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ish 'udurable Italian marbl-er,n1 the
tage pedestal stand twenty-two(22,1
presents the navigator in the t\teo-
f Classical- Greek or First Cen.tury
honor deceased notables. Here,

to pose (like those from antl-.
ssr with a natural-istic fl_ow in ttLe
arb. His right hand rests on a gJ-obe

ap; an anchor is at his right sj-de:

attributes to identify him, whil_e:
ons carved into the pedestal furthLer
of discovering new lands in this hemi_

-staged with niches for decorationL
. (Refer to recent images by nomina_
and wreaths zrdorn the smaller sides
-of-arms of the United States and
and crossed anchors are at eye level.

irectly below the statue are the
he City of Phil-adelphia by the Ital_ian
n, on the (west) back of the statue:
2t 1876 by the Christopher

his srtatue and pedest
othing affixed subseq
omination only seeks
6 at West Fairmount p

statue : utln Commemor

ndence, . tt

ssociation on the Anniversarv
hristopher Col-umbus October

seem intact from the l876 dedicatlon
nt to its relocati-on to Marconi park.
rtification of the objects dedicated
k to correl-ate to another inscript:Lon
lon of the First Century of Amerj_can

Fai
Treas n, Sculpture of a City:

ew York: Wal_ker pukr. Co.
Philadelptria, s
, 1974, p., 90.Refer

Herea
ndix If. "

unt park Art Associat.
res i-n Ilronze & Stone.
to cibed pages in ,'Ap
ter, bhis source wiII referred as "Fpl\A. "
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Recent photograph of Clol_umbus
statue and pedestal at Marr:on:.
Park wher:e it has beerL sinr:e
197 6, one .hundred years af t.er
its origin,al placement. on t.he
qrounds at West Fairmount ll,ark"

The pedestal is 12 feert; the
statue , 10 f eet, total l.ing
22 feet in heiqht.

The statue was presuma.hrly
carved in .ItaIy using Ltal_ian
marble.

The sculS:rtor is unknown.

Columbus Htrll- today on the
700 block of South Eighth Sjt.
was where the Columbus Monument
Association formed in 1872r
mostly with congregants from
(nearby ) St. Mary ltagdalen de
Pazzi Church. Most in this
Association shared the sarn€)
ancestral origins as Colurnbus
in Liguria, Italy.

Columbus HaIl was foun<ied 1n
1867 for the mutual beneficial
societies :Ln the Ital-ian Ameri_-
can community in Phil_adelphia.

!
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Christopher Col_umbus statue-, for_
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ic church in the Urrit
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George lVashington in

hi.s nomination is lim
ted irL 1876 now situa

rnech-.
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as a key to the ne:rt period"zin a.rchi_
pture. The Col-umhrus statue herein
Neocl_assicism (st:Lll_ in vogue), tc>

tyle) that would also be seen in Europe
chitectural_ styles and interior dr=-.
what was sh(own at the Centennial.

nowever, the Centennial Exhibition
young country stooil 1n competition wlt.h
atj-ons of the worlil who had the great
centuries. ft was fitting then , for
part of the Centennial_ for he connected

a devel_oped civil_.ization as he .insplre<1
k from Great Britain for independence-.
and heritage.

sociation formed 1n 1872 was comprlsed
ia's Italian American community^whose
ng of the first Italian nationaf'Roman
States, St. Mary Magdalen de pazzi.

852 by St. John Neumann, the first rLaler
Abuilding, *desj_gned by E.F. Durang,

s Day celebration in 1892, carryj-ng on
very Day") tradition from the presj_clen_
2.

to only the sculpted marbl_e objects
in Marconi park in South philade.Lphia.

Abrams ,7979 | p. 269. Refer also tobarraln' s quoted observation.
here the forelgn language of the con_, confessions and during ministries.
elphia Register ancl an official hj_s_
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nati_ons! exhibitions
l- wonclers of the time

Along with the technol_ogical ;L'd
n display were cultural goods ttrat

eacli country. Art a major role at Lhis event. 'uThenni-al E.xposition serv

, M., Arnerican Art. Ny:op. cit,, p. 91 on Jotif
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I marker: was approved placed by undersigned in 1gg4.
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acter, interest or value as pa.r,t
or cultura] characteristics of the
or is associated with the life of
ast.

the United State=. ,,5 The American
offers this meaRinc; for Columbj-a
n of the United Steitesr" with its
lumbus. t'" These words arose sometlme
mer colonies where the seeds for in_
were slowly being sown, and. by only

, "christopher Columbusr,r "columbian,,
iations would beconre frequently used
as in other scenarios.
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e development, herita

Commonweal_th or Nati

ge Dictionary likewi
feminine personificat:
: "After Christopher
early 1770s in the f,

nce trom Great Brita.
. Therelafter, the wor
olumbiar " with more v,

Iy publications as we

The Oxford English Di onary defines Colurnbian as ,'the
c name for America (f"
ng to America or (eso"

lumbus its discoverer). Of or be_
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by th
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he no
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way o
qrouFJ
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o

Oxf d English Dictionary ford, The Clarendon press, 1978.

t whlch precise, time
ymbolic with the birt
time of the Revoluti

d to bhe patriots. A

as usr:d against the B
any of French officer
ed a statue of Col_umb

'7
r .' By the 1 780s, the
y had adapted an ass
expressing its patri
woulcl sponsor the cr

Seconcl College Edit.io
sylvania Gazette'!, No

r year that Columbust name had be_
of the United States is unclear" but
, the explorer and his integrity were
least by 1775, a ship call_ed, "Colum_
tish at sea for about one year. fn
nd al1y, Jean Baptiste A. de Vergen,
in Independence Hal_I in 17g2 during

ocj-o-political group, the Tammany
ated name, "Columbian Order', as a
j-sm for severence from Brltain. Th:Ls
tion of one of the ,first monuments i-o

Beoi i, S.A. (Ed. ), The Chr

Boston, Houghton Mifflin Co., 1985"11, 1775, June 26, 1776, Oct. 16,1776"
opher Columbus Encyclopedia. Ny:Simo & Schuster | 1992.
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Like the Cthristopher Col_umbus
Iita tue, thris monument erected
:Ln 1792 projects the r:ssence
of Columlcus in the her.itage
of the United St.ates.
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rble obelisk. Recorded observations
be four-sj_ded and fourteen feet hiqh.

ormer coloni_es on the first "Columbus
t-ion, in 1792. (Refer to page 10 for
commentary by prirrters. )

r Christopher Col_urnbus paralleled the
years opposing the mother_country:

lLebrate the exertions of an indivictual_
r:evolution. . .'r ( "claypoole's Daily
). Attached in ApSrendix 1 are several
regarded by Americetns from Salem, Mass_
ia, consistently. Moreover, the Diaries
n offer more on Columbus as a subject

prrior to and durinE his tenure as our
rsrr poem, ttThe Vision of Columbusn"
Mortonrs "Columbusl or a World Dj_scov_
ontinued the esteem hel_d by those of
r same f aith as the maj ority at thert

racter of Columbus seemed embedded into
tes, especially in the planning of the
e District of Columbia? s.rcfr acknow_
lumbus to be permanently part of the

t.h the construction of the Capitol
:represented in fresco, oj_ls, marble
no other nation but ours. "columbian
Capltol where a female goddess_like
--stripes f abric fonmed our mythorono]0
Civil War in polit.ical_ posters as
irit upon which the nation grrew.

ol-. 6
ess of
r May

ed in

ted

in the papers; _of George Washi.ng_Virginia, 1979. Feb.; 1797.28, 1788. LOC , 17 41 _17gg.
1791 | aurthorized by president

States CapitoJ_. Athens: Ohio U.
and Vanderlyn's art works.

es of Geo. Washington"
harlottesvil_Ie : Univ.
to CFle\zal_ier la Luze

rict of Co]umbia" waston.
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The unification of ft
sion :in how Columbus
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ms (on the Columbus s

status, ftalian Ame
Columbus, as he se

hnic c,ne. By the yea
e 1871 date, howev,er,
reign origin rather t

patri.ots during the
when the instant Col
Centennial Exhibitio

revious monuments hon
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1 neutralized the exp
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as buried in Spain. Thence, the ex_
lationship while in Mexico, Central_
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in every cen_
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These and other statues wereexercuted to memorial_ize t_hesubj ects, notables 
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bJ t'_ot)kL(itos. ][arble; bt
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Augustus of primaporta. c. 20 B.c.
Marble, 6' B,,, yatican Museums, Rome
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the strong influence of
Neoclass;icism :f rorn wes;tern

Eur:ope :i_n the United Sitat-es.

Neoclass;icism, der:ived Irom

ancient G.reece and Rc,me,s

Golden l,qes, was prart oJ: our
nation ' s .Law, art , arch:_ tec Err ro ,

philosophy and surroundj ngs

as j_n other nations emu-lating

bhe glory of the class;ic;rl
r:ivilizat j.ons " Note ttie con{-_
rapposto poses.

Jra-v Ar-rolxe IIoLnot. George llbshington
_ r 78i3 -92. Marblc, heighr"r,l
)rare t-apirol, Richmond, \,irgrnia
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The Columbus statue is onright, wher:e arrow directs.

Note the nu.mber of bulldings.
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s statue from the Centennial Exhibition
ant val_ue as part of the Unitecl States,
est years of independence. The subject
of eighteenth centr:ry patriots and
t who approved th.e "Columbla" name
joined with his name for our nation,s
the beginning of trlbutes to Col_umbus
our count:ry.

tion, the Centennierl_ Exhibitio.n in
Col-umbus statue in one of the rnost
e intersection of Be]mont and Fountain
the explorer I s part in our history.

meri_can qroups and Centennial officers,
appropriate in furthering Neoclassicism
a timeless image of a hlstorical fi_

first proS:ronents of a republic with
assical_ civitizations. The Centennial
, now situated at Marconi park in
event he1d importance specifically in
I of public spaces where one's work
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the Christopher Columbus statue
by this Historical- Commissi_on.
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ro rrccommodate r{e hordes 
"f 

nrr.ir,l..r"jr",rl
ffl:lli1il spac::vls at a lrernium, "",,.;;l; ,,-J*';;

f; J T:j [:'';i'1;:r! 
= 

+, ir.:;t*,l]r Jrri 
"1i#

[:"ii'y]i,j":]:;^'.'JJi'13;i:ili#'J:l"L'H';

f#,j{t ji ?l fr ll.r;,:ft' r;ii::rlr;,::_[.1
5^n 

!d: "ilJ,"#li ::;lil; *r 
jt 

*r il; Jrll[{:

f#; *i *.",ffi n,::i: :,::::"ru1 tmlthe fashion ofthe;eri tccuors Dought

or 
"u.n 

co.ot, ,uih., to Meisr;onier

few knerv uuout tr.. echoes very
becn:no *,- :-^:: -_ 

_ who were to

ii;il:. li::iili r?;,T ;:Ft HT ;#'j:i..,i*,::r

.o,n fol American artists to study,
e abroad,as far back as the eighteenih
curious for historians to have single.l
att. and..sargent as tlrc .*p.iriul.ri
1a1d West, who were colonials, and
rked in Europe largely for reasons of

expatnates were inconsequential as
are a blg chunk of American (or non-
at they are usually honored ior their
ce and sligh.ted_for their purported
tcan arr and iil.e. In fact, all three
's as American and had mora har
a^rr.rhan is comm""rv ii""rrri.' 

t''-
of James Abbott McNeill'*h;rtler
tlen ne was taken at the age of ninejoin his faLher, wbo was srlpervising

1l1l:"0 
,: Moscow. His early years

l,"l:^ to his half_sister in England,:j]]ft.i1 pomfrer. Conn.. ro wtricb
r64y. He spent three years at West

r, p. M o rsa n, H.".t w;r t.;; f .,iJ aii,l,'ffi:Ti,,H:,ii
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Sculptur i Mostly
Monum ntal

Sculpture after the Civi.l Wa
painting, with the emer
discovery of paris as a new i
acter conditioned its
affect painting. Monuments,
tectural sculpture are comm
as establishment taste, and
pends on public accepta
more conservative and rheto
idiosyncratic.

The response to the Civi.l
dividual or prlblic sentimenl
sculpture than in painting,
was pro-North and antisla.

bronze, or cast iron, all ofwht
lucratively busv. The defeate,
and burdened with the dema
not lreely participate in this

southern Revolutionary War
ern hentage.

whose image could serve as a
idealism that had motivated tl

Boston and to William
Iaunch her on a sculpture
success with Civjl War subjects
rnoran and Biblical themes. He

paralleled the evr:lution of
of ri new Real.isnL and the

fluerlce, but its pul:lic char-

eopatra. exhibjted at the Centennial,
terary subject but with an element of
depiction of the effect of death on
ply disappeared from the scene.
monument sculptors, Thomas Ball

as an expatriate in Florence, but his
naturalism ofthe native school rather
ic tradition. His most famous work
was the. Enancipation Group (1g74,

rn any Lincoln memorial of ile time
rnation of rhe public ln its mixture of

( continued on page jlS)

on Group.1874, Bronze.
D,C.

with rhe Death df
a typical Victori4n
the macabre innt rn ways that clid not beauty. Then sh{ll portraits, and archi-

tl, paid for, andjudged
Of the old-gufr

contiuued to wolk
style was tied to
than to the

, less adventurous and of the postrvar 
1,$a

plate 332). More tJr as an expression of in- rt captured the i
naturalism and sqD tality,

Y. I! the North such sen-trments were institutioualize into civic mouuments.
Every hamlet had its war

re si:ulptor'r; ir""i"n ?.-
Scufpture vras, therefore,

was [tore pronoLrnced in
rd the prevai.ling attitude

rial in pennaneot stone,
kept a horcLe ofsculptors

tron. Srill, for a while, at jeasr the prection of statues of

Soqth, steeped in rancor
of reconstruction, could
of plastic cornmemora-

affrmed the south-

rc refi:rence to the
confljct, and, with time,
n to rival in number

The assassination of Li had_ created a rnartyr

monuments to his memory
even those to Washington.

