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Development Activities Meeting Report (Version: 06/24/2020) 

This report created by the Neighborhood Planner and included with staff reports to City Boards and/or Commissions. 

Logistics Stakeholders 

Project Name/Address: Grandview Ave Overlook Jane 
Seymour Open Heart Sculpture (across from 300-500 
Grandview Ave) 

Groups Represented (e.g., specific organizations, 
residents, employees, etc. where this is evident): 
 

MWCDC staff and current and former board members, 
including applicant team 
 
Area residents and stakeholders 
 
Mayor’s Office of Neighborhood Services 
 
DCP staff 
 

Parcel Number(s): 1-N-210-0-2 

ZDR Application Number: N/A 

Meeting Location: Zoom 

Date: May 23, 2022 

Meeting Start Time: 7:30pm [official DAM meeting started 
at 7:30; a distinct MWCDC meeting had begun prior at 
6:30pm] 

Applicant: Mount Washington CDC (MWCDC) [dual role as 
RCO] 

Approx. Number of Attendees:  51 

Boards and/or Commissions Request(s): Art Commission for public art proposed on one of the Grandview Avenue 
overlooks 

How did the meeting inform the community about the development project? 

Ex: Community engagement to-date, location and history of the site, demolition needs, building footprint and overall 

square footage, uses and activities (particularly on the ground floor), transportation needs and parking proposed, 

building materials, design, and other aesthetic elements of the project, community uses, amenities and programs. 

[Intro Section: DCP staff provided background on RCO and DAM process, shared the 10-day minimum notice timeline for 

community to be made aware of a DAM by RCO, the fact that a DAM has to occur 30+ days prior to an Art Commission 

meeting at which a final approval of a project could occur, and shared opportunities for the public to provide feedback 

and testify directly to Art Commission. DCP staff noted that Mount Washington CDC is in a dual role of both being the 

RCO and the applicant for the proposal. In response to attendee questions, DCP staff clarified that an upcoming Art 

Commission on May 25, 2022 would not involve final approval of the proposal and earliest final approval could be at a 

meeting in June, confirmed and discussed the minimum 10-day notice timeline for RCO to inform community, and 

shared web links to additional information about RCOs and DAMs. ] 

 

MWCDC’s Executive Director introduced the applicant’s primary presenter, who is a real estate agent and a co-chair of 

the MWCDC development committee, and is also a former board member of MWCDC and a former employee of 

MWCDC.  

 

Applicant provided a brief history of the project. Jane Seymour is a famous actress and also an artist who has designed 

the sculpture. The design was inspired by the story of Jane Seymour’s mother, who at one point was a prisoner of war 

in a Japanese prison camp who took away the philosophy of keeping an open heart to get through adversity and help 

others. The sculpture is of an open heart with two hearts intertwined with one another. Applicant described how, 

given Seymour’s large fan following, anywhere the sculpture has been installed, it has brought a lot of Ms. Seymour’s 
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fans and tourists who pose in front of it and take pictures. It is designed for people to put themselves inside the frame 

of the heart for photo. Applicant cited the example of the sculpture’s prior installation in the city of Bradenton, Florida, 

which the applicant referenced as a sister city of Pittsburgh and a location where a Pittsburgh native lives who is 

involved in tourism there and this Pittsburgh native felt that Mount Washington would be a great place to install the 

sculpture as well. Jane Seymour also agreed that Mount Washington would be an ideal place for art piece, and she had 

visited Pittsburgh.  

 

Applicant initially said the idea was a “pipe dream” presented to them a few years ago and was contingent on others 

raising funds to bring and ship the art piece to Pittsburgh. In January of 2022, the applicant got news from the group 

that they had found a donor willing to fund the fabrication, base, and everything for the sculpture, and that the 

targeted time-frame to install it was in July 2022 since that is when Ms. Seymour would be in Pittsburgh. MWCDC 

sought to pursue the option, talked to the City, learned about the need to go to Art Commission, and the types of 

drawings required, and engaged an architect and engineer who donated services pro bono. Applicant sought load 

calculations and sought to work with DPW.  

 

Applicant showed architectural drawings from the proposal that were submitted to Art Commission, and potential 

locations for the public art. It could be on the overlook that is in front of the Carnegie Library or on the overlook that is 

in front of St. Mary of the Mount Church. Applicant identified how both of these two overlooks are frequent sites for 

photos for weddings, proms, engagements, and more, and that because Mt. Washington overlooks are viewed as 

romantic places, incorporating the heart symbol would be a valuable addition to what is already going on there. 

