. Loftness says she doesn’t see how 
bikers will read the information and that the design should extend onto the shared use path. Peña says 
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that the shared use surface was not in the scope. Mike Szurley of PennDOT says that this surface will 
have an epoxy polymer so it cannot be etched. Szurley says he can talk with their contractor to see what 
could be applied to the shared use path.  

 
Quintanilla says that he thinks the experience will be lost on the shared side, and on the pedestrian 

side it could be dangerous to stop and read a plaque. He asks how big the font will be. He says the 
writing might be hard to see if the font is too small. Peña says they will be able to prototype on site to see 
how everything will look, and Reese says that they will be employing a designer for the plaques to ensure 
readability and accessibility. Parsakian suggests using a color to continue the pattern on the shared use 
path.  

 
The Commissioners discuss the safety of the shared use path and the pedestrian sidewalk. 
 
Ken Doyno speaks from the audience in support of the proposal.   
 
Moss says that the comments so far have suggested extending the artwork across the shared use 

path and including plaques on both sides.  
 
Quintanilla asks how far down the concrete will be etched. Peña says it is a small amount, less than 

1/8”, and it will be the stain that is emphasizing the design. Quintanilla asks how durable this will be. Peña 
says he would have to ask the contractor for exact numbers. Reese says it is a very shallow etch that 
basically just changes the texture of the surface. Szurley says they will also be applying a protective 
coating. 

 
Goulatia asks if they can pour concrete in sections of the shared pathway. Szurley says they would 

not be able to do that at this point. Loftness asks if the epoxy could be stained. Szurley says he is not 
sure. Goulatia asks if they can continue the epoxy onto the concrete.  

 
The Commissioners discuss approval options and the possible timeline of the project returning to the 

Commission to address the location of the artwork. Reese mentions that the location of the artwork hasn’t 
changed since the project received Conceptual Approval and the current comments were not given at that 
time, but they will address any concerns moving forward. Goulatia says the proposed location wasn’t her 
understanding at the Conceptual Review. John says it has not changed, but the additional visuals 
submitted may have clarified it.  

 
Szurley says they are on an expedited schedule, and that the etching and staining will be done in the 

spring. 
 
Minnaert mentions the timing necessary if an additional review is required this year. Parsakian asks if 

their questions can be resolved by the next meeting. Peña says he doesn’t think so given the submission 
deadline. Quintanilla says that what they need to know is what can happen on the shared use path.  

 
The Commissioners discuss possible approvals. Parsakian asks when the epoxy would be poured. 

Szurley says by the end of the year. Parsakian asks what color is planned for the epoxy. Szurley says it 
has a brown tone.  

 
Moss suggests a requirement that the art extend onto the shared use path with another hearing if that 

is not possible. 
 
Lucas reminds the Commission that the project is PennDOT’s even though it will be owned by the 

City, and is being done under an emergency order. She says that because of the requirements of the 
funding, anything that delays the bridge’s opening should not be considered.  

 
Loftness says that the airport has a high-quality floor installation. She says that changing the shared 

use path shouldn’t delay the road construction. 
 
Reese says that they can get them more information, but that it wouldn’t be possible for them to 

return to a hearing until January. He reiterates that the project has not changed since Conceptual 
Approval was given.  
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MOTION: Final Approval with the condition that signage be included on both sides of the 

bridge and be edited for scale to increase readability, and the recommendation that the artwork 
continue in some form horizontally across the shared use pathway. The Commission asks that the 
applicant return to a future hearing to give a courtesy update. 

 
MOVED BY: Loftness 
SECONDED BY: Goulatia 
IN FAVOR: All  
OPPOSED:  None 

 
 

2.   Davis Avenue Bridge – Department of Mobility and Infrastructure 
Conceptual Review 
 
Zachary Workman of DOMI and Ryan Whittington of HNTB give the presentation for the 

reconstruction of the Davis Avenue Bridge, to provide pedestrian and bicycle access from Brighton 
Heights and Marshall-Shadeland into Riverview Park. 