. As in painting, postwar sc

Edmonia Lewis (1845_?)
Rome. Born of a Chippewa
she graduated from Oberlin 8e {nd mad,: ls1 v/ay 1.

uarnson, who helped
:r.. Following tt",, .orty
sfie turned in Rome to

Thomas Ilall,greirtest triumph came heroic size

re: Mostly Monumental 313
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and rides across thc ocean. (Scc also color platr: (l,)

k ii r,t thr,,ri ze d, [Jrum icl i's las r qorLJjE_I.t
'It to pfltiencc, Hc crrateci rhc skerch wrrh
r he u/a.s allowed to .,iurr pilintjng on thc wrll
inted in true fresco ol thc wet plaster, using
. Thc painter was in hi.s sevcntics ,,r,,1 iris;

d

rh

-> sc

an), stcps and down a lorrg laddcr tti a lirrle
unda lloor. Flis near iall is r,vell knora,n: his
age<J to hold on tr) a rung of the ladclr:r-untr!
cLitJnts were fcrUnr_1 that show that rhr storv

describe how he climbed back up the nexr
than he had for a long time,rT FIis w,lrk on
Penn only parrialiy conrplcred (fig. r6), Hr

!e recommended, Fillippo gosraggini,
rieze was conserved in r986, the pencil in-
ing place could be read,

idi stayed in his studio working on his full-
t:plete his design. He was paid fbr wr,rkjns

t lil'lrr, and "Thc Allegorical Wrrrk lt rbe (.iapiru[,,, Fni

r;. rpg. "I,1:rrine ," Neptrrnc with tridcnr
ourti:y OJ,Tie of Architert aithr Cupito!.)

nalc corridors, lls lre was atrle ro gc
n*! f rigzg, r.vas iris grearesr lnonu
nc;; lrom Arnerican lristory in r f359,,

9d.H. began rvith Columb
r$'ir.s ancl whites to ,i*ffii
hh rvas nor f{ood, bur hc clirnbrcd ur

ffrrld drrngJirig sixt1, feer abc,ve thc r,
ir lcg slil>1iccl o(f thc edge, bur hc
:uc'd, Twii conternporarv newspxl

he nevcr painted again rs nor rrue:
y aed accr,rniprlished more on rhe fi

ircsco endcd with the figure of Wil
inted rhe fbor on the left, anci rhe i

nt.g_th- oi-ie r,n rhe righ-. When r
iption whe re Cosr;rggini nored his
Foq the last few nrc;nrhs of his lifb B

cartft)ns to r:nablc sorneone clse to

;"D1rrh of a (i.reat .r\rrist,', W)ushingron po:t, r-c$.
Ser/ty Chrunirlt, ()cr. t z, tg79.
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historical pictu
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painrings rhrt h
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settlcntcnt; thc
, \\'e ir,lr the La
, the Dlscot;G

'\nothe r irrl
ebrarcd hisrory
a sturjent in I)us
though Bicrstacl
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r'Philip CJrrilibc.,.
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l.rractirioncrs of this genre, inclL,clin;t
conunjssion fbr thc Cl1ritol, thc fl cs;i

lte x:lisslsslplti by Des., 01, \\rillranr

;r;:)ij:: :':ij:;: 
",,;ifi:,,:,l, t';:/11?: i'1,.

',;1,:1i 
j;i,1);;';.'ll1i.;::;:i,:::,,:',)::;:',':,'.'tl,');

;:;i",',:,"{::,"i,,',:"ill,':,,1',lJ,j^,1:J:,!,l,l,l^,;,,',,{,

L r(rllsand clolllrs See Jtt in | ,



NDfX

Sources appli for criterion (b)



H
H

z

,z

R)Hi?)
s.\

H
L

(J

L{

H

z

z
ts

K

o
!-l
H
F'

{a
z
rd

\F
$'z8[D

^l\

H

F l'.
; .:-:hr. H_.i'-',{ ..z

ra
il

ir
U
Fl
F,

H

Fr{
ol' n"

*o
.s' o

is

t9

'.. ',ts
I

'
o

o
f
o
a
I
t:

!

>d

o
4

ry
o

-1 .

'<

H

a
p

o
(t
\'
o.
o
.j*

U
a

'atqi1'FO
o*

Fgv'
HH R,>o

H

F
Pq@<..4oFl<
Hldf'j<

?z-
ddv
=.'@
A aZ
r- F ir

- .z'

n\\)

I\d

\.A
h
n
\)"

rN
trl(A
vl

I

z
Fl

rt
CJ)
Fl>
*-J
lT
(./)

O
z
-l
z
7-

r.
OO
=
c-/)

z

m
-.
H
H

H

=
=H

.q

=-\.:=ii U
<vL

-E
VJ-N

{iFrl
-FdL

H
a Fi
o \l

=tr
E 2
=Eia \.)

FU

z



(n

Nts9|@Qa
T< F A N H

= 
H 

=H- v:v

i3 :+ i.lo5 
=o 

:-">i 4= i2,--
=O 9@ (r
:; n'6 9;-o " -- o. t s-fr r1 .=.iA fi lFI 1* ;' -- ni;
I ra+i I rr !9
5 A A o t,:
o () g -o ;;
I j,.d 

" i3ft' :: * I t;e* il :! i )^";y E I r^ f a;
?i 5..o i,i E -o

IIP'&'r &ilp

.F

1g
o
2
o

'5
o

,

ir
il

l

i,-
:r
n)
cl
?

t
I_
\\b
I,l l

l.;

4t
;ii
;,i

II

I

l

t!
F^

F

-)

4
tr
r*

I

I

Iao
Ifi

Itrl6
l-

IN

l5
lo
l-@

lo
3.

0c
!

ol
oql
:lI
vl@l.I

<lol
9?l

9I

,F@NFO@@

;r ;girll#,g ri ir s* *s iv lr rF
' :'-':;;'; r 

uf 
ifl ;i iuE Iiit li'i

f,i$'igiiiuf'fii#r
i, fl, i , $ , f. a;g, fl, i,i, f, flji,;

z''-- 
' '',./\/\\

/ 6- -.- ;:- \
l\4'---\lj'\l

I -r: q>t 
\

i '1--. I
\ j/--) |

\(\?>l'r. -;:> !
\.l

l'N

b
\\:
q
l'H\

\-1
R'r

N\
:-
J)

il
s
trl{:\

=i2a
-1
C)

z_

v)
Ba4r-
ir El

d
O-H> 'j
I r- i-trg=
.-*lv5:*:L/
< L^j -{ l.:l
. . F< t.i-a >F*a a rn

P<,\
Gt-r Na
3 L r:r l- !'t,

O-_{,A

trH!":\J
-aORn;--(r;\J
EE < *.HEErq.Y,

A 
= 

Ntrrv:
@H !

F'- S Ri"Ear:
-h' c
P-A
F,rr V
pe32

=

i><ixIX
lE
t-

2.
T'lE

=

E
l-
l='I

D
l-trlv)

Fr

:)-f
D' F']

ili .u
'tl

.n

i:1 \-/'r)
i:l Fi

L

i:; \,ta. rJJ FaD'lt
h1 , Fnii, L./

<:l Fi
t-'. I I(I) . \/

tst Lr

cfi.\

c) F/
r4 21

i+ hlaD rr
o, t-/'4
Iil a\

li F'fi r'r,

21

E]

Ttre -sra,rre prices are

ctr.arg;ed a,s

o
-
-
7
P
a
U

U

:t>
:r-
?j u,
:i' e
ET 'l,3E
*v)
tstrEr,. e
d-:i -r!ie
::'. =,Fi>
Fd rrl
?. q)

:i

?

=:

ts

&
,o

4

(t)
r-{{e
,_l

at l\{essrs. l\Iinton's
Vorks.



l
I

/
I

I

:

rt
FI
Hl/
X

{

i

I

I

I

I

I

I

.-l
Hl

,gPP!
, j 

=:i33h'
,!>.
1_= t-r ts
.o;*
J ;:*
2p9:;€t
?-'3
3 gj',
;p

{gad
@<
ar
?2

:.)s e"-'

-' E"

ooo

-- O O-
F 

=:p .Fs-

*F

;
;* r F"; ?.: " n3' {e 6

PH

'U 
T'U

.5j I
r:vt

,9='rc

,v' ;
E.:. F
F:
Y,<

,t
P.

:

,jr

,UUU

r5a€
r!: F

.;:- .

;-:'

,UU

T'
a^Y

'5.

,#

g.

gc

r*F
; 

^YJ9Z+t

!4"

pj
tJI
!.5

I

T'UUUU

n1-:'o:

2- ;: -i
r<: 1.9

UI' U
90 0

'd

5

;.i -.,

:r*'?'

=.

5l

;.j

?'
Fd

c,



Qne

lrch
dfs

I

".,1

f the
ves of
atues

few referrj
the Centq

on Groundq

ces to the Co]umbus statue in the
nial Exhibition. (Single folder: "Lisit
" City Archives, E,hil_adelphia. )

7//21'. -1r"2-z-/r?:zzzz'zE

fa-a,

-/4t-r-t

/'2'td

/=

4^r-L/)
%,,2

, 44:/4 a-L (/ r-/ '
'Z.rZz,,'

Z---,- &*"*--
eh*z.zz4

Zaa-a-271-'

/rr/*r, /,2/z /,"-k*<
/ iAr#tu%q

,l'4 /'L{444 zyn a-*tvbd_-,

-44 .'y'. -

?d./'

rl-,
)



ED HISTORY

E

ILLUSTRA

EI{I{IAL
HELD IN

NE HUI{DRED

AMERICAN I

WITH A FULL I

T BUILDINGS

INTEREST EXHI

DBSCRIPTION OT

:BY J.TIMES l
oP rF! r{crrtEIrIrL
{ parEwlrg ot TEE

wrTl{ ovER 900 FmE
IN THE GR

llon only. rnd tot for rlle ln
rddrer thc lbbllrbsrr, rad,

NATIONAL PU

XHIBITION,
EMORATION

H ANNIYERSARY

EPENDENCE.

D ALL THE OBJECTS OF

D IN THENI,

AI.9O

thc [rhibition, rnd Biographim ef tb
ial ftnmision,

T] CITY OT' PHILADELPHH.

McCABE,
oBY OF TIIE UXITED etttEsr.
Y r,AFDr" ETc,, rrc.

vrilGs 0F BUttDtNGS AltD SCEilES
HrBtTroil..

ltorrcf 
- Esldentr o( ruy 6trte dclrlug

vul cdl qr.o! ttr@. 8eo prgc tit.

BY

ISIIING COMPANY.
h.r,., rxo St. Louts, Mo.

Dicrli,zecir, GOCfgle



TEE L EXIIIBITION. 749

The I Day.
tho moet meqorablb

took place on
talian reeidents of
iladelphia the marble statue of Chris0o-
mbuq which now the West Park. The

the B86th auni of the diecovery of the New
Columbus.

celebrations connected with the
raday, October LZth, on which
United Stet€s preaented to the

:ious Italian civic
ia and other citieg .w

rx assembled in $outh
2th of October, andl
and thence to F ifth.

re Nfayor, afhr which
of City Couucils enig

to them in

militarv
ich decided
Eighth

organizatious of
to take part in the

street on the morning
I up Eighth etreet to

1e_they were reviewed by his
Mayor aud members ofbotb
carliape and took the place
dottce with tlre prcgr8mme.

Clrout. The visi
ork, came next, by the Blaclc Hussar Band

The riflemen nd bered about seventy men, and
apP€Branc€, officerc having an abundance

low-crowued hats, while those

and green of Iti
oned officem \yere black. The

together rvith the etare andlrDorn Dy the color_

serve officers, commanded bv
Columbus Guard (Bersaglierij,

the line and was followed

Following these crme
in barouches, and then

ils. Attired in their hand-
Fencible Band preceded the

phia, who carried a hnnfl-
inscription. Delqatious
, Boltimore, and other

J. Ratto, Esq.,
of twenty-fqur

th
rh
80

ft

ich feathers in thrJi
s and non-comnries

ment Asri,
and mem

uniform, the Sta
cial Sociecy, of F

banner, with the
York, TV'ashingtony

in one bodS and at the front the banner of the
utual Relief and ial Society, on which was
painting in sil ing the landing of Columbue.

ia, and G. Garibaldi Society,

thP p

Colony, of Philadel

Diq i,zcri ., COOg[e
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iginated in Philatlelp
bus ]\{onument

.RA'T'I'D I{ISTOIlY

tlre rcar of the line. 'Ihe liue of
h, thence to Br.oad, to Fairmount
Girard avenue, to Belmont avenue,

rere Governor lfartranft and staff
uy them to the eite of the monu_

monument to Christopher Colum_

IIII3ITI'D IN TIII.: ,\T,IIN BUILDTNO.

ia about tu'o years ago, when the
iation was organized, the call for

'TIIE
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nrtily responcled to, not only by the
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Prolflrsor rgal]a, of Florence, f tal.y,
a (lesrgn for a monument. whir.lr

lrtecl, and the artist;

ur':tir.ize. 
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t, as the offi.cere of the associa-
n position not more than a few,
its dedication, it was not con.

, wheu it was erected on
t. 'Ihe entire monuntent eost

Iet=_tp_q@s-q!d, rhe
t€n in hei

Iong by six feet in widE
in the costume of his age and
near his feet being an auchor,

bag; his right hanrd reet-
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supported by u hexagonal
ded, and holds a churi of

The head of the statue is
as represented in the brct of
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REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION 
PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION 

 
WEDNESDAY, 15 FEBRUARY 2017, 9:30 A.M. 

ROOM 18-029, 1515 ARCH STREET 
EMILY COOPERMAN, PH.D., CHAIR 

 
 
PRESENT 
Emily Cooperman, Ph.D., chair 
Jeffrey Cohen, Ph.D. 
Janet Klein 
Bruce Laverty 
Douglas Mooney, M.A. 
 
Jonathan Farnham, Executive Director 
Kim Broadbent, Historic Preservation Planner II 
Laura DiPasquale, Historic Preservation Planner II 
Meredith Keller, Historic Preservation Planner I 
 
ALSO PRESENT 
Jim Campbell, Campbell Thomas & Company 
Qiongzhou Schicktanz 
Paul Steinke, Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia 
Patrick Grossi, Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia 
Amy Lambert, University City Historical Society 
David Gest, Esq., Ballard Spahr 
Brett Feldman, Esq., Klehr Harrison 
Nicole Norcross, Esq., Obermayer 
Theresa Shockley, Community Education Center 
Elizabeth Stegner, University City Historical Society 
Helma Weeks, Powelton Village Civic Association 
John Phillips, Powelton Village Civic Association 
George Poulin, Powelton Village Civic Association 
Caryn Healy, Powelton Village Civic Association 
Joyce Evans, Fox29 
William Martin, Esq., Fox Rothschild LLP 
Celeste Morello 
Oscar Beisert 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
Ms. Cooperman called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. Ms. Klein and Messrs. Cohen, Laverty, 
and Mooney joined her. 
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2041-55 CORAL ST 
Name of Resource: Harbisons' Dairies 
Proposed Action: Designation 
Property Owner: Fozan Ehmedi 
Nominator: Keeping Society of Philadelphia, LLC 
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 2041-55 Coral Street as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that 
the four buildings and iconic milk bottle water tower formerly owned by Harbisons Dairy satisfy 
Criteria for Designation A, C, D, F, H, and J. The nomination argues that Harbisons Dairy 
developed into a leading dairy company that served many Philadelphians through what began 
as a home milk delivery service and later expanded into a large-scale production facility. The 
nomination asserts that owners Robert and Thomas Bartly Harbison were significant 
Philadelphians, owing not only to their role in establishing and growing the prominent dairy 
business, but also for their involvement in educating and promoting the safe storage and 
transport of milk products. The nomination further contends that the milk bottle water tower is 
significant for its innovative use as an advertisement and as a familiar visual feature of the 
neighborhood. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 2041-55 Coral Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, D, F, H, and J. 
 