Applicant said that because of Jane Seymour’s celebrity fame, adding the art might bring additional visitors to the area, 

citing Bradenton, Florida’s example of getting a large volume of fans and year-round social media impressions from 

their Jane Seymour sculpture, which might benefit the local business community. Shared the approximate weight of 

sculpture, showed its appearance, and that it is intended to be looked through and to not block anything. Applicant 

stated that the intent was to frame/outline what is behind it. It would sit in the center of either overlook, and it would 

not be too close to the railing. Applicant explained that their engineer thought either overlook site mentioned would 

be feasible to hold the weight of the art structure, since the overlooks are equipped to handle dozens of people at 

once and the sculpture is the weight of four or five people.  

 

[In response to questions by DCP staff]: Applicant provided their timeline and intent to bring to Art Commission on 

Wednesday, May 25, and that applicant has already shared drawings with Art Commission. Intent is to get feedback 

from Art Commission design professionals. After that feedback, would seek to get conclusive approval by the Art 

Commission at their June meeting. Applicant said Jane Seymour has committed to come to Pittsburgh and unveil the 

sculpture, if this were approved. Applicant does not see anything controversial about Jane Seymour and sees it as a 

free gift. Intent is to install by end of July.  

 

Another person affiliated with MWCDC clarified that there was a misconception about a formal proposal happening in 

2019 and said it was just a pie-in-the sky idea from people in Bradenton at the time and that it depended on finding a 

donor. Emphasized local businesses benefiting from tourism, including tourism tied to football games, and cited 

existing statues, such as the one with George Washington.   

 

Input and Responses 
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Questions and Comments from Attendees Responses from Applicants 

I reached out to community with several polls on two sites 

and the majority of people were opposed to having 

anything on the overlooks. Overlooks were designed for 

view. Will not benefit businesses. Already have tourists 

coming up and taking pictures before games on regular 

business. These overlooks get packed. People with 

scooters now using them. They’re dedicated historic 

monuments. We had to move part of the sidewalk due to 

this hillside having issues, and so should not be adding 

extra weight. Some people suggested putting it on Shiloh 

or more to the interior near businesses. Major opinion 

from people was that it should not happen – didn’t want 

statue, didn’t represent city, doesn’t have any ties to the 

city, will cost taxpayer funds, and has structural concerns. 

Art Commission information says in 2019 this was brought 

to them, leaving us confused, since no one at MWCDC has 

been sharing information that this was brought back to 

them in January. MWCDC is only saying the 2019 reference 

is wrong, though it’s on the Art Commission.    

 

However, with other buildings, when allowed more 
building done on Duquesne Heights side by Greenleaf, 
there was a landslide, and a family preparing to retire 
there lost their home. Studies can be done but still there 
were landslides.  
 
The majority of residents signed a petition against the 
house being built. When I grew up, I saw parking lot being 
lost, and businesses lose their place when Trimont 
promised them to be let in and didn’t ultimately let them 
in. So we have valid concerns. We’re asking MWCDC to be 
our representative, don’t let City just choose. 

Regarding the structural concerns you reference, it’s a 

natural concern for all. When they proposed to build a 

house by the LeMont, there was much discussion about 

structural integrity of the hillside. The City of Pittsburgh 

has to make sure that all structural engineering surveys 

are correct, whether it be the sculpture or the homes built 

up there.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I don’t believe that was related to the building. I think 
there were a number of other things.  

I completely disagree with this. I’m frequently on 
Grandview Ave near the overlook next to the library, and I 
watch people taking photos all the time. People line up 
along the railing, and then to take the photo, you have to 
stand where you’re planning on putting the statue, or 
even further back. Therefore, you would actually be 
blocking people who would like to take photos. People 
also stand on either side of the overlook and they don’t 
just look at view in front of them, but this could block the 
view on the other side. I’m not against the statute – it’s 
wonderful looking – it would be great in any number of 
places like downtown, riverfront, Oakland, or other places. 
Overlooks are already so packed, there’s not enough room 
already, let alone for a statute. It would destroy integrity 
of overlook.  
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Questions and Comments from Attendees Responses from Applicants 

I’m not against the statue itself if they want to put it 
somewhere in the city. But I’m struggling to see what the 
city gets out of this. This is an area that already gets a lot 
of people come through. It’s a beautiful view and is the 
best view in City. To me, it feels like a free advertisement 
for piece of jewelry in an area where they already know it 
will have a lot of foot traffic. This isn’t the place for it. I 
struggle to see how this connects to the goal of the 
neighborhood to draw more people to Shiloh Street, 
because the overlooks are a bit down Grandview Ave away 
from Shiloh Street and already have traffic at overlooks. If 
some art were to go in, I’d prefer it be someone from 
Pittsburgh or with connection to region, and I don’t know 
of what connection Ms. Seymour has to city or region.  