 
Moss asks about the material of the primary vertical supports. Whittington says they are steel and will 

sit on concrete pedestals.  
 
Loftness asks if there will be lines to denote where bikes and pedestrians should be. She asks why 

the steel railing is at eye level as it will obstruct views. Workman says the current plan is to have a dashed 
center line on the pavement, which is the standard that is being implemented around the city. Whittington 
says they are not separating it into three lanes because each would be too narrow.  

 
Moss asks if the height of the steel is six feet. Whittington says it is about 6.5 feet above the deck. He 

says the additional height was implemented in order to avoid having a fence over it. He says that the 
materials are prefabricated and they are not raising or lowering the surface height from the adjoining 
roads. 

 
Parsakian asks for clarifications on the dimensions. Whittington confirms that the railing is 3.5 feet 

high and the truss is higher. Moss asks if there will be a gap between the railing and truss. Whittington 
says yes. Loftness says safety can be provided through height or depth. She says the bridge is a great 
addition to the neighborhood. She says the bike lane should be smaller than the pedestrian lane.  

 
Quintanilla says that the gap between the railing and the truss provides a window to see the view. He 

asks if it is a requirement to have striping for bikes and pedestrians. Lucas says it is not a requirement 
and many trails do not have them. She says that they want the lines to be as flexible as possible to 
accommodate various slow-speed vehicles such as recumbent bicycles. Quintanilla asks if they can put a 
sign at the entrance to the bridge asking everyone to dismount. Lucas says no, and they want to make 
sure that the space can be used for both recreation and transportation. She says she thinks there will be 
ample space for safe passage. Parsakian asks if there is a requirement to have an epoxy surface. 
Workman says that treatment is more necessary for vehicular bridges where traffic and road salt would 
cause additional wear on the surface. Parsakian says that the shared use path from the Fern Hollow 
Bridge project used epoxy but it seems to not be necessary here. Workman says that in this project it is 
blended into the concrete to make it more durable.  

 
Parsakian asks if there was a discussion about more fencing to decrease litter being thrown over the 

bridge. Workman says that security fencing would detract from the experience of using the bridge and 
their hope is that in building something nice that the public will respect it. Workman says they looked at 
applying chain link inside of the truss and eliminated it for purposes of visibility. He says if there is an 
issue it can be added in the future.  

 
MOTION: Conceptual Approval 
 
MOVED BY: Loftness 
SECONDED BY: Parsakian 
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IN FAVOR: All 
OPPOSED:  None 

 
 

C. Correspondence 
 

Minnaert describes the correspondence that was sent to the Commissioners, consisting of support 
letters for the projects being reviewed, and one letter from a citizen regarding the Christopher Columbus 
statue. She says there was one Over-The-Counter review this month.  

 
 

D. Public Comment 
 

None. 
 
 

E. Director & Staff Report 
 

Minnaert says that there has been no new information given regarding the Columbus statue. She 
reminds Commissioners that the November meeting is earlier in the month than normal due to the 
Thanksgiving holiday, and that there is no December meeting. She says that the installations for the Art in 
Parks program are underway; and that preparation work is being done for the Cantini mosaic 
reinstallation. She says that January will be the meeting where the Art Commission President and 
Secretary will be elected or re-elected, for a one year term.  

 
Moss says that they should discuss these officer positions next month, and that he is happy to 

continue as President or step aside if someone else is interested.  
 
Goulatia asks if there has been any information given on new Commissioner appointments, and 

Minnaert says there has not.  
 
Goulatia thanks former Commissioner Christiane Leach for her service.  
 
Quintanilla asks if hearings will stay virtual or be moving to in-person. Minnaert says that the 

Department of City Planning has recently moved completely out of their offices at Ross Street, and there 
will be a Commission hearing room at their new location, though she does not know when the move-in 
will be. 

 
 

F. Adjournment 
 

The meeting adjourned at 3:43 P.M. 