DISCUSSION: Attorney William Martin stated that he submitted a request for a continuance and 
explained that his team started significant investigatory work on the building’s iconic milk bottle 
water tower. From his perspective, he continued, the milk bottle water tower is particularly 
noteworthy. He noted that the property owner hired Vertical Access of Ithaca, New York, to 
conduct a study with drones and climbers who accessed the milk bottle structure. The results of 
the study, he added, came in a couple weeks ago. He indicated that he met with representatives 
of the Commission’s staff and reached out to the nominator to begin a dialogue with the 
Keeping Society. He also noted that he initiated a dialogue with the Preservation Alliance and 
will meet with the organization in a few weeks. He explained that their investigations are to allow 
them to develop creative ways to address the milk bottle water tower in such a way that will be 
successful to all parties. That process, Mr. Martin continued, will take some time, because 
further analysis will be necessary, pricing is required, and discussions on how to identify 
resources are needed. He concluded that a continuance is appropriate to enable a consensual 
approach.  
 
Ms. Cooper asked if the nominator concurs with the continuance request. Nominator Oscar 
Beisert replied that he is open to dialogue and compromise, but argued that the continuances 
are out of control, even beyond this one specific case. He contended that there were 
approximately 19 sites designated last year with approximately double the number of 
nominations submitted. Mr. Beisert questioned whether nominations with continuance requests 
were unnecessarily taking up spots on the Committee’s agenda or whether such requests were 
factored into the planning process. Ms. Cooperman responded that the Committee would make 
a motion to continue the review of the nomination to a specific meeting date, so it would not be 
an open-ended continuance. Mr. Beisert clarified that his question was to determine whether 
nominations with a continuance request were holding a place on the agenda when only a 
certain number of items can be reviewed because of time constraints. Essentially, he added, the 
review is dragged out and the reason for the continuance request has no bearing on the 
building’s historical significance. He reiterated that he is not opposed to the continuance, but 
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asserted that the Committee could already have reviewed the nomination, and it could then be 
tabled on the Commission’s agenda for any period of time. Mr. Beisert argued that the 
Committee on Historic Designation is only considering significance. He again reiterated that he 
is not opposed to the request, but commented that the continuances are causing too few sites to 
get designated. He advised the Committee to practice caution, so the requests do not continue 
in the same manner. 
 
Ms. Cooperman commented that Mr. Beisert’s point was well taken. She then explained that, at 
this particular meeting, the Committee only has the room until 1:30pm and noted that the 
Committee would need to move expiditiously. Given the current circumstances, she continued, it 
would be helpful to recommend to the Commission that it grant the current continuance 
requests. However, she added, it would be important that the minutes reflect Mr. Beisert’s 
concern. 
 
Ms. Cooperman asked there was any other comment on the property owner’s request.  
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the Historical Commission table the review of the 
nomination and remand it back to the Committee for review at its 21 June 2017 meeting. 
 
 
1642 FITZWATER ST 
Name of Resource: Tabor Chapel and Mission School 
Proposed Action: Designation 
Property Owner: The First Colored Wesley Methodist Church 
Nominator: Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia 
Staff Contact: Laura DiPasquale, laura.dipasquale@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 1642 Fitzwater Street as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination argues that 
property is significant under Criteria for Designation A, C, D, E, and J. The nomination contends 
that the church is significant under Criteria A and J for its association with the African American 
church and community in Philadelphia, and as a representation of the physical development of 
the larger Presbyterian Church through the establishment of mission chapels or congregations 
by the Philadelphia Sabbath-School Association. The nomination further argues that the Samuel 
Sloan-designed church is significant as an early example of his commissions, satisfying 
Criterion E, but little information is provided as to how the building embodies distinguishing 
characteristics of an architectural style, mentioned in the nomination as Italianate or Italian 
Romanesque, and how the building reflects the environment in an era characterized by said 
distinctive architectural style.  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 1642 Fitzwater Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, E, and J. The staff 
contends that the nomination, not the building itself, does not make a cogent argument for 
Criteria C and D. Additionally, the staff notes that the correct address for the church building is 
1642 Fitzwater Street, rather than the 1640 Fitzwater Street address that is found on the 
nomination form and throughout the body of the nomination. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Farnham presented the continuance request to the Committee. Attorney David 
Gest represented the property owner. Paul Steinke represented the nominator. 
 

mailto:laura.dipasquale@phila.gov
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COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the Historical Commission table the review of the 
nomination and remand it back to the Committee for review at its 19 April 2017 meeting. 
 
 
100 S INDEPENDENCE W ML 
Name of Resource: Rohm & Haas 
Proposed Action: Designation of building, public interior, and objects 
Property Owner: KPG-IMW Owner, LLC 
Nominator: Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia 
Staff Contact: Kim Broadbent, kim.broadbent@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: These nominations propose to designate the building, public interior, and 
chandeliers at 100 S. Independence W. Mall as historic and list them on the Philadelphia 
Register of Historic Places. The nominations collectively argue that the building, interior and 
chandeliers are significant under Criteria for Designation A, C, D, E, F, G, H and J. The building 
nomination contends that it is one of Philadelphia’s most significant mid-twentieth century 
buildings, satisfying Criteria A and J, for its association with the Rohm & Haas Company, the 
Philadelphia Redevelopment Authority and the Philadelphia City Planning Commission, who 
were heavily involved in its development. The nomination further argues that the building’s high-
profile location next to Independence Mall, and the influence that the setting had on its design, 
satisfy Criteria G and H. Finally, the building nomination contends that the involvement of 
architect Pietro Belluschi satisfies Criterion E, while the building’s Modernist characteristics and 
innovative incorporation of modern materials satisfy Criteria C, D, and F. The interior nomination 
proposes to designate the public interior portions of the north pavilion ground floor lobby and 
south pavilion commercial space. The nomination contends that the public interior portions of 
the ground floor are one of Philadelphia’s most significant Modernist interior spaces, satisfying 
Criteria C and D, and are tied to influential modern designers Pietro Belluschi and György 
Kepes, satisfying Criterion E. The nomination further argues that the incorporation of Plexiglas 
into the design of the building, symbolizing the importance of that material to the success of the 
Rohm & Haas Company, satisfies Criterion A. The object nomination covers the three Plexiglas 
chandeliers that are located along the west perimeter of the north pavilion in an area of the 
building designed and used for non-public functions. The remainder of the chandeliers is 
included in the public interior nomination. The object nomination contends that the chandeliers 
are significant under Criterion A, for the incorporation of Plexiglas into the design of the building, 
symbolizing the importance of that material to the success of the Rohm & Haas Company, and 
under Criterion E, for their association with influential modern designers Pietro Belluschi and 
György Kepes. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nominations demonstrate that the 
building, public interior, and chandeliers at 100 S. Independence W. Mall satisfy Criteria for 
Designation A, C, D, E, F, G, H, and J. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Cooperman recused. Mr. Farnham presented the continuance request to the 
Committee. Attorney Brett Feldman represented the property owner. Patrick Grossi represented 
the nominator. 
 
Mr. Grossi stated that the Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia is joining in the 
continuance request while working with the property owner on alternative treatments. Mr. 



COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION, 15 FEBRUARY 2017 
PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION  

5 

Feldman stated that they have had multiple meetings with the Alliance’s easement committee 
and look forward to continuing to work with the Alliance on the matter. 
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the Commission table the review of the nomination and 
remand it back to the Committee for review at its 19 April 2017 meeting. 
 
 
ADDRESS: 1600-06, 1608-10 E BERKS ST 
Name of Resource: Objects in St. Laurentius Church 
Proposed Action: Designation of Objects 
Property Owner: Archdiocese of Philadelphia 
Nominator: John Wisniewski, Friends of St. Laurentius 
Staff Contact: Laura DiPasquale, laura.dipasquale@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
three reredos and 16 paintings satisfy Criteria for Designation D, E, and J.  
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate 19 objects in the interior of St. Laurentius 
Church at 1600-06 and 1608-10 E Berks Street and list them on the Philadelphia Register of 
Historic Places. The nomination contends that the three reredos/altarpieces and 16 paintings 
satisfy Criteria for Designation D, E, and J. The exterior of the property is already listed on the 
Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination argues that the objects reflect the 
heritage of the Polish immigrants, who settled in Fishtown and founded the church. The three 
reredos, the nomination asserts, were imported from Munich, Germany and are original to the 
construction of the building in 1890, and are significant as representations of the Gothic Revival 
style, as is the exterior of the building. The nomination further contends that the 16 oil on canvas 
paintings, added in 1912, are significant as works of artist Lorenzo Scattaglia and for their 
depictions of many scenes unique to Polish Catholicism.  
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Farnham presented the continuance request to the Committee. Mr. Farnham 
explained that he spoke to attorney Michael Philips who requested the continuance for two 
reasons. First, Mr. Philips is taking his child to a doctor’s appointment that could not be missed, 
and second, he is in continued discussions with the nominator about the relocation of the 
objects to an appropriate repository. Mr. Farnham noted that an agreement has not been 
reached, but the parties are actively working to come to an agreement. 
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the Commission table the review of the nomination and 
remand it back to the Committee for review at its 19 April 2017 meeting. 
 
 
ADDRESS: 509-13 DIAMOND ST 
Name of Resource: First Mennonite Church of Philadelphia 
Proposed Action: Designation 
Property Owner: Lewis Temple Pentacostal Church of God 
Nominator: Daniel Sigmans and Oscar Beisert 
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 509-13 Diamond Street as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that 
the former First Mennonite Church of Philadelphia satisfies Criteria for Designation A and J. The 
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nomination argues that the building housed the largest Mennonite congregation in Philadelphia 
and provided an urban place of worship for progressive southeastern Pennsylvania Mennonites, 
who typically left rural Bucks County farms to pursue economic opportunities within the 
industrialized city. The nomination also contends that Nathaniel B. Grubb, the church’s 
charismatic leader for 38 years, quickly increased membership after joining as its minister and 
preached extensively to numerous Mennonite and non-Mennonite congregations. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 509-13 Diamond Street satisfies Criterion for Designation J, but that it does not 
satisfy Criterion A solely on the importance of Nathaniel Grubb. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Keller presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic Designation. 
Oscar Beisert represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner. 
 
Mr. Beisert stated that this nomination serves as a great example of teamwork. He recounted 
the collaboration by explaining that he posted some details about the building on Facebook, and 
someone had corrected him. He remarked that he thanked the person for the correction and 
asked if he would be interested in writing a nomination. Mr. Beisert stated that the person 
agreed. 
 
Ms. Cooperman opened the floor to public comment, of which there was none. She then 
conjectured whether Criterion for Designation A hinges on Grubb’s importance, noting that there 
are certainly leaders of congregations who are sufficiently important to the city as a whole to 
merit designation under Criterion A. She questioned whether Grubb’s significance satisfies 
Criterion A, stating that she has doubts, though she opined that the property itself may satisfy 
the criterion as a representation of the Mennonite community.  
 
Mr. Cohen agreed that Grubb may not satisfy Criterion A, but argued for the inclusion of 
Criterion J. He further asserted that there may be an argument for architectural style, adding 
that the style is intriguing but lacks a name. He noted that in the nomination, Mr. Beisert refers 
to the style as Italianate, but Mr. Cohen commented that it does not quite apply. Ms. Cooperman 
agreed, adding that the Committee has seen a number of similar churches with a distinctive 
style. Mr. Cohen expressed his appreciation to Mr. Beisert for brining the property to the 
Committee’s attention and remarked that the church escapes the standard stylistic categories. 
Consequently, he continued, nobody knows what to call the style, though there are several 
churches and other buildings with the same type of brick. To call it Italianate, he elaborated, 
does not capture the special character of the building. Mr. Beisert responded that the lack of a 
clear style prevented him from exploring the architecture further.  
 
Mr. Cohen observed that the nomination identifies a builder, H.M. Martin, but not an architect. 
He asked Mr. Beisert if he found more information on Martin. Mr. Beisert replied that he had not, 
and Mr. Cohen suggested that the name could likely be found in a directory to determine 
whether he was a design/builder. 
 
Mr. Cohen stated that the nomination was well researched, but noted that the nomination does 
not need to contain photographs of people at parties. The Committee then discussed including 
Criterion for Designation A for the church’s representation of Mennonite heritage.  
 
Mr. Beisert asked to correct a typographical error on the nomination form. The form indicates 
that the nomination was sponsored by the University City Historical Society, and he asked that 
the organization be removed.  
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Ms. Klein inquired about the building’s current use and whether it functions as a place of 
worship. She also asked if the adjacent building is a residence, noting that its front façade is 
boarded. Mr. Beisert answered that he believes the congregation uses a small portion of the 
building, thought he was not certain. 
 
Mr. Cohen argued that the property satisfies Criterion for Designation C, though Mr. Laverty 
countered that the distinctive architectural style is unnamed in the nomination. The Committee 
discussed which Criteria for Designation the property satisfies. 
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property at 509-13 
Diamond Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C and J. 
 
 
ADDRESS: 516 WHARTON ST 
Name of Resource: St. John German Evangelical Lutheran Church 
Proposed Action: Designation    
Property Owner: New York-Washington C.M.E. Annual Conference, Inc.  
Nominator: Celeste Morello  
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 516 Wharton Street as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that 
the former St. John German Evangelical Lutheran Church satisfies Criterion for Designation A. 
The nomination argues that the church provides the only existing evidence of the 
neighborhood’s nineteenth-century German heritage and reflects a period of German unrest 
during which Germans sought religious freedom in the United States. The nomination further 
contends that the church typifies a small working-class community of German Lutherans that 
lived in the neighboring Southwark rowhouses. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 516 Wharton Street satisfies Criterion for Designation A. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Keller presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic Designation. 
Celeste Morello represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner. 
 