 

In your presentation, you mentioned multiple times “we” 
as those making decision. I live in Mount Washington, and 
“we” is not part of me. Where is the voice of community in 
this whole process about development phase? It seems 
development phase has been decided and we’re being 
presented without a voice in development phase. I’ve 
watched and enjoyed Jane Seymour for years and think 
her jewelry is beautiful. But this is not the protocol for 
Mount Washington. Where is feasibility data to show the 
business increase that would occur up here?   

Part of process is that this has all happened so quickly, as 
we told you, and so we wanted to present it to you tonight 
and get your feedback. We’re getting your feedback now 
and we appreciate that. That’s how process is set up to 
work. We just had to do some exploration to put 
something together first to present to the community.  
 
The DAM process is a rather quick process. Up to this 
point, we always had a preliminary meeting prior to a 
Development Meeting like this. The public was always 
given notice of preliminary meeting. Then we had some 
partial community input before it went to a full 
community meeting. That process of having a preliminary 
meeting has been eliminated and we can have a short 
notice 10 days before and then a DAM meeting.  

You could hold the meeting in person.   

[DCP staff shared they would pass comment about 
DAM/RCO process from MWCDC along to department, but 
that RCO is welcome to hold additional informal meetings 
outside the DAM] 

 

Everyone so far is objecting to this in Mount Washington. 
We have people in two churches up there who like to go 
on look-outs and take pictures and this would interfere 
with those pictures. Why is this going to Art Commission 
on Wednesday when just having meeting today? You’re 
rushing the process too much. Why is this going so quickly 
to Art Commission?   
 
Then the Wednesday meeting with Art Commission should 
be cancelled. When I was at voting booth, everyone I 
talked to was opposed to it.  

When donor came forward, my first reaction was this 
could not happen in 6 months because of how long things 
take in the City. I asked if they had any flexibility since I 
knew we needed more time. I agree that this is a fast-
tracked project.  
 
 
 
Thank you for your comments.  
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Questions and Comments from Attendees Responses from Applicants 

This is a conceptual hearing before Art Commission. Intent 
is to get input from Art Commission, and to convey 
reactions from the Development Activities Meeting. There 
is no approval on Wednesday. The only thing that can go 
forward is if they say, yes, we like the idea, and allow us to 
submit a conceptual/final application in June, and that 
gives us an opportunity to discuss further.   

I want to voice my disagreement with the overall proposed 
statute, from my perspective as a new Mount Washington 
homeowner since 2018. It’s not a good idea. I am a fairly 
expert performance art manager and I know art is in the 
eye of beholder, but I haven’t met anyone in the 
community who expressed any excitement of this. I think 
you’re misrepresenting the popularity of Jane Seymour. I 
don’t see how it will draw customers to Shiloh businesses. 
As someone who frequents and has worked with a lot of 
them, I cannot see how those managers would agree 
either, though I can’t speak on their behalf. I can’t see how 
this represents the city or our community at all.   

 

I’ve heard a lot of different arguments this evening. I’ve 
heard arguments that the artist doesn’t have a 
relationship to Pittsburgh, people questioning the business 
development side and tourism side of this. We’ve heard 
arguments about landslides. Those are all relevant and 
important arguments. Taking a step back and returning to 
the fundamental character of overlook, I am going to read 
a quote from Frederick Law Olmsted, a father of American 
landscape architecture. Olmsted says, “Immediately across 
from the Monongahela are the high and rugged hillsides of 
Mount Washington and Duquesne Heights. The outlook 
along the river, with its varied activities, to these hills, 
would be notable in any part of world. Furthermore, the 
rivers and hills are the two big fundamental natural 
elements characteristic of the Pittsburgh district. There is 
no doubt that the area in question should be preserved 
intact for all time as a monumental example of the 
Pittsburgh landscape.” I only bring this up to reemphasize 
that the main idea of Grandview and the overlook is to 
take in what makes Pittsburgh unique, which is its 
landscape. I don’t think the sculpture is wrong for the City, 
but think it’s wrong for the site. Maybe locate it in a more 
neutral spot where it does not necessarily compete with 
one of the premier urban vistas in the country. My 
question is, have other sites been considered? Is this the 
only one being considered, just because it’s the Pittsburgh 
view? Are there other places that aren’t as popular with 
residents that still have a view and a photo opportunity 
and could draw business and tourism but does not 

All I can say is this was their preferred location. The 
sculpture is meant to have it frame what’s beyond it and 
for people to view through the sculpture. In a business it 
district wouldn’t have same appeal. That being said, surely 
there are multiple sites around Pittsburgh where that 
could happen. If it doesn’t happen here in Mount 
Washington we won’t have involvement with it. They just 
came to us to put it in our community. It didn’t sound like 
a controversial idea but I’m finding out tonight there is 
concern. The intention was to add some beautification to a 
very blighted and neglected tourism attraction of 
Grandview Ave, where there has been crumbling 
sidewalks, bent and rusted railings with graffiti all over 
them, smashed up garbage cans, and this was going to be 
a bit of jewelry to add to a bleak and poor representation 
of the tourist attraction that Grandview should be. It was 
something that came to us that was free and had some 
bling and celebrity appeal to it and it sounded like an 
interesting idea that we wanted to offer to community.  