Ms. Morello stated that she selected the church because she felt it was an anomaly and noted 
that the building is tightly surrounded by rowhouses. She commented that the church serves as 
active African-American congregation and was told that they sometimes sublet the building to 
Hispanic groups. She also noted that NBC10 affixed weather devices to the belfry and uses the 
church as its Pennsport weather center. She asserted that the weather towers mar the church’s 
architectural integrity. The weather center, she opined, suggests that the congregation is not 
wealthy. She argued that it had been small and poor in the past and that it went to great lengths 
to raise funds for the church’s construction. She commented that she nominated the church only 
on Criterion for Designation, but that Mr. Cohen had informed her that Samuel Sloan designed 
the building. She explained that her research on the church’s history, which included consulting 
the American Architects and Buildings website and archives at the Historical Society of 
Pennsylvania, resulted in no affiliation of any architect. Ms. Morello stated that she would take 
Mr. Cohen’s word that Sloan designed the building, adding that she knows nothing about the 
architect that would potentially enhance the nomination.  
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Oscar Beisert commented that the church reminds him of the “squatty tower” on St. Mary’s 
Church in Manayunk, which also served the German community. Ms. Morello responded that 
the church is rustic in appearance and the congregation does not properly maintain the 
property. The photographs of the side, she continued, show simple maintenance issues, such 
as overgrown weeds and debris. She noted other maintenance issues that she felt should be 
addressed. Ms. Cooperman asked if the church has brownstone, and Ms. Morello affirmed.  
 
Mr. Cohen remarked that when he saw the nomination, he felt the person responsible for the 
design had to be a known architect, so he conducted a newspaper search and discovered 
Samuel Sloan affiliated with the design. He then quoted the Philadelphia Inquirer entry he 
found: “The architect is Samuel Slone; the builder, Joseph McIlvaine.” Ms. Cooperman 
commented that McIlvaine is also an important figure in the city, adding that the newspaper 
mention is likely the best documentation for the period. One reason no name appears in the 
Philadelphia Architects and Buildings database, she continued, is because many records come 
from after the period after the city issued building permits, which only started in 1886. Prior to 
that date, she elaborated, finding notice in the newspaper was a good find, unless original 
drawings were available.  
 
Mr. Laverty stated that the nomination would have stood on its own beforehand. After 
generating a little investigation, he continued, it has some important new information. Ms. 
Cooperman added that Sloan in particular stands as a very important figure, and because he 
was largely working before the issuance of building permits, the full extent of his work is not 
greatly understood. Mr. Cohen noted that Ms. Cooperman’s statement holds especially true for 
Sloan’s work in the 1870s, since more information exists on his 1850s work. Mr. Cohen 
explained that Sloan moved into a different phase following the Civil War. He then applauded 
the connection Ms. Morello drew to the German community, noting that that connection is no 
longer visible but that it was clearly shown in historic atlases.  
 
Ms. Cooperman requested that the nomination focus on the period of the church and eliminate 
the very broad history of the denomination, which she claimed does not support the nomination 
and instead serves as a distraction. Ms. Morello countered that the denomination’s history does 
support the nomination, because this particular group developed into a sect. Ms. Cooperman 
agreed with the assertion, but argued that the history need not begin at 1742. Ms. Morello 
responded that she wanted to show the Lutheran church’s foundation in Philadelphia. Ms. 
Cooperman replied that a summary would be warranted rather than the entire history, so the 
reader is not left to search for information on the actual building. She then noted that the 
nomination identifies the church as marking the presence of Germans in Southwark, which she 
called crucial, though she stated that the nomination needs to indicate when the Germans first 
established a community. She asserted that the narrative buries the information and should be 
better organized to make for a stronger nomination.  
 
Mr. Cohen stated that the nomination contained a point of confusion from a contradicting point 
on page 9. He recommended that he review the nomination with Ms. Morello to discuss how to 
improve it and suggested that she include figure numbers, cite sources, and better organize the 
arguments. Ms. Morello responded that she was finished with the nomination and that no one 
thanked her for writing it. Ms. Cooperman replied that she hopes Ms. Morello will take the 
comments in the spirit in which they are intended, which is to strengthen future nominations. Ms. 
Cooperman asserted that her goal is not to criticize or denigrate Ms. Morello’s work and that she 
realizes writing nominations requires a significant amount of volunteer work. She further noted 
that Ms. Morello had identified important places, reiterating that the Committee’s comments are 



COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION, 15 FEBRUARY 2017 
PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION  

9 

meant to make future efforts stronger. Ms. Morello countered that people often fail to 
understand that when she and others such as Mr. Beisert write nominations, they receive no 
support. Some people, she continued, ask her to address her own neighborhood in South 
Philadelphia, though she receives no help with expenses. The new generation, she contended, 
is not attuned to Philadelphia’s heritage. 
 
Ms. Klein remarked that on page 6, the nominator’s comments on the need for more 
maintenance overall is very helpful for members of the congregation. She noted that documents 
such as Ms. Morello’s nomination are rarely written and provide beneficial information on 
maintenance. Ms. Morello replied that no member of the congregation has contacted her, which 
makes her believe they do not care. 
 
Mr. Cohen stated that his comments are meant to strengthen the nomination. When a 
nomination is weak and contains errors, he continued, people find it not to be trustworthy. 
Consequently, he added, some areas of the nomination need to be revised. Ms. Morello asked if 
the nomination contains errors of fact. Mr. Cohen replied that it does and offered to review the 
errors with Ms. Morello. Ms. Morello replied that she did her research at the Athenaeum and 
spoke with the German Lutherans. Representatives of the church, she claimed, were not 
amenable to her research. Ms. Morello recounted the difficulties in communicating with a church 
representative. Mr. Cohen stated that the Committee appreciates the trouble Ms. Morello went 
through in writing the nomination. 
 
Ms. Cooperman opened the floor to public comment, of which there was none.  
 
Mr. Cohen discussed which Criteria for Designation the property satisfies and determined that 
Criterion E should be added for the building’s association with Samuel Sloan.  
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property at 516 
Wharton Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, E, and J. 
 
 
ADDRESS: 400 WASHINGTON AVE 
Name of Resource: Southwark Iron Foundry/ Merrick & Sons (Sacks Playground) 
Proposed Action: Designation    
Property Owner: City of Philadelphia, Parks & Recreation 
Nominator: Celeste Morello  
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 400 Washington Avenue as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that 
the former site of the Southwark Iron Foundry, now known as Sacks Playground, satisfies 
Criterion for Designation A. The nomination argues that the site is affiliated with Samuel Merrick, 
a significant nineteenth-century Philadelphian who became the first chief engineer of the 
Philadelphia Gas Works, served as an elected official, co-founded the Franklin Institute, and 
established the Southwark Iron Foundry. The nomination also contends that the site is likely to 
yield information important in history due to the nearly one-hundred-year production of 
machinery and parts for commercial, domestic, industrial, and military purposes when the 
Southwork Iron Foundry was in active use. 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 400 Washington Avenue satisfies Criterion for Designation I. While the staff 
acknowledges the importance of Samuel Merrick, it contends that the lack of an extant above-
ground resource precludes the property from satisfying Criterion for Designation A. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Keller presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic Designation. 
Celeste Morello represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner. 
 
Ms. Cooperman opened the floor to public comment, of which there was none.  
 
Mr. Mooney thanked Ms. Morello for recognizing the site’s archaeological potential, adding that 
his colleagues at the Society for Industrial Archaeology would be very happy that the site was 
nominated. He commented that earlier artifacts, including those associated with the Mischianza, 
were not likely to be preserved on the site, especially given that the event was short-lived and 
probably did not leave much of an archaeological signature. The industrial site, he continued, 
holds huge potential to inform about Merrick’s ironworks. Mr. Mooney also noted that the 
nomination is timely, given that the site may have been identified by the city for its Rebuild 
program and may be impacted in the near future. 
 
Ms. Cooperman stated that she appreciated the relationship drawn between Merrick’s career 
and Southwark, adding that Merrick is well known in Philadelphia’s history. Ms. Morello noted 
that she nominated Merrick for an official historical marker and is hoping by the next meeting 
that he will not be one of Philadelphia’s “unsung heroes.” A marker at the site, she continued, 
would likely include the words, “On this site,” since the site no longer exists. She commented 
that she understands why Criterion A may be excluded.  
 
Ms. Cooperman questioned the inclusion of Criterion A, adding that site certainly satisfies 
Criterion I. Ms. Cooperman asked the Committee for their opinions on the inclusion of Criterion 
A.  
 
Mr. Laverty opined that if no aboveground resource represents the period of significance, then 
Criterion A should not be applied. He agreed that Criterion I applies to the property, adding that 
he had no question about Merrick’s or his ironworks’ influence and importance to the city and 
nation. Ms. Cooperman suggested that other sites with surviving aboveground structures, such 
as the Franklin Institute, may serve as better candidates for Criterion A as it relates to Merrick. 
 
Mr. Cohen voiced his uncertainty over the criterion and asked the staff to speak to its 
recommendation. Ms. Keller stated that the staff asserted that the site only satisfies Criterion I, 
because any resource that would represent the site’s affiliation with Samuel Merrick would be 
belowground. She also clarified that the recommendation does not imply that Ms. Morello’s 
argument is insufficient, noting that the nominator makes a strong argument for significance. 
However, she continued, the staff contends that the significance outlined in the nomination can 
only be represented by Criterion I. 
 
Mr. Cohen opined on the site’s future regulation, should it be designated. To designate under 
Criterion I, he continued, would condition any future construction on archaeological 
investigation. Mr. Cohen questioned how designation would impact the city’s plans. Mr. Mooney 
responded that any listing of any site under Criterion I would not preclude future development or 
modification. He contended that development would need to proceed in such as way that it does 
not damage or destroy the archaeological resources. He noted that a certain amount of fill has 
been brought to the site already to create ball fields, adding that the fill provides some buffer 
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and that the city’s plans may be surficial in nature. Mr. Mooney reiterated that archaeological 
investigation would not preclude development and commented that the process would not need 
to be costly or time consuming.  
 
Mr. Laverty stated that the Committee’s role is not to decide how the site will be regulated, even 
if the owner is the City of Philadelphia. Ms. Cooperman agreed, clarifying that the Committee’s 
role is technical and that it is tasked with determining whether Criterion A is applicable. Ms. 
Morello remarked that she sees the site’s value as part of the city’s development and heritage, 
even as a blank site, since Merrick and his partners chose the site for specific reasons, 
including its proximity to the railway.  
 
Mr. Cohen observed that it would be likely that the site would provide some traces of the 
ironworks’ foundations, adding that there were likely heavy buildings with deep foundations. He 
concluded the site holds potential for learning more about Philadelphia’s industrial past and 
noted that Merrick is a remarkable individual for his time.  
 
Ms. Cooperman discussed the definition of Criterion A, stating that it does not offer much 
guidance. Mr. Mooney voiced his support for designating the site under Criterion I. Ms. 
Cooperman offered information on the definitions used by the National Register, explaining that 
a property designated under Criterion B, which relates to a person of significance, must have a 
meaningful association, must illustrate the person’s achievements and be associated with that 
period of achievement, and must be recognizable. She reiterated that the Committee is not 
bound by the National Register’s rules. Mr. Cohen stated that the National Register definition is 
informative in terms of measuring Criterion A regarding a significant person. Ms. Cooperman 
agreed that it serves as a useful model to determine how well a site illustrates the importance of 
an individual. 
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property at 400 
Washington Avenue satisfies Criterion for Designation I. 
 
 
ADDRESS: 2700 S BROAD ST 
Name of Resource: Christopher Columbus Statue 
Proposed Action: Object Designation    
Property Owner: City of Philadelphia, Parks & Recreation 
Nominator: Celeste Morello 
Staff Contact: Kim Broadbent, kim.broadbent@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the Christopher Columbus statue at Marconi 
Plaza (2700 S. Broad Street) as historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic 
Places. The nomination argues that the statue is significant under Criteria for Designation A and 
B, for its depiction of nationally-significant Christopher Columbus, and for its commission by a 
group of Italian Americans who gifted it to the City for display at the Centennial Exhibition.  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
Christopher Columbus statue at Marconi Plaza satisfies Criteria for Designation A and B.  
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Broadbent presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic 
Designation. Celeste Morello represented the nomination. No one represented the property 
owner.  
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Ms. Morello explained that she was looking to highlight the connection of the statue to the 
Hispanic communities of Philadelphia, as well as the connection to the Centennial Exhibition.  
 
Paul Steinke, representing the Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia, commented that 
the Alliance supports the nomination, and that any significant surviving artifacts from the 
Centennial Exhibition should be preserved. He inquired as to the date that the statue was 
moved to Marconi Plaza. Ms. Morello responded that it was moved in the mid-1970s. Mr. 
Laverty commented that he always assumed it was moved during the Sesquicentennial. Ms. 
Broadbent confirmed that Parks and Recreation has correspondence regarding the relocation of 
the statue in 1976, and noted that it is already included in the nomination.  
 
Ms. Cooperman commented that she appreciates the effort to determine the artist. Mr. Cohen 
commented that is was likely an Italian sculptor, but that a local artist would have made the 
base. He commented that the nomination was especially well-written and researched, especially 
in terms of highlighting the other celebrations of Columbus, both his American and Italian and 
Spaniard. Ms. Morello opined that much has been forgotten about the way that Columbus was 
regarded by the early patriots. Mr. Cohen suggested that more information could be included 
regarding the relocation of the statue.  
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the Christopher 
Columbus statue at Marconi Plaza satisfies Criteria for Designation A and B. 
  
 
ADDRESS: 1114-50 S 5TH ST 
Name of Resource: George Washington Public School 
Proposed Action: Designation    
Property Owner: School District of Philadelphia  
Nominator: Celeste Morello  
Staff Contact: Kim Broadbent, kim.broadbent@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 1114-50 S. 5th Street as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination argues that 
the 1935 school building is significant under Criteria for Designation C and E, as an example of 
the popular Art Deco style of the 1920s and 30s, and as a design by prolific Philadelphia public 
school architect Irwin T. Catharine.  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 1114-50 S. 5th Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C and E.  
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Broadbent presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic 
Designation. Celeste Morello represented the nomination. No one represented the property 
owner.  
 