6 
 

Questions and Comments from Attendees Responses from Applicants 

fundamentally degrade what Grandview is? It’s not about 
sculpture itself and it’s not about taste but a question of 
vista and civic space.  

I agree with the issue of the statue being in the view of 
people trying to take a picture of the fantastic view we 
have up here. Putting it in center of overlooks would 
detract from possibility of getting a large picture, and 
especially if you want to do a panoramic view since would 
have it in the middle of those pictures. Another point is 
that the artist wants to have it either at St.  Mary’s or in 
front of the library – but if you really wanted to promote 
business district, why not put down in front of Shiloh 
street? I still don’t think that’s a good place to be – on an 
overlook. I imagine they would not want to have it at 
Grandview Park, which certainly has a lot of room to put 
something like this, and would bring people to another 
part of Mt. Washington. I agree with most people that 
putting anything on top of any of the overlooks detracts 
from city and from what people come up to our overlooks 
to see. Another place other than overlooks could be 
acceptable, especially Grandview Park. 

Thank you.  

I want to thank MWCDC and also others on the team for 
having this forum, which include volunteers and I 
appreciate it. However, I oppose putting anything on 
overlooks. I agree with the earlier commenter’s historic 
analysis. I’m a minimalist…I’d be against even a statue 
made by a local Allentown person. We get a million visitors 
a year already. Intention is good, maybe there could be 
another location, such as at McCardle and Grandview 
where plant flowers and still a little view in background for 
picture. I otherwise tend to side on not having that there.  

Thank you.  

Thanks for your civil comments today. We’re failing to 
mention Mayor Thomas Gallagher. One of the overlooks in 
question. Brought up a question among community 
members about Mayor Gallagher, who was a glassmaker in 
Pittsburgh who rose to represent neighborhood, came 
back and rose to City Council and was mayor during I think 
the completion of Fort Pitt tunnels. In September of 1959, 
he was one of few American mayors who met Soviet 
premier Khrushchev at Pittsburgh Airport. Legend says 
that the mayor had to explain that the onion domes along 
Mon valley were not a Potemkin village built to impress 
him but the hard labor of Slavs, and Russian immigrants... I 
was asked to share that.  

Thank you.  

The problem is that when they get shot down at one 
overlook they move to another overlook. They did the site 
survey at the overlook across from the library, which is 

 



7 
 

Questions and Comments from Attendees Responses from Applicants 

dedicated to the first African American city councilor, and I 
got letters from B-PEP sent to the Art Commission. There 
has not been one person speaking in favor of this project, 
so if MWCDC actually represents community, they’ll tell 
Art Commission to not proceed with this project. If they 
want to do anything, they should work with me to declare 
all overlooks historic. I applied to the Pittsburgh History 
and Landmarks society to do that. That way we’d have 
plaques with federal funding for overlooks, which would 
help improve Grandview Avenue. As far as bringing more 
people, we have the opportunity for funds to come in 
through work of Theresa Kail-Smith and MWCDC but 
they’re failing to do that. We’re eligible for $1.4 million per 
year for RAD funding for regional parks and we’re not 
receiving that money. We’re not receiving money from 
new 1% tax. Money to improve Grandview Ave should 
come from these sources, not from bringing a statue from 
people in Florida. If you cared about this community, you 
would tell Art Commission you’re against it. It’s not just 
those from Mount Washington against it. You are failing to 
do what’s needed. Stop this, now.  

To reiterate, I don’t think the sculpture itself is inherently 
misguided and I don’t want to make it seem like we don’t 
want public art. There are ways to reexamine locations 
based on what donor is looking for; I welcome public art in 
important places, and I’m not concerned about it being 
connected to Florida, but it’s just the overlook has its own 
sanctity that can’t be imposed on.  
 

Thank you.  

I saw some posts that it cost Bradenton, Florida over 
$200,000 for a free statue, so did you research if that was 
true or not?  

As far as we’re aware, we’re not paying anything towards 
this as the MWCDC. The one thing is they hoped the City 
will participate in the installation of this, since it’s their 
overlook and would want a say in how it’s done and would 
want to use their people to do it, but other than that, the 
sculpture and base are 100% paid for by donor. To echo an 
earlier commenter, I don’t disagree with what needs to 
happen on Grandview Ave, I think it’s a disgrace the way it 
looks right now, and should look at it with a unified voice 
and seems to be falling on deaf ears. This opportunity fell 
out of the sky with celebrity appeal and we wouldn’t have 
to pay anything for it other than volunteer time.  