Ms. Morello explained that she did not want to repeat any information that was already provided 
on the National Register nomination, which is why she focused on the artwork and any 
additional information that was omitted from the National Register nomination.  
 
Paul Steinke, representing the Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia, commented that 
the Alliance supports the nomination, and that Irwin Catharine was a prolific architect who 
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designed public schools in a great variety of styles throughout Philadelphia. Ms. Cooperman 
agreed, commenting that it is remarkable how much Catharine shaped the environment of the 
City. She opined that he is not as well-recognized as he should be, simply because he only had 
one client. She asked for clarification as to whether the school was listed on the original 1980s 
multiple property National Register nomination, or whether it was only surveyed. She 
commented that, while she appreciates the effort to keep the information separate, it is not 
necessary and a lot of the same information can be used in both nominations. Ms. Morello 
responded that she likes to do her own work.  
 
Ms. Klein commented that the property potentially meets additional Criteria for Designation, 
including Criteria D and H. Mr. Cohen agreed. 
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property at 1114-50 
S 5th Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C, D, E, and H. 
 
 
ADDRESS: 111 AND 201 E TABOR RD 
Name of Resource: St. James Methodist Episcopal Church  
Proposed Action: Designation   
Property Owner: St. James Methodist Episcopal Church 
Nominator: Keeping Society of Philadelphia  
Staff Contact: Kim Broadbent, kim.broadbent@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the properties at 111 and 201 E. Tabor Road 
as historic and list them on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination argues 
that the church complex satisfies Criteria for Designation A and J, for its association with the 
Saint James Methodist Episcopal Church, and as an example of the growth and development of 
the community which resulted in the congregation building larger churches on several occasions 
until the construction of the present church in 1910. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
properties at 111 and 201 E Tabor Road satisfy Criteria for Designation A and J.  
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Broadbent presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic 
Designation. Oscar Beisert represented the nomination. No one represented the property 
owner.  
 
Mr. Beisert commented that the Pastor wished for the buildings to be designated prior to her 
retirement, and he assisted with that process.  
 
Paul Steinke, representing the Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia, commented that 
the Alliance supports the nomination for this well-deserving and character-defining feature of the 
Olney neighborhood. 
 
Mr. Cohen asked about justification for Criterion A. Mr. Beisert responded that the congregation 
has been at this site for such an extended period of time, and the site has elements of the 
congregation’s entire history, so it reflects the way that the City developed over the years. He 
explained that many congregations often built new buildings on different sites, but this is a more 
unique example of a congregation that stayed in the same place and constructed new buildings 
to adapt. Mr. Laverty commented that it is an unusual neighborhood complex in that it has 
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maintained its traditional large footprint, which dates from a rural time, even as the surrounding 
neighborhood became dense.  
 
Ms. Cooperman asked about the potential of including Criterion I. Mr. Mooney responded that 
Criterion I absolutely applies to this site. He explained that the cemetery is listed as a 
component of the property, and should the owner decide to subdivide or build on the site in the 
future, having an archaeologist involved to ensure the graves remain preserved on the site is 
important.  
 
Mr. Cohen suggested the addition of Criterion H, owing to its unique location as a neighborhood 
landmark. He also suggested the addition of Criterion C and the removal of Criterion A. Ms. 
Cooperman opined that Criterion C does not apply to this church complex. Ms. Klein 
commented that she was pleased to see the interior mentioned on page 15. Ms. Cooperman 
clarified that it is not an interior nomination. Mr. Laverty asked if the stained glass windows are 
under the jurisdiction of the Commission. Ms. Cooperman confirmed this, stating that the 
windows are a part of the exterior envelope. Mr. Beisert asked if the archaeological significance 
pertains to the entire site, which Ms. Cooperman confirmed.  
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the properties at 111 
and 201 E Tabor Road satisfy Criteria for Designation H, I, and J.  
 
 
ADDRESS: 3500, 3504, AND 3508 BARING ST 
Name of Resource: Northminster Presbyterian Church and Rectory 
Proposed Action: Designation 
Property Owner: Metropolitan Baptist Church 
Nominator: Amy Lambert, University City Historical Society 
Staff Contact: Laura DiPasquale, laura.dipasquale@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 3500 and 3504 Baring Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, D, E, and J, but 
recommends that the parking lot at 3508 Baring be considered non-contributing in the 
nomination.  
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 3500, 3504 and 3508 Baring 
Street and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination argues that the 
former Northminster Presbyterian Church, built in 1875, is a historically significant work by 
Thomas Webb Richards, a prominent local architect best known for his design of College Hall 
on the University of Pennsylvania campus. The nomination contends that Webb’s design for the 
church, which was originally clad in serpentine, successfully adapted his polychromatic 
architectural ideas to the symbolic and practical requirements of a Presbyterian congregation. 
The nomination further argues that the church design represents the transformation in 
Protestant architecture from a rectangular, center aisle volume to a more theatrical exterior 
expression of the Auditorium Plan. The nomination also asserts that the church and its 
congregation represent the development of the Mantua and Powelton Village neighborhoods of 
West Philadelphia. Considered contributing to the property is the attached parsonage, 
constructed in 1904 by architects Wilson, Harris & Richards.  
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. DiPasquale presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic 
Designation. Amy Lambert, the nominator on behalf of the University City Historical Society, 
represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner.  



COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION, 15 FEBRUARY 2017 
PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION  

15 

  
Ms. Cooperman opened the floor to public comment. Paul Steinke of the Preservation Alliance 
for Greater Philadelphia spoke in support of the nomination. He opined that it is a strong 
nomination for deserving building. He noted that one point that the nomination makes is that the 
architect, Thomas Webb Richards, was the architect of the four original buildings on Penn’s 
campus, which are unquestionable landmarks in and of themselves. He stated that this building 
deserves to be considered in the same category. George Poulin of the Powelton Village Civic 
Association expressed support for the nomination, noting that it is an important historic 
resource. Neighbors John Phillips and Mark Brack also spoke in support of the nomination. Mr. 
Brack opined that it is an important local landmark and a significant example of Gothic Revival 
architecture. 
 
Ms. Cooperman asked when the building was re-clad in schist. Ms. Lambert responded that she 
could not pinpoint an exact date, but that it does not seem to have been too long after the 
building was built, somewhere around the turn of the twentieth century. Ms. Cooperman 
suggested that perhaps it was done in conjunction with the construction of the parsonage. Mr. 
Cohen opined that it seems like a substantial piece of work to not be documented. Ms. Lambert 
agreed, noting that she had trouble believing that it had originally been clad in serpentine 
because the task of re-cladding it in schist would have been monumental. She noted that the 
congregation seemed to have always been flush with funds, so perhaps it was not terribly 
difficult for them to take it on. Ms. Cooperman and Mr. Cohen mused on the failure and patching 
of the serpentine cladding of College Hall. Mr. Laverty questioned whether the serpentine was 
removed on this building, or whether the schist was applied over top of it. Ms. Lambert 
responded that she does not know for sure, but that she believes that the serpentine was 
removed, given the detail of the building, which would be much more clunky if the schist had 
been applied over top. Ms. Cooperman noted that there must be some other masonry load-
bearing construction behind the cladding. Mr. Laverty mused whether it was possible that 
Richards had serpentine left over from construction of College Hall. 
 
Mr. Cohen asked Ms. Lambert to elaborate on her description of the exterior of the building as 
“theatrical.” Ms. Lambert responded that she saw this building, which was constructed in 1875, 
as on a continuum from earlier buildings such as Christ Methodist Episcopal Church on N. 38th 
Street, which was constructed in 1870 and much more linear and symmetrical, and churches 
such as Columbia Avenue Presbyterian Church on Cecil B. Moore Avenue, constructed in 1891 
and much more elaborate. Ms. Lambert noted that this 1875 building shifted the tower towards 
the neighborhood, with parts beginning to branch off. Mr. Cohen responded that he is not sure 
he sees it as theatricality. Ms. Cooperman responded that it is easier to see in retrospect. Mr. 
Cohen asked whether Ms. Lambert meant that the entrance was more theatrical or the volumes. 
Ms. Lambert responded that there are two entrances, one in the tower at the sidewalk, pulling 
people in, and then the central, more dramatic entrance. Ms. Cooperman noted that the building 
addresses both street fronts. Mr. Cohen asked if there was a rarity of corner towers before this 
building. Ms. Lambert responded that she does not know if there was a rarity, but that she 
believes this building is expressing something new and interacting with the neighborhood, 
despite the fact that it has a very monumental presence. Ms. Cooperman noted that this is 
something that really comes to the fore in the following two decades, but agreed with Mr. 
Cohen, noting that it is hard not to look at these in a retrospective way. Ms. Cooperman 
appreciated the use of Jean Kilda’s argument in the nomination, and noted that the dominant 
corner tower does become the norm in subsequent decades, but this building is not quite there 
yet. She opined that it is dangerous to say that this architect was anticipating what was to come 
in the following decades, but that being said, it does have an important street presence no 
matter what. Ms. Lambert asked if the Committee members read the nomination as being more 
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anticipatory of what was to come, noting that she may have failed to put it in its time period. Ms. 
Cooperman responded that she may have been speaking slightly ahead of the game, but that 
she is delighted that Ms. Lambert included Kilda, and obviously Richards is an important figure 
and is not sufficiently recognized. Ms. Cooperman stated that it is a very worthy building, and 
these are minor architectural historian quibbles.  
 
Ms. Klein questioned whether the concrete walkway to the Baring Street entrance would have 
been the original material for the building. Ms. Lambert responded that she does not know 
definitively, but that concrete has been used for many centuries. She noted that she did not find 
any records that indicated that it was a different material. Ms. Klein opined that to have such a 
bland entry paving material seems stark in comparison to the highly ornamental building. Ms. 
Cooperman opined that the paving appears to date from the mid-twentieth century. Ms. 
DiPasquale questioned whether the 1928 photograph in the nomination shows the Baring Street 
entrance, noting that it appears to be concrete. Mr. Laverty noted that it does not appear to have 
been changed significantly. 
 
Mr. Cohen commented that he has been passing by this church for years and was always 
confounded by the stonework, which appears to be turn of the century, while the building was 
older, and this explains it. He opined that there are other things about it that are intriguing. He 
noted that Richards is a High Victorian goth, and that his design for the Presbyterian church is 
not so much the pointed Gothic, because Upjohn and others thought the Episcopalians got the 
claim to Gothic. He noted that Richards created a building that is not a pure Gothic Revival. He 
mused that the entrances with the double doors with the thin windows above suggest a gallery, 
and are almost announcing something that is more auditorium like, although in Protestant 
churches, there has something anti-liturgical going on with them since the eighteenth century. 
 
Mr. Cohen pointed out some minor architectural description terms, noting that the windows on 
the side might be segmental rather the elliptical. He explained that this generation of architects 
was not fond of ellipses. Mr. Cohen noted that the word lintels should be removed, as they are 
really more voussoirs. 
 
Mr. Cohen asked if the Richards in Wilson, Harris & Richards is the same Thomas Webb 
Richards. Ms. Lambert responded that she does not believe so. 
 
Ms. Lambert noted that she sees the building as more of a toned-down Romanesque design. 
Mr. Cohen responded that it is really a High Victorian approach to the Romanesque.  
 
Mr. Cohen asked why Ms. Lambert included Criterion A, and whether the building is significant 
to the city, state, or nation. Ms. Lambert responded that Richards certainly has city-level 
importance. She noted that she is not a native Pennsylvanian so she does not know how 
Richards fits in to the history of the Commonwealth. Ms. Cooperman responded that Richards’ 
significance is covered under Criterion E.  
 
Ms. Cooperman expressed her pet peeve of anthropomorphizing buildings with descriptions 
such as “welcoming.” She also noted that the term “home” should not be used to describe a 
“house.”  
  
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property satisfies 
Criteria for Designation C, D, E, and J, but not A.  
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ADDRESS: 3500-10 LANCASTER AVE 
Name of Resource: West Philadelphia Friends Meeting House and School 
Proposed Action: Designation 
Property Owner: Philadelphia Redevelopment Authority 
Nominator: George Poulin and Amy Lambert, University City Historical Society 
Staff Contact: Laura DiPasquale, laura.dipasquale@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 3500-10 Lancaster Ave satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, and J, but not 
Criterion H; the property is not situated at the terminus of Lancaster Avenue, as asserted, nor 
does it have any singular physical characteristic that represents an established and familiar 
visual feature in the neighborhood.  
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 3500-10 Lancaster Avenue 
and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that the 
property, constructed in 1901 for the Hicksite West Philadelphia Meeting, satisfies Criteria for 
Designation A, C, H, and J. The nomination argues that the property is a local landmark 
prominently sited at the eastern terminus of Lancaster Avenue. It further contends that the 
property is significant as a physical reminder of the religious and cultural importance and 
influence of the Quakers in the region during the nineteenth century, and specifically in the 
growing suburb of West Philadelphia. The nomination also argues that the property is significant 
as an expression of both Beaux-Arts and Colonial Revival architecture.  
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. DiPasquale presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic 
Designation. Amy Lambert and George Poulin represented the nomination. Theresa Shockley 
represented the equitable owner and tenant of the property.  
 
Mr. Poulin requested a continuance of the review, as he just learned that the property tenant 
has questions and concerns about the nomination, and he would like the opportunity to meet 
with them. Ms. Cooperman asked Mr. Farnham how to proceed. Mr. Farnham responded that 
the Committee would make a recommendation to the Commission to continue the matter and 
remand it to the Committee at a future meeting.  
 
Ms. Cooperman asked if the property tenant would like to make any comments. Ms. Shockley 
introduced herself and explained that she is the Executive Director of the Community Education 
Center, which has been the tenant of the property for 44 years and is soon to be the property 
owner. She noted that her organization is closing on the property in the next 30 days. She 
explained that as an arts institution, her board has concerns about freedom in terms of what 
might or might not want to do with the exterior. She clarified that her organization is interested in 
being part of the community and preserving the exterior of the building and has no intentions of 
doing anything drastic, but the board has concerns and would like to discuss the possible 
designation in greater detail.  
 