The articles that have been posted say it’s not actually the 
cost of installation. Bradenton spent about $200,000 in 
extra costs for Ms. Seymour to come and commemorate 
and unveil the statue.  
 
 

Our understanding is different for this case.  
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Questions and Comments from Attendees Responses from Applicants 

He’s referencing the issue that they didn’t anticipate the 
additional costs for her visits.  

From polls I took, everyone is pretty much against it. There 
were people open to where else can we put this, asking 
about that. I’m for art but this is not the right place.  

 

 We’ve gotten a lot of great input from the community.  
 
 

Can we do a vote and say if for or against so you can have 
a tally of what people wanted?  

[chat referenced] 
I seem to already understand there is more in opposition 
than in favor, and valid points brought up.  
 
The purpose of meeting was to get community input. That 
worked very well. As we go forward on this or other issues, 
the DAM meeting with community participation can be a 
very good thing. Tonight was a good example of that. 

We have 48 people attending. How did people feel 
contacted or informed about meeting to come? I put out 
polls and another person put out information, and that’s 
why we get that turnout. I want to ensure that happens at 
every DAM meeting.  

Every meeting should have people sending out agendas to 
their friends and associates because we know that not 
everyone signs up. There are people who want to know 
and don’t sign up.  

It’s easy to go on Facebook and MWCDC could put up 
polls. It’s only put on MWCDC page. I liked seeing many 
people here and want that to continue. Community at 
large feels like we’re not being informed and so 
automatically get a negative response.  

It was on Facebook, it was on e-blasts, we encourage 
people to share it. I’m not sure what else we can do with 
resources we have. This was the first opportunity that 
people got full information about the project.  

[Back and forth discussion about the process, MWCDC communications about DAMs and MWCDC actions, concern 
voiced by attendee about MWCDC actions, discussion of holding polls online, comments defending MWCDC’s efforts; 
MWCDC strategic plan process; request for a copy of the outreach plan by MWCDC as RCO; MWCDC capacity 
constraints and comments from attendees about how to address it; request for communications coordinator at 
MWCDC] 

Having heard feedback and nobody speaking in favor, will 
MWCDC still pitch this to the Art Commission on 
Wednesday and say the community is in favor of it? Or will 
the community’s feedback be included?  

Unless the board tells us otherwise, we will go through 
with it, but we will ask in presentation what the Art 
Commission does like about the presentation and/or art 
and/or art locations on the overlooks, which is valuable 
information you can basically only get from an Art 
Commission hearing.   

So nothing the community has stated tonight has swayed 
anybody’s opinion about whether this is in the best 
interest of the community?  

I didn’t say that. We want to get information from the Art 
Commission about their opinions regarding the sculpture 
and location.  

Somebody mentioned Gazebo Park. Has anybody 
investigated whether Jane Seymour would object to that 
location?  

We don’t have the answer to that question but we can 
bring it to the attention of the representatives. But I think 
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Questions and Comments from Attendees Responses from Applicants 

if it’s not going to go on this edge they probably are 
already looking at alternative sites for this.  

 [MWCDC board member:] We will look into the 
communications issues raised; the board has gotten a lot 
of feedback, thank you. 

 Thank you all for attending and sharing your comments. 
Comments are extremely valued and are purpose of this 
meeting. Help spread the word about future DAMs and 
meetings and engage others. We continued this Zoom 
meeting until everything was covered, even after 8pm.  
[Provided context about in-person meeting time limits]. 
This meeting is recorded. I’ve copied the Chat and that will 
be presented in some form at Art Commission hearing, 
even if only verbally. We only have 10 minutes. Keep 
looking at our e-blasts and Facebook posts. If you do have 
concrete suggestions about how to improve anything with 
the organization, that would be great, and was focus of 
conversation tonight before the DAM.  

[DCP staff noted that the staff report would be relative to 
a potential June Art Commission hearing for the project 
and shared information for how the public could directly 
provide comments to Art Commission by the imminent 
May 25 Art Commission meeting.] 

 

Other Notes 

Many attendees expressed comments and sought to have their opinion recorded in the collective Zoom meeting Chat, 
which is documented in a reformatted version below with meeting participant names removed, ad hominem 
comments removed, and a few comments summarized, in brackets. Many of the comments below were made by 
attendees who commented multiple times.  
 
Comment: Is the MWCDC our RCO? 
Comment: is there a timeline of minimum notice ahead of a dam meeting? 
Comment: He is failing to tell you that the actual Art Commission hearing is occurring 2 days after the DAM 
meeting. This is where the evidence is presented to the committee. This is where the decisions are made. Then 30 days 
later they make their final dec. 
Comment:         The Art Commission hearing for this project of putting a Jayne Seymour statue on our historic overlook is 
this Wednesday  May 25th 2pm. 
Comment: can you please explain communication with the community please 
Comment: what that entails 
Comment: what kind of meeting is it on Wednesday then? 
Comment: Not final approval but where the evidence is presented for their final approval 
Comment: Wednesday is the actual hearing! 
Comment: 2pm Wednesday if you want to testify against this project. 
Comment: You can register beforehand 
Comment:  are there guidelines for RCOs? 
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DCP Staff: https://pittsburghpa.gov/dcp/rco 
Comment:  You can also testify on the day of the hearing. 
Comment: You don’t necessarily have to pre register 
DCP Staff:  https://pittsburghpa.gov/dcp/dev-activities-meeting 
Comment: thanks so much! very helpful to the newbies! 
Comment: The applicant gets 10 minutes you only get 3 minutes 
Comment:  I’m here to show my complete disagreement with this proposed sculpture… 
DCP Staff: One clarification: the Art Commission won't turn away any people who want to testify, although a 
person is only allowed to testify once per meeting 
Comment:  PNC Park would be a more ideal location. 
Comment:  At some point can we do a count at the end have attendees actually vote for or against in comments 
Comment: Contact the Art Commission to testify 422-389-8015 
Comment:  Sorry 412 
Comment:  it has no relevance to mt Washington or Pittsburgh. she's British. it's her jewelry line from Kay's 
jewelers fro 20 years ago. it does not belong in mt Washington. and absolutely nothing on the overlooks. ever. that 
timeline is bs too. if she's such a big deal she can buy a plane ticket later. put it in point park or somewhere else. 
Comment:  I'm against totaly 
MWCDC:  If you don't want to speak but want to express an opinion, please put it in the chat. 
Comment: not a symbol of our community or the city 
Comment:  I’m against 
Comment:  The idea that you are spending money on this when there are real issues facing families in our 
community is a slap in the face 
Comment: Would you remind us who the “they” is who had the dream of installing this in Pittsburgh? 
Comment:  These drawings are for the wrong overlook 
Comment:  Talk to one of the local 10000 artists our city and use one of their symbols 
Comment:  Use another community to sell this brand… 
Comment:  NO ONE WILL VISIT THIS SCULPTURE… this is a joke 
Comment: The overlook across from the library is dedicated to the first African American City Council member 
Comment:  Can someone talk about how this got this far without public discussion? 
Comment:  Is it right in the middle of the overlook? 
Comment:  I talked to many people on election day and all were against it 
Comment: so right in ghe m 
Comment:  I can't believe you can even say all this with a straight face. theres nothing in Bradenton to begin with. 
what other cities have this cheesy cheese? 
Comment:  The overlook is already dedicated to Thomas Gallagher a former Pgh City Mayor. This Jane Seymour 
sculptor has no historical meaning to Pittsburgh or Mt. Washington. Its a business logo for her jewelry. People come to 
Mt. Washington to see our City View we don't need that thing to draw people to Mt. Washington.  Not in favor of this 
plan. 
Comment:  The overlook across from the church is dedicated to a Mt. Washington man that was a mayor of 
Pittsburgh Thomas J. Gallagher 
Comment:  so right in the middle of the Outlook would ruin many many photos and the view 
Comment:  Touching back story. Hard pass. Lets get something unique rather than what another city already has 
Comment:  was it an engineer who worked on the construction? 
Comment:  There are regularly more people on these and more crowded than you describe 
Comment:  Is it only in Bradenton? or planned for additional cities as well? 
Comment:  the overlooks are already dedicated. maybe the church would like it 
Comment:  If we are against it why would it move through to art commison 
Comment:  there are many people that have wedding's at our to churches on Grandview and it would block there 
pictures 
Comment:  Who is going to restore it, when it gets defaced ? 
Comment:  Why are you fast tracking this?  Why place importance on this over the 25 issues talked about earlier? 
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Comment:  Are you kidding? The national news is tracking what Jane Seymour does? 
Comment:  Can we please stop running on and get feedback from the community attending this 
Comment:  We’d have better like with Kim Kardashian. 
Comment:  I haven't talked to one person that thinks this is a good idea 
Comment:  Why was the community just now informed if the proposal was dated 2019? 
Comment:  Someone who has no ties to this city 
Comment:  Omg it’s free. 
Comment:  "free" is a misnomer isn't it though? 