Ms. Cooperman opened the floor to public comment. Patrick Grossi of the Preservation Alliance 
commented that he does not have any objection to the continuance request, but explained to 
Ms. Shockley that designation would not have any impact to the interior of the property. Ms. 
Shockley responded that she understands. Mr. Grossi added that the Community Education 
Center is important to the history of this building in its own right, given its long tenancy.  
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the Commission table the review of the nomination and 
remand it back to the Committee for review at its 19 April 2017 meeting. 
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ADDRESS: 1647-57 N 3RD ST 
Name of Resource: St. Jakobus German Evangelical Lutheran Church 
Proposed Action: Designation     
Property Owner: Qiong Zhao Schicktanz, Tiffany Zhao, and Selina Zhao 
Nominator: Keeping Society of Philadelphia   
Staff Contact: Laura DiPasquale, laura.dipasquale@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 1647-57 N 3rd Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, D, and J.  
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 1647-57 N. 3rd Street and list 
it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that the former St. 
Jakobus German Evangelical Lutheran Church satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, D, and J. 
The nomination argues that the church, built in 1856, has significant interest or value as part of 
the development, heritage, and cultural characteristics of the city of Philadelphia and its 
German-American community. As one of the oldest German-Lutheran churches in the city, the 
nomination contends that St. Jakobus exemplifies the cultural, social, and historical heritage of 
the larger German community. The nomination further contends that the church embodies 
distinguishing characteristics of the Georgian Revival architectural style. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. DiPasquale presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic 
Designation. Oscar Beisert represented the nomination. Property owner Qiong Zhao Schicktanz 
represented the property. Sarah Chiu of the City Planning Commission provided Mandarin 
Chinese translation for the property owner. 
 
Mr. Beisert commented that, because so many early Lutheran churches have been lost, 
especially in the center of Philadelphia, this turns out to be one of the oldest German Lutheran 
churches near the center of Philadelphia. He opined that it is also interesting that it is similar to 
Trinity Lutheran church at the W. Queen Lane and Germantown Avenue. Mr. Cohen agreed, 
noting that they are remarkably similar. He asked if the architect for the latter building is known.  
 
Ms. Cooperman asked if the property owner would like to comment on the nomination. Ms. 
Schicktanz responded that this is her third Historical Commission-related meeting. She noted 
that she is now this building’s owner. Ms. Chiu translated for Ms. Schicktanz that when she 
purchased the church, it was a closed daycare center and the interior was severely deteriorated. 
On the second floor, one of the beams was completely rotten, so she has hired a structural 
engineer to fix all of the problems on the interior. She noted that the upper floor windows were 
all closed with plywood, and she has replaced the windows already. Ms. Chiu explained that Ms. 
Schicktanz has concerns about the roof, which needs major repairs, and she does not have the 
means to fix it. She wants to get suggestions from the City how and what to do that will be 
manageable. Ms. Cooperman responded that the Historical Commission’s staff can provide 
technical assistance. Mr. Beisert noted that he also could provide names of some affordable 
roofers who have worked on historic buildings.  
 
Ms. Chiu explained that Ms. Schicktanz is a sculptor herself and wants to convert this building 
into an art museum. She noted that the one exterior change that Ms. Schicktanz would like to 
make is to remove the cross at the top of the steeple. Ms. Cooperman responded that that 
would be a question for the full Historical Commission; this Committee is focused on the merits 
of the nomination. She asked if Mr. Farnham could address that question. Mr. Farnham 
responded that the staff could certainly look at the cross and make a determination as to 
whether its removal could be approved at the staff level and if not, could assist the owner in 
applying to the Historical Commission for its removal. Mr. Farnham noted that the Commission 
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previously approved the removal of a cross on a different former German Lutheran church on S. 
4th Street several years ago. He noted that the staff would be happy to help the property owner 
in any way outside of the meeting.  
 
Ms. Cooperman asked if there was anything else that Ms. Schicktanz would like to add. Ms. 
Schicktanz responded that she has no objection to designation.  
 
Ms. Cooperman opened the floor to public comment, of which there was none. 
 
Mr. Beisert noted that when they decided to build Trinity Lutheran church in Germantown, the 
English-speaking congregation admired St. Jakobus and hired the same contractor, whose last 
name was Bender.  
 
Ms. Cooperman commented that the property could potentially be by architect Samuel Sloan. 
Mr. Cohen noted that it is the correct time period for Sloan. Mr. Beisert responded that, although 
it has been a while since he wrote the nomination, he remembers searching for the architect 
and not being able to find who designed it. Ms. Cooperman replied that it just may not be 
recorded or digitized yet.  
 
Mr. Cohen opined that overall, the nomination was well-researched, but that Mr. Beisert used 
some terminology that he was not familiar with, for instance “canton.” Mr. Cohen noted that Mr. 
Beisert characterized the building as Georgian, but what is significant is how much the design is 
actually departing from Georgian. He suggested that it is clearly something that is trying to be 
post-Georgian, while using the color palette of Georgian. There are elements of the building that 
are very 1850s, such as arches that have no impost. Ms. Cooperman agreed, noting that Mr. 
Beisert was correct in calling it out as Georgian, but it is not the sort of archaeological approach 
to Georgian, it is more a recollection of the Georgian roots of the congregation presumably, in 
the 1850s version. Mr. Beisert noted that, although there are other examples, it was not hugely 
popular to build a church of this style and form at that time. Ms. Cooperman agreed, noting that 
it is an interesting conscious choice. Mr. Cohen opined that it is a remarkable transition from 
square base to round tower with little diagonal volutes.  
 
Addressing the Criteria for Designation, Mr. Cohen noted that he is never sure of the boundary 
between Criteria C and D. He commented that the question is much more about A, and asked if 
Mr. Beisert was hinging it on the importance of the German-American community. Mr. Beisert 
affirmed this and also noted that he drew from Mr. Farnham’s nomination for a church in West 
Philadelphia that talked about this neighborhood.  
 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property satisfies 
Criteria for Designation A, C, D, and J.  
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The Committee on Historic Designation adjourned at 11:35 a.m.  
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CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION 
§ 14-1004(1) Criteria for Designation. 
A building, complex of buildings, structure, site, object, or district may be designated for 
preservation if it: 

(a) Has significant character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or 
cultural characteristics of the City, Commonwealth, or nation or is associated with the life 
of a person significant in the past; 
(b) Is associated with an event of importance to the history of the City, Commonwealth 
or Nation; 
(c) Reflects the environment in an era characterized by a distinctive architectural style; 
(d) Embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style or engineering 
specimen; 
(e) Is the work of a designer, architect, landscape architect or designer, or professional 
engineer whose work has significantly influenced the historical, architectural, economic, 
social, or cultural development of the City, Commonwealth, or nation; 
(f) Contains elements of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship that represent a 
significant innovation; 
(g) Is part of or related to a square, park, or other distinctive area that should be 
preserved according to a historic, cultural, or architectural motif; 
(h) Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristic, represents an 
established and familiar visual feature of the neighborhood, community, or City; 
(i) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in pre-history or history; or 
(j) Exemplifies the cultural, political, economic, social, or historical heritage of the 
community. 
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PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION 
 

FRIDAY, 10 MARCH 2017 
ROOM 18-029, 1515 ARCH STREET 

BOB THOMAS, CHAIR 
 
PRESENT 
Robert Thomas, AIA, chair 
Emily Cooperman, Ph.D. 
Michael Fink, Department of Licenses & Inspections 
Anuj Gupta, Esq. 
Steven Hartner, Department of Public Property 
Melissa Long, Division of Housing & Community Development 
John Mattioni, Esq. 
Dan McCoubrey, AIA, LEED AP BD+C 
Rachel Royer, LEED AP BD+C 
R. David Schaaf, RA, Philadelphia City Planning Commission  
H. Ahada Stanford, Ph.D., Commerce Department 
Betty Turner, M.A. 
 
Jonathan Farnham, Executive Director 
Randal Baron, Historic Preservation Planner III 
Kim Broadbent, Historic Preservation Planner II 
Laura DiPasquale, Historic Preservation Planner II 
Meredith Keller, Historic Preservation Planner I 
 
 
ALSO PRESENT 
Oscar Beisert 
David S. Traub, Save Our Sites 
Paul Steinke, Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia 
Patrick Grossi, Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia 
Kathy Dowdell 
Michael McDermott, Coyle, Lynch & Co. 
Angelo Fatiga, Pennoni 
Stephen Kazanjian, Real Estate Strategies 
Nancy Weinberg, Save Our Sites 
Julia Frayman 
Zory Shmidoff 
Olga Shorokova, Alfa Engineering Inc. 
Thomas Adams, Pennoni 
Joe Loonstyn 
Peter Angelides, Econsult 
Matthew Ritsko, Intech Construction 
Jan Vacca, The Harman Group 
Dustin Downey, Southern Land Co. 
Tim Downey, Southern Land Co. 
Clara Wineberg, AIA, Solomon Cordwell Buenz 
David Gest, Esq., Ballard Spahr 
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Jed Levin 
Logan Dry 
George Thomas, CivicVisions 
Fred Baumert, Keast & Hood 
Henry Clinton 
Leonard F. Reuter 
Celeste Morello 
John Phillips, PVCA 
Carolyn Healy, PVCA 
Scott Woodruff, DesignBlendz 
Elizabeth Stegner, University City Historical Society 
Neil Sklaroff, Esq., Ballard Spahr 
Doug Mooney, Philadelphia Archaeological Forum 
Venise Whitaker 
Alan Greenberger 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
Mr. Thomas called the meeting to order at 9:05 a.m. Commissioners Cooperman, Fink, Gupta, 
Hartner, Long, Mattioni, McCoubrey, Royer, Schaaf, Stanford, and Turner joined him. 
 
 
MINUTES OF THE 654TH

 STATED MEETING OF THE PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION 
ACTION: Ms. Turner moved to adopt the minutes of the 654th Stated Meeting of the Philadelphia 
Historical Commission, held 10 February 2017. Mr. McCoubrey seconded the motion, which 
passed unanimously. 
 
SELECTION OF VICE CHAIR 
Mr. Thomas explained that the position of vice chair of the Historical Commission was vacant 
because the former vice chair, Sara Merriman, had resigned from the Commerce Department to 
take a job in the private sector. Mr. Thomas suggested Ms. Turner as vice chair. 
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to appoint Ms. Turner as the vice chair of the Historical 
Commission. Mr. Mattioni seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
 
REQUESTS TO CONTINUE NOMINATION REVIEWS 
Mr. Thomas and Ms. Cooperman recused from the discussion of the continuance request for 
the nomination for 100 S. Independence West Mall. Mr. Farnham presented the requests to 
continue the reviews of the nominations for 2041-55 Coral Street, 1642 Fitzwater Street, 100 S. 
Independence West Mall, 1600-06 And 1608-10 E. Berks Street (objects in St. Laurentius 
Church), and 3500-10 Lancaster Avenue to the Historical Commission. 
 

ACTION: Mr. Mattioni moved to continue the review of the nomination for 2041-55 Coral 
Street and remand it to the Committee on Historic Designation meeting in June 2017, 
and to continue the reviews of the nominations for 1642 Fitzwater Street, 100 S. 
Independence West Mall, 1600-06 And 1608-10 E. Berks Street (objects in St. 
Laurentius Church), and 3500-10 Lancaster Avenue and remand them to the Committee 
on Historic Designation meeting in April 2017. Ms. Royer seconded the motion, which 
passed unanimously. 
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THE REPORT OF THE ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE, 22 FEBRUARY 2017 
Dan McCoubrey, Chair 

 
CONSENT AGENDA 
Mr. Thomas introduced the consent agenda, which included applications for 2222 Delancey 
Place, 613 Pine Street, 15 Bank Street, 2322 Pine Street, and 1736 Green Street (aka 1735 
Brandywine Street). Mr. Thomas asked if any Commissioners had comments on the Consent 
Agenda. None were offered. Mr. Thomas asked if anyone in the audience had comments on the 
Consent Agenda. None were offered. 
 

ACTION: Mr. McCoubrey moved to adopt the recommendations of the Architectural 
Committee for the applications for 2222 Delancey Place, 613 Pine Street, 15 Bank 
Street, 2322 Pine Street, and 1736 Green Street (aka 1735 Brandywine Street). Mr. 
Schaaf seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
AGENDA 
 
ADDRESS: 1918-20 SANSOM ST 
Proposal: Complete demolition 
Review Requested: Final Approval 
Owner: 1911 Walnut Street LLC 
Applicant: Neil Sklaroff, Ballard Spahr LLP 
History: 1910; Dolan Garage 
Individual Designation: None 
District Designation: Rittenhouse Fitler Residential Historic District, Contributing, 2/8/1995 
Staff Contact: Jon Farnham, jon.farnham@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: The Architectural Committee voted to 
recommend that the Historical Commission deny the application, owing to the demolition, which 
does not satisfy the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, unless the Commission finds that the 
building cannot be used for any purpose for which it is or may be reasonably adapted, pursuant 
to Section 14-1005(6)(d) of the Philadelphia Code. The Committee additionally recommended 
that the application is thorough and complete; no other studies or analyses are required. 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL HARDSHIP RECOMMENDATION: Mr. McCoubrey moved that the 
Committee on Financial Hardship recommend to the Historical Commission that the building at 
1918-20 Sansom Street cannot be used for any purpose for which it is or may be reasonably 
adapted; that the owner has demonstrated that the sale of the property is impracticable because 
the application shows that a listing for sale with a third-party broker would be futile; that 
commercial rental cannot provide a reasonable rate of return; and that other potential uses of 
the property are foreclosed; pursuant to Section 14-1005(6)(d) of the Philadelphia Code. Ms. 
Trego seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 
 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes the complete demolition of the building at 1918-20 
Sansom Street. The property is not individually designated, but is classified as Contributing in 
the Rittenhouse Fitler Residential Historic District. The building was constructed as a garage in 
1910 and subsequently housed offices for a construction company, marketing firm, and other 
businesses before being converted for use as a funeral home. The building has been vacant 
since 1997. 
 
Section 14-1005(6)(d) of the preservation ordinance limits the Historical Commission to 
approving demolitions in two instances only, when the demolition is necessary in the public 
interest, and when the building cannot be reasonably adapted for any purpose. The application 
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contends that the building is in very poor condition and therefore cannot be used for any 
purpose for which it is or may be reasonably adapted. The case that the building cannot be 
reused is made in an affidavit with supporting exhibits. The affidavit recounts the recent history 
of the property and attempts to redevelop it. The exhibits include a series of reports by 
consultants regarding the existing conditions at the property as well as schematic architectural 
designs, construction cost estimates, and financial analyses for three proposed reuses, 
restaurant/retail, single-family residential, and office. The application concludes that none of the 
likely reuses is financially feasible. 
 