Comment:  We take any junk if it’s free 
Comment:  and just a side note. I don't think shes as popular as you think. it's on a fast track now but it started in 
2019? c'mon man 
Comment:  [disagreement about whether "international film star."]  
Comment:  Monday night football shoots from Duquesne Heights at the guy and George statue 
Comment:  I’m not necessarily against a sculpture or other art rendering on the overlooks or the neighborhood, but 
why THIS sculpture???  This sculpture is not unique- there are others in other cities. It has no connection to Pittsburgh or 
the neighborhood.  It’s not relevant to the history or culture of the city. This seems like a free advertisement for the 
designer…The overlooks are already named in honor of people-- people who had a connection to the city or 
neighborhood. Why not create a plaque, sculpture, or memorial in their honor? The Washington and Guyasuta statue in 
Duquesne Heights brings interest from lots of tourists--why not something that is historical in nature for this side of 
Grandview? What about something from a Pittsburgh artist, inspired by our city, and with meaning unique to 
Pittsburgh? Find another location in the city for this advertisement—there’s plenty of parks and parklets around where 
this sculpture could be displayed. 
Comment:  What data do you have that this sculpture will draw tourists? What do the local businesses say about 
this sculpture? 
Comment: that tourism argument is bs. go up to Grandview any day of the week. in Bradenton it probably helped 
but on Grandview it's just junk. how dare you compare a relevant historical actual sculpture to a  jewelry logo. 
Comment: Can you give us more data about how it was received in Bradenton?  A quick google search and I found 
this:  https://medium.com/the-tide-ami/opinion-statue-of-snooty-the-manatee-would-mean-more-to-the-community-
than-a-jane-seymour-replica-71ff34a3c2f8 
Comment:  I have already applied to the Pittsburgh History and Landmark Society for National Historical 
Landmarks, be declared as such and plaques placed on the outside of the overlooks indicating such. Do not take any 
room off the overlook. 
Comment: I'm against it being installed in Mt. Wash. It is a very corporate sculpture (when i see it I immediately 
think of the Kay Jewelers campaign). It might be a better fit for Station Square--outside of Joe's Crab Shack perhaps? Or 
PNC Park. 
Comment:  The city of Pittsburgh and the MWCDC study said no construction should be done on the hillside and 
[names] went against their own study and the petition of over 200 residents 
Comment:  Why are you not listening to the community. People are not for this sculptor. You are so set to do this 
without any regards to what the local residents are concerned about. 
Comment:  How do you raise hand? 
Comment:  Yes, I think Station Square would be a good place for it. It would fit in with the concept of the fountain 
and colored lights down there. 
DCP Staff:  you can raise hand under "reactions" at the bottom tab 
Comment:  With the 'substantial' amount of tourists that this statue is anticipated bring from the notoriety of this 
'huge international celebrity', has anyone thought of the traffic problems this will cause? 
Comment:  The Charlie Lewis Parklet would be perfect for it. People would have to walk by all of the businesses on 
Shiloh to see it. 
Comment:  I understand your eagerness to install this, having been encouraged by those involved and it being paid 
for, however, I'm really against it going in Mt. Washington.  It will really cheapen the "grand" of Grandview.  I'm sorry - 
it's tacky and self serving for Jane Seymour…[comment arguing for distinction between actress vs. artist]  
Comment:  that is a good point [user name] 
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Comment:  For the record, I also love Doctor Quinn, Medicine Woman. 
Comment:  This is not how any process is supposed to work . This is the way the MWCDC works. There is no reason 
why they could not have come to see if anyone, anyone wanted this on our overlooks. 283 people voted not to have this 
on our overlook. These two are not being truthful 
Comment:  As an architect proud to call Mt Washington home, I am appalled that this might be placed along such 
a natural overlook in the name of "its free" or it will boost tourism … that overlook, along it's entire length, is being 
defaced piec by piece when it should be left natural. All good points tonight to be considered. I would not place it 
anywhere near the overlook.  
Comment:  MWCDC has control as to scheduling. He could have said we need 30 days. The RCO does have some 
say so in this 
Comment:  What happened to all the Welcome signs on Grandview 
Comment:  If they would have told the community 2 years we wouldn’t be in this 
Comment:  Why didn’t we get 3 days when donor came forward in January. Reach out to community before plans 
were made and any studies 
Comment:  who is the donor? 
Comment:  This is more lies from [name]. This meeting will determine whether they will approve this project. The 
evidence will be presented by both sides then. Everyone objecting needs to also register and object Wednesday or by 
noon tomorrow send an email objecting 
Comment:  everyone has to go on zoom Wensday 