The Historical Commission retained a consultant, RES, with expertise analyzing the feasibility of 
the adaptive reuses of historic buildings to assess the application and make a recommendation 
to the Historical Commission regarding the validity of its claims. The consultant’s conclusions 
are presented in a written report. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Farnham presented the application to the Historical Commission. Attorneys 
Neil Sklaroff and David Gest, developers Tim and Dustin Downey, engineer Fred Baumert, 
financial analyst Peter Angelides, and construction cost estimator Matthew Ritsko the 
application. 
 
Mr. Sklaroff introduced the members of the development team. He reported that his client, 1911 
Walnut LLC and Southern Land Co., purchased the property and several adjacent properties in 
February 2015. He noted that his client successfully developed 3601 Market Street, a 26-story 
building. He described the lots in question. He stated that this application relates to the 
proposed demolition of the building at 1918-20 Sansom Street only. His client will submit 
additional applications for the renovations of the buildings at 1904 and 1906-16 Sansom and the 
new construction on the remainder of the site. He reported that he submitted an application to 
the Historical Commission in October 2015 to demolish the three buildings on Sansom Street: 
the Rittenhouse Coffee Shop, the Warwick Apartments, and the Garage. Since that submission, 
Southern Land has been working with neighboring stakeholders, the City Planning Commission, 
and the Office of Council President Clarke to create a plan of development. Pursuant to those 
discussions, Southern Land is narrowing its request and now seeks approval for the demolition 
of the Garage building only. The Rittenhouse Coffee Shop and Warwick will not be demolished, 
but will be used for affordable housing. The renovation and new construction work on the other 
sites will be submitted under separate applications. 
 
Mr. Sklaroff explained that his team analyzed the Garage and has documented that analysis in 
several reports included in the application. He stated that he would like to call on some of his 
experts to verify and explain the reports. He observed that his consultants looked into numerous 
possible reuses for the building and eventually narrowed the investigation down to three uses, 
which will be presented to the Commission. 
 
Mr. Sklaroff noted that curriculum vitae are included in the application for all consultants. Mr. 
Baumert, a structural engineer with Keast & Hood, stated that he has significant experience with 
historic buildings. Mr. Baumert stated that he prepared a report on the building in question, 
which was included with the application. He stated that he visited and inspected the building 
twice, once with a masonry contractor. He stated that he inspected every aspect of the interior 
and exterior of the building. He noted that the building is supported by steel beams that span 
across the space from masonry party wall to masonry party wall. The side walls are bearing 
walls, but the front wall is not. The walls are brick are 8 to 12 inches thick. The brick walls are 
stained with salts, which results from water infiltration into the brick walls. The water has 
washed the lime out of the mortar that keeps the brick in place. The mortar has been turned into 
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powder. The water has corroded the steel beams. The steel beams would need to be 
strengthened and, in some cases, replaced. The front wall is in “very poor condition.” It would be 
difficult to salvage. The interior brick in the front wall is entirely deteriorated. Water has 
damaged the inside and outside of the wall. The brick is coming apart, owing to the moisture 
and freeze-thaw cycles. Mr. Baumert stated that various campaigns of maintenance work have 
used a very hard, cement-based mortar that has damaged the brick. The faces of the brick are 
spalling off because of the hard mortar. Mr. Baumert stated that it would be very difficult to 
retain the front wall in place and repair it. The beam at the front wall needs replacement; to 
replace it, the second floor and roof would need to be shored. The steel beams supporting the 
floor slabs are in very poor condition, especially where they pocket into the walls; they would 
need to be repaired or replaced. Mr. Sklaroff asked Mr. Baumert if he provided a list of 
recommendations in his report. Mr. Baumert stated that he did provide recommendations and 
still agrees with them. Mr. Baumert stated that, if one could maintain the walls rather than 
replacing them, the building would need to be dried out owing to the extensive saturation. It 
would take as long as two years to dry out the building. Drawing the moisture out is a very slow 
process. Mr. Sklaroff stated that Mr. Baumert would answer any questions posed by the 
Commission. The Commission asked no questions. 
 
Mr. Sklaroff directed the Commission’s attention to a report by consulting engineers Edwards & 
Zuck on the air conditioning, heating, electrical, plumbing, and fire protection systems in the 
building. He noted that the engineers concluded that those systems do not exist in the building 
in any usable form. He also directed the Commission to a second report by consulting engineers 
Edwards & Zuck, which details the systems that would need to be added if the building were 
rehabilitated. Mr. Sklaroff then discussed the environmental reports by Pennoni. The reports 
detail hazardous materials like asbestos discovered in the building and the costs of remediating 
those hazards.  
 
Mr. Sklaroff stated his architectural consultant devised schematic plans for the three reuse 
scenarios that seemed most viable in light of the building’s location and configuration. Mr. 
Sklaroff explained that the structural engineering firm reviewed the Keast & Hood analysis of the 
structure as well as the architect’s schematic plans and proposed the structural remediation and 
improvement necessary for reuse. Describing their process, Mr. Sklaroff reported that Intech 
provided construction cost estimates for each of the three adaptive reuse scenarios, 
restaurant/retail, single-family residence, and office, based on the reports of the architectural, 
structural engineering, environmental engineering, and systems engineering consultants. He 
introduced Mr. Ritsko of Intech Construction, who discussed the construction cost estimates at 
Exhibit N in the application. Mr. Ritsko explained that he and his colleagues have 30 years of 
experience generating construction cost estimates. He stated that he relied on the expert 
reports presented earlier as the basis of his cost estimating. He stated that he and others at his 
firm visited the site and inspected the building and also reviewed all of the expert reports. He 
stated that they established a scope of work and then prepared a detail cost estimate for each 
of the three reuse scenarios. He stated that each of the three scopes is different, but similar. 
Each of the cost estimates is about $3 million. He stated that his company has 30 years of 
collective experience working on construction cost estimating in Philadelphia. Mr. Ritsko 
explained that he has presented two versions of the cost estimates. The first version of the 
estimate is the original Intech estimate. Then ICI reviewed the estimate and made suggestions. 
The second version of the estimate is the original Intech estimate reconciled with the ICI 
corrections. Mr. Ritsko explained that the estimate also changed slightly when the two buildings 
to the east were removed from the project. It costs more to dry out the Garage alone than it 
costs to dry it as part of a larger drying project with the other buildings. He stated that the items 
that changed between the first and second versions were the drying costs and the kitchen 
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cabinet correction offered by ICI. He stated that the estimates were provided in February 2016. 
He stated that the estimates were not adjusted for the escalation of construction costs from 
2016 to 2017. Also, the building has deteriorated more over the intervening time. Mr. Farnham 
explained that ICI is International Consultants, Inc., a construction cost estimating firm that RES, 
the City’s independent consultant, hired to undertake independent construction cost estimates 
to verify the accuracy of Intech’s estimates. 
 
Mr. Angelides stated that he is a Principal at Econsult Solutions, Inc. and teaches at the 
University of Pennsylvania. Econsult specializes in the analyses of economic development, 
transportation, and real estate projects and in public policy and finance. Mr. Angelides stated 
that he has prepared several financial feasibility analyses for applications to the Historical 
Commission and other venues. In preparation for his work on this project, he reviewed all of the 
expert reports and discussed the project with the experts. He stated that he and the team 
considered many possible reuses, but decided to analyze the three most likely of success in 
depth. He stated that he analyzed three scenarios in depth, restaurant/retail, single-family 
residential, and office. Mr. Sklaroff noted that the financial analyses are in the report at Exhibit 
Q. He asked Mr. Angelides if he still agrees with his analyses. Mr. Angelides stated that he does 
agree with them. 
 
Mr. Angelides displayed a Powerpoint presentation. He provided his conclusion first. He stated 
that there is no use to which 1918-1920 Sansom Street may be reasonably adapted given the 
cost of renovations and the revenues that can be expected by those uses. He stated that the 
building cannot be reused in an economically viable way. He stated that he analyzed three 
scenarios, restaurant/retail, single-family residential, and office. For the restaurant/retail use, the 
total project cost is projected to be $4.5 million, the annual net operating income would be 
$100,000, the completed project value would be $1.0 million, the value created would be -$3.5 
million, and the net present value would be -$2.1 million. For the single-family residential use, 
the total project cost is projected to be $4.2 million, the sales income would be $1.8 million, the 
completed project value would be $1.3 million, the value created would be -$2.9 million, and the 
net present value would be -$2.0 million. For the office use, the total project cost is projected to 
be $4.5 million, the annual net operating income would be $100,000, the completed project 
value would be $0.7 million, the value created would be -$3.8 million, and the net present value 
would be -$2.4 million. In general, one would lose about $2 million on a $4 million investment in 
this building. 
 
Mr. Angelides showed a map of the 1918-1920 Sansom Street location and displayed a current 
photograph of the building. He displayed a photograph of the deteriorated condition of the 
interior and explained that it would require a significant investment to be reused. 
 
Mr. Angelides explained that he not only undertook financial analyses, but also conducted 
numerous interviews to understand the current state of the marketplace. He looked at 
comparable rents and sales in the area and talked to experts in those fields. He stated that he 
looked at financing costs, construction costs, development costs, and operating costs as well as 
operating revenue. He explained that he also considered incentives. He noted that the only as-
of-right incentive is the Philadelphia tax abatement. He stated that he also considered other 
potential subsidies like low-income housing subsidies and historic tax credits, but noted that 
they are not guaranteed, but only potentialities. He stated that the historic tax credit is not 
included in his base analysis, but is included in a variation and does not change the 
conclusions. He concluded that his analysis is predicated on realistic assumptions for revenues 
and costs. However, it does include one unrealistic assumption. It assumes that a bank would 
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provide a loan based on the construction costs. A bank would not provide a loan based on 
construction costs, but would only loan on the value created, which is negative. 
 
Mr. Angelides discussed the three reuse scenarios. He stated that the configuration of the 
building limits options. It is a long, narrow space. It lacks windows on the sides and has no 
possibility of windows on the sides; skylights could be installed. It has low ceiling heights. He 
displayed architectural plans and discussed the gross and net space for the three reuse 
scenarios. He discussed the retail scenario first. The architectural plans show that the building 
would provide 4,312 square feet of retail space over two floors. He contended that 1918-1920 
Sansom Street is not ideal retail space. He stated that retail renters like corners and wide street 
frontages. It is not on a corner. It has an undesirable interior layout. It is a larger space than 
most retailers want and a deeper space than most want. The 1900-block of Sansom Street is 
not prime location. Sansom Street retail is focused on lower value uses. The block of Sansom 
Street around 1918-1920 is not a developed or inviting streetscape. He displayed a table of 
current asking rents for comparable, nearby retail space. The rents varied from about $20 to 
about $50 per square foot. He reported that his analysis assumes $52 per square foot for the 
ground floor and $27 per square foot for the second floor. He reported that the retail use would 
generate $100,000 in net annual income when accounting for vacancy and operating expenses. 
He stated that the development cost for the retail scenario is $4.5 million and concluded that the 
operating income would not support such an investment. He stated that the net present value 
for the retail scenario would be -$2.1 million; there would be no return on investment; and the 
net value of project would be -$3.5 million. He stated that retail or restaurant is not a feasible 
reuse scenario. 
 
Mr. Angelides then discussed the residential scenario. He stated that this scenario presumes 
that the building would be used as a single-family residence. Single-family units in the area 
usually sell for $300 per square foot to $500 per square foot. The inability to install windows in 
the side facades severely limits the number of bedrooms. The building at 1918-1920 Sansom 
Street, fully rehabbed, is estimated to sell for $341 per square foot. He displayed tables of 
recently completed and current sales of comparable, nearby properties. The sales ranged from 
$204 to $578 per square foot. The house would sell for $1.8 million in current dollars, or $1.91 
million at the time of sale in a few years. The cost to sell would be $150,000. The net revenue 
from the sale would be $1.76 million. He reported that the development cost would be $4.2 
million, but the net revenue would only be about $1.8 million, today, but $1.91 when it would be 
ready for sale. The residential project would have a net present value of -$2.0 million; no return 
on investment; and a net value of -$2.9 million. He concluded that residential is not a feasible 
reuse scenario. 
 
Mr. Angelides then discussed the office scenario. The schematic architectural plans propose a 
4,104 square foot leasable office building. It would likely be a single-tenant office space 
because of the size and layout. The building would result in Class B office space owing to 
configuration, low ceilings, and low natural light. Also, the location is “weird.” He displayed a 
table of asking rents for comparable office space in the area. He explained that asking rents are 
between $18 and $26 per square foot. He estimated an achievable rent of $23 per square foot 
for this building. Mr. Angelides stated that his firm recently obtained office space for itself of 
about the size in question. The analysis his firm undertook very recently for its new office space 
showed that the proposed rents used in the rental scenario were very reasonable. He stated 
that his model predicts a total annual revenue of $95,000. Factoring annual operating expenses 
of $30,000, it would produce a net annual income of $65,000. The development cost would be 
$4.5 million, which is greatly in excess of the value generated. The net present value would be -
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$2.4 million; there would be no return on investment; and the net value of project would be -$3.8 
million. Commercial office space is not a feasible reuse scenario for this property. 
 
Mr. Angelides displayed a table summarizing his results and showing that none of the scenarios 
would produce a feasible project. Mr. Angelides stated that he conducted a variety of sensitivity 
analyses to determine the effects of adjusting assumptions on the outcomes. He displayed a 
table with his results. He tested the outcomes when removing all land costs; adding in federal 
and state historic tax credits; using ICI’s costs estimates; adding 20% to the rents and sales 
prices; and combining all four sensitivity tests. Even when simultaneously removing all land 
costs, adding in federal and state historic tax credits, using ICI’s costs estimates, and adding 
20% to the rents and sales prices, there is no scenario that is close to feasible. The best case 
scenario, single-family residential, is still $900,000 in the red with all of the adjustments to the 
financial model. Mr. Angelides concluded that there is no use to which 1918-1920 Sansom 
Street may be reasonably adapted, given the cost of renovations and the revenues that can be 
expected from those uses. No reuse project is feasible. 
 
Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Angelides if he considered a mixed-use project with retail on the first 
floor and residential on the second floor. He stated that the lack of windows at the sides at the 
first floor would not be an imposition on a retail use and the second floor could have skylights. 
He also noted that, if the building were rehabilitated for single-family residence for sale, it would 
not be eligible for the historic preservation tax credits. Mr. Angelides agreed that the building 
would not be eligible for the tax credits if sold outright as a residence, meaning that the project 
is even less viable than the sensitivity analysis shows. Mr. Angelides then discussed the mixed-
use scenario. He noted that they did consider such a scenario. He stated that the upper-floor 
rent for the retail scenario, $27 per square foot, is comparable to residential rental rates. 
Therefore, the upper-floor retail and residential analyses would be almost identical. However, 
construction costs for residential and mixed-use are greater. One can safely conclude that a 
mixed-use building would not be financially feasible; “it wouldn’t even come close.” Mr. Thomas 
noted that creating a private entrance to the second-floor residential would be difficult. Mr. 
Angelides concluded that one “could build that building, probably, but the numbers don’t work.” 
 