Comment:  Email pacd@pittsburghpa.gov by noon Wednesday to stop this idiotic proposal 
Comment:  thanks [name] very great statement 
Comment:  I would like to speak, but it will simply echo many of the previous comments, and refrain out of respect 
for time, but please log my concern. Thank you! 
Comment:  They picked this site because they wanted our prime real estate. They didn’t want Fireman Park 
Comment:  Great points, [name]. 
MWCDC:  Again, the Conceptual Review is not the Final Review. That's why there are two different types of 
reviews. 
Comment:  can someone please speak on the Mayor this was named after? @[name]? 
Comment:  The point would be the most ideal location. 
Comment:  We don't want to look at our beautiful city THROUGH something, We just want to look at the view. 
Comment:  well we don't want it on Mount Washington and it's a big concern 
Comment:  spend the money on cleanup and new trash cans 
Comment:  Have there ever been other art proposals that are fully funded that have been brought forward? Its 
easy to say replace it with something local when that might not be an option. 
Comment:  If we are truly being represented by our CDC members this would be tabled for a longer and more fair 
process.   
Comment:  Entrance to Shiloh Street would be a better location. 
Comment:  I didn't say that the intention wasn't good just wrong 
Comment:  yes stop this no one wants this 
Comment:  Respectfully, I'd be more inclined to consider it art if it hadn't been commercialized as jewelry for years. 
Comment:  Will it be lighted at night? 
Comment:  https://www.islander.org/2019/04/celebrity-costs-run-200k-in-tourist-tax-
dollars/#:~:text=The%20amount%20includes%20%2445%2C000%20for%20Seymour%E2%80%99s%20appearance%20a
nd,advance%20preparation%20and%20expenses%20during%20the%20January%20event. 
Comment:  I do not want this tabled or moved. That would only prolong this process. We have to stop this now at 
the meeting Wednesday. Everyone that spoke against this go through the chat and email your objections by noon 
tomorrow, VmCall the number I posted to register to speak . Do not prolong this painful process. 
Comment:  If they would have come to the community originally they would not have spent anyone’s time 
including mine on this issue. [names] hid this from Our community bottom line. They are to blame for our waste of time 
tonight and through this process 
Comment:  it's really cool idea, and it's great you're working on it. it will be really cool so.d 
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Comment:  somewhere 
Comment:  Review where we should leave our comments tomorrow ... 
Comment:  facebook 
Comment:  lion club 
Comment:  Facebook 
Comment:  Reddit 
Comment:  Facebook post 
Comment:  Facebook, reddit for [name] 
Comment:  Easy [name]. 
Comment:  Thank you [DCP planner] and [Mayor’s Office of Neighborhood Services representative] for your time 
with us this evening! Keep up the great job for us and Pittsburgh!!! 
Comment:  Deep breaths, [name]. 
Mayor’s Office of Neighborhood Services: Happy to be here, [name]. Thank you for the kind words. 
MWCDC Board member: [name] pllease stop it 
Comment:  everyone breathe please 
Comment:  That is his passion boiling over. 
Comment:  we are all on the same team 
Comment:  Good for you [name], you have absolutely nothing to be ashamed of. 
Comment:  No doubt [name] cares about MW and DH. 
Comment:  [comment on commenter] 
Comment:  intern. a communication intern. this is part of regular college communication classes 
Comment:  I'm concerned about what [applicant] said about Grandview ave condition Why are we working on a 
statue and not cleaning up Grandview ave 
Comment:  it could be a college internship even to start 
Comment:  Does everyone hear this! The MWCDC is going forward after everyone was against it…[ad hominem 
removed] 
Comment:  Gazebo Park is perfect!!! 
Comment:  This is disgusting behavior by an organization that is supposed to be representing our community 
Comment:  Inhale.... Exhale... Goosfrabaaaa... 
Comment:  I’m the bad person who stands up to these people 
Comment:  Unbelievable 
Comment:  high-school even 
DCP Staff: Art Commission website: https://pittsburghpa.gov/dcp/ac 
DCP Staff: Email pacd@pittsburghpa.gov - Email testimony will be accepted until the business day before the 
meeting at 12 p.m. 
DCP Staff:  Mail a letter to 200 Ross St., 4th Floor, Pittsburgh, PA 15219 - Mailed testimony must be received by 
two business days before the meeting. 
Comment:  It’s too late to mail 
DCP Staff: mail can be provided relative to a potential June Art Commission meeting, but it would be too late for 
the 5/25 meeting 
Comment:  It has to be emailed by noon tomorrow 
DCP Staff: correct, email by noon tomorrow for the 5/25 meeting, or more time for the potential June meeting 
Comment:  June is too late. It has to be there for the Wednesday meeting 
Comment: Thank you for the information. Have a great night! 
Comment:  Thank you [name/MWCDC]. 
MWCDC Board member:  thank you everyone for attending 
Comment:  Thank you everyone for your time and information!  Please keep us informed of the project. 
Comment:  thanks [name/MWCDC] take our objections to the Art commission 
Comment:  Thanks for having this meeting. 

Planner completing report: Thomas Scharff 