Mr. Sklaroff asked if anyone had questions. Mr. Thomas noted that Southern Land purchased 
the property two years ago. He noted that the building suffered while vacant, beginning in 1997. 
Mr. Sklaroff responded that the condition of the building exacerbates the difficulty in reusing it, 
but the configuration with low ceilings and few windows also makes it difficult to reuse. Mr. 
Thomas stated that the Historical Commission has a responsibility to determine whether the 
current or past owners have responsibility for the current condition. Is this a case of demolition 
by neglect? Mr. Sklaroff stated that this owner has no responsibility in allowing the condition to 
deteriorate. The building was in the current condition when purchased two years ago. Mr. 
Thomas agreed that the current owner is not responsible for the poor condition. 
 
David Traub of Save Our Sites stated that this matter is of considerable importance. The 
decision on this application “will have significant ramifications and set precedent for the future.” 
Mr. Traub insisted that he be allotted as much time for his presentation as the applicants were 
given for theirs. Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Traub to move away from the microphone because his 
voice was much too loud. He stated that this application is different than the proposed 
demolition of Jeweler’s Row because this building is already listed on the Philadelphia Register 
of Historic Places. Although it is only one building, “Philadelphia is being chipped away at, one 
building at a time. I say ‘chipped away at.’” He claimed that these three buildings, the Warwick 
Row or the Sansom Three, are a trio of buildings; there are three of them. He challenged the 
notion that contributing buildings in historic districts are less important than significant buildings, 



 

PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION, 10 MARCH 2017 9 
PHILADELPHIA’S PRINCIPAL PUBLIC STEWARD OF HISTORIC RESOURCES 

because a historic district would be nothing without the contributing buildings. “Demolishing 
designated buildings creates cynicism on the part of the citizenry and discourages them from 
proposing further designations, which we all want to do.” He claimed that Southern Land is not 
eligible for a hardship finding because it is the “end-user” of the building. Southern Land 
purchased the building to “incorporate” it into the larger development. Southern Land has no 
intention to sell or rent the building separately. It intends to incorporate this space into a new 
building on the adjacent lot. The building cannot be analyzed individually. He commented that 
the façade of this building is beautiful and the entry portal is a distinguished piece of 
architecture. The three historic buildings have fused together over time as a trio in the public 
consciousness, and to destroy one is to spoil the integrity of the whole. He opined that tourists 
want to enjoy a mix of old and new buildings, and the city needs to retain its low buildings like 
those found on this block. He suggested that the front façade and approximately 20 feet of the 
existing building be retained and incorporated into the new construction project. He commented 
that the building is not much larger than a typical townhouse, and townhouses are always 
having their front facades restored. He opined that it cannot be considered a burden for a 
development company as large as Southern Land. He referenced the Divine Lorraine, which 
was vacant for many years prior to its ongoing restoration. He stated that Inga Saffron reported 
that Southern Land was unaware of the condition of the buildings when it purchased them. He 
added that Southern Land stated that it would incorporate the historic buildings into its tower 
project. Mr. Traub contended that Southern Land should have sealed the building when it 
purchased it two years ago. He stated that the building was in very poor condition when 
purchased two years ago, but any additional deterioration over the last two years is self-inflicted. 
Mr. Traub stated that the degree of financial hardship should be measured against the owner’s 
financial capacity. Southern Land is not impecunious. The cost to restore this building is 
“miniscule” when compared to the total project cost, which is “millions and millions of dollars.” 
The building is the size of two townhouses. Mr. Traub stated that renovations to the building in 
question “would be a hardship for me or any other small developers who do such work in 
Philadelphia, but not for Southern Land,” which has lots of money. Small developers struggle 
with buildings in poor condition. It is “an insult” that Southern Land, with all of its money, claims 
a hardship. Mr. Traub suggested keeping the façade and first 10 or 20 or more feet of the 
Garage building. The preserved façade would serve as a model that we can all be proud of. Mr. 
Traub displayed a rendering of the streetscape on the 1900-block of Sansom with the building 
restored. 
 
Paul Steinke of the Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia stated that the Alliance 
shares in spirit an affection for this building. He stated that his organization has reviewed the 
application and does not oppose it. He asserted that the application demonstrates that the 
building meets the test of hardship. He stated that the Alliance also appreciates that the 
developer will preserve the other two buildings on the site. He stated that the Alliance 
appreciates the way in which the developer has worked with the community. He stated that the 
condition of the building is very poor, owing to its vacancy and the water infiltration. He 
concluded that the Alliance does not oppose this project. 
 
Nancy Weinberg introduced herself and stated that she is a member of Save Our Sites. She 
claimed that Philadelphia has recently been designated as a World Historical Site. Mr. Thomas 
corrected that it was designated as a World Heritage City. Ms. Weinberg asserted that the city 
“has some responsibility for maintaining that responsibility.” This building with the other two “is 
more than the sum of its parts and achieves a greater significance for the city historically and 
economically as well.” She suggested that “that be recognized and observed as a valid criteria.” 
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Cary Bryan introduced herself as a resident of the area. She stated that these buildings have 
been subject to neglect for 20 years. She asked why, if Southern Land has owned the building 
for two years, there is a “broken, open window next to the front entrance.” It would be easy to 
put up a board. She asked why Southern Land let it rot. She stated: “I’m angry. Yes.” 
 
Oscar Beisert introduced himself as an architectural historian. He stated that he is not opposed 
to the project. He asked for the preservation of the Sansom Street façade. Saving facades is 
standard in other cities. To demolish the façade would be a waste of the architectural value. 
 
Mr. Sklaroff stated that his client will attempt to save elements of the front façade for use 
elsewhere in the project. He also noted that his client will preserve the two adjacent buildings for 
use as low-income housing. He asserted, however, that these efforts by his client should have 
no bearing on the Commission’s decision in this case, which should be predicated solely on the 
case regarding feasibility of reuse. Mr. Sklaroff objected to Mr. Traub’s misconception that the 
extent of the financial resources of the property owner is the proper measure for hardship. Mr. 
Thomas noted that recordation is sometimes required when a building is approved for 
demolition. Mr. Sklaroff again observed that he is not asking the Commission to base its 
decision on the preservation of elements of the building or the preservation of the adjacent 
buildings. Mr. Sklaroff asserted that Southern Land is working in good faith with numerous 
parties, but will not know whether it can save elements of the façade until the demolition work is 
underway. Mr. Sklaroff contended that what is preserved or not preserved should play no role in 
the Commission’s decision. The Commission must consider feasibility of reuse only. He 
concluded that the Commission must not compel the property owner to expend funds on 
preservation if it determines that the property suffers from a hardship. Mr. Sklaroff 
acknowledged that the property and surrounding properties will continue to be subject to the 
Historical Commission’s jurisdiction. 
 
Mr. Downey stated that he is sympathetic to those who would like the building saved. He stated 
that he is sorry that he cannot save it all. He stated that he has promised to save the Warwick 
and the Coffee Shop and he will honor that promise, but it is costing significant amounts of 
money to save them. He stated that he will be more careful about what he promises in the 
future. He again stated that he will keep his promise. Mr. Downey stated that he will endeavor to 
save elements from the Garage building, but he cannot commit to saving them until he has a 
better understanding of them. Mr. Sklaroff stated that they could demonstrate that the Warwick 
and the Coffee Shop also suffer from hardships, but will save them nonetheless. Mr. Sklaroff 
stated that they will submit applications to restore the Warwick and the Coffee Shop as housing 
in the near future. Mr. Mattioni noted that the Historical Commission is bound by the historic 
preservation ordinance and cannot simply do as it chooses. He observed that it would be nice to 
find someone with deep enough pockets to restore everything, but the Commission cannot 
compel a property owner to restore the building or salvage elements if it has found that there is 
no reasonable reuse for a building and demolition is the only way to restore value to the 
property. Mr. Mattioni concluded that the Commission must comply with the law. 
 
Mr. Gupta asked Mr. Downey if he had considered saving the front façade. Mr. Downey 
responded that they have considered saving it, but doing so would be almost impossible. He 
stated that he could recall his engineer from the audience to testify about the problems with 
saving the façade, but the primary problem is that the brick is in such poor condition that it 
would crumble if disturbed. Mr. Downey stated that he cannot commit to saving the façade 
because it would be very difficult and expensive to save it. Mr. Gupta asked why the brick of the 
Garage is in worse condition than that of the adjacent Warwick. Mr. Sklaroff responded that the 
all three buildings are in very poor condition. Southern Land has committed to saving the 
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Warwick and Coffee Shop, but cannot save the Garage. He stated that Southern Land will not 
make money on those properties. It will be very expensive to dry them out for reuse; the drying 
alone will take eight months to two years. Mr. Baumert, the structural engineer, added that the 
brick on the Garage is much softer and in worse condition than the brick at the Warwick. He 
noted that the interior brick of the Garage is so soft that one can grab handfuls of clay with bare 
hands. The front façade does not have sufficient integrity to be saved. Mr. Sklaroff added that 
they considered every possibility with the Garage and concluded that it could not be saved. 
 
Mr. Traub stated that this “economic hardship doesn’t abide with the nature, spirit, and letter of 
the historic preservation ordinance. It applies to some situation that this is not and their 
argument is really in the abstract.” 
 
Mr. Beisert stated that he is not opposed to this project and understands the need to demolish 
almost the entire building, but saving a façade is not impossible. He observed that facades are 
saved and incorporated into new construction frequently in Washington DC and also in 
Louisville, Kentucky. It is a common practice, but not a desirable practice from a preservation 
perspective. It is a standard practice. He claimed that he has witnessed eight-story facades 
preserved in areas of Washington DC with less economic viability than this area. He contended 
that saving the front façade would be a good compromise. He asserted that this building is 30% 
of the total amount of historic fabric on the entire block. He noted that the Commission approved 
the demolition of the Boyd Theater and remarked that the new construction project to replace it 
may not even occur. He urged the Historical Commission to require the preservation of the 
façade, claiming that “it is done everywhere else.” Mr. Thomas disagreed with Mr. Beisert’s 
contention that facades are not retained and reused in Philadelphia. He noted that the Historical 
Commission recently approved the incorporation of the historic Royal Theater façade into a new 
building. He noted that the Historical Commission also approved the retention of two facades 
and their incorporation into a larger project for the Curtis School of Music on the 1600-block of 
Locust Street. Mr. Thomas stated that he could point to a dozen examples of the preservation of 
historic facades in Philadelphia. He dismissed Mr. Beisert’s claim that facades are never 
preserved in Philadelphia. He observed that the question before the Commission is whether the 
building can be feasibly reused. He noted that the conditions are similar at the other two 
buildings in the row, but the developer has agreed to save them at great cost. He stated that the 
Commission cannot require an “angel” to step in and save buildings at a financial loss. Mr. 
Baumert refuted Mr. Beisert’s testimony. He stated that his engineering firm knows how to 
preserve and reuse facades; it is not ignorant. In this case, the façade is too deteriorated to 
save. Mr. Thomas agreed with Mr. Baumert that his firm has the knowledge and capability to 
engineer the preservation of facades and their reincorporation into new buildings. 
 
Ms. Weinberg stated that she “would like to suggest that there is a larger and relevant civic 
responsibility to save this façade. Thank you.” 
 
Meg Sowell and Stephen Kazanjian of Real Estate Strategies-RES Advisors, the independent 
consultants retained by the City to analyze the application, presented their conclusions. Ms. 
Sowell provided a summary of her decades of experience with housing and commercial 
rehabilitation projects, including as the project manager of the historic Jekyll Island Hotel. She 
stated that she and Mr. Kazanjian collaborated on similar work in Baltimore. She stated that Mr. 
Kazanjian has extensive experience in such analyses. Ms. Sowell explained that her firm 
subcontracted to construction cost estimator, ICI, which evaluated and corroborated the costs 
included in the application. She stated that ICI has extensive experience with historic buildings. 
Ms. Sowell directed the Historical Commission to their report. She stated that she agrees with 
the analysis undertaken by the applicants. She stated that she and her partner were unable to 
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identify any feasible reuse for the building in question at 1918-20 Sansom Street. She stated 
that the building suffers because of its poor condition as well as its configuration; it is very deep 
with few windows at the front and back and no possibility of windows on the side facades. She 
noted that the documentation in the application indicates that the front façade was replaced 
about 1950, when the building was converted from a garage to an office building. It is a lovely 
façade, but it is not historic; it is a later addition.  
 
Ms. Sowell stated that she and Mr. Kazanjian undertook an independent analysis of the 
application. She stated that her company has been involved with this case on behalf of the 
Historical Commission since November 2015. She stated that they inspected the interior and 
exterior of the property. The building is in extremely poor condition. She stated that they walked 
the neighborhood and looked at the surroundings in order to understand the building in its 
context. By understanding the context, they were able to evaluate potential reuses. She 
reported that they met with representatives of Southern Land, Center City Residents 
Association, the Preservation Alliance, private developers, and other parties to understand the 
real estate environment. She stated that the reviewed and verified all of the numbers in the 
application. She stated that they questioned all of the construction costs in the application. They 
considered all of the redevelopment scenarios. They assessed all of the assumptions and 
calculations provided by Econsult. She reported that they surveyed rental and sales prices in 
the area to ensure that the numbers in the application reflected reality. She noted that they re-
analyzed the numbers used in the application, which was first prepared more than one year 
ago, to ensure that they had not changed over time. She reported that the analyses are still 
valid. She noted that three sets of cost estimates for the construction of the three most viable 
reuses were generated. The applicant’s consultant, Intech, generated the first. The consultant’s 
subcontractor, ICI, generated the second. And Intech generated the third, based on the 
comments and criticisms from ICI. Ms. Sowell stated that they analyzed the three reuse 
strategies proposed by the applicant as well as other strategies like a nightclub, industrial use, 
garage parking, hotel use, and apartments. The building would only accommodate eight 
apartments or 10 hotel rooms, not enough for it to be profitable. She stated that the building was 
too small for any useful light well. Ms. Sowell stated that they reran the analyses for the three 
selected uses. She explained that they reran the retail scenario with updated comparable costs 
based on the current rental market in the immediate area. She reported that the conclusions of 
their analyses were so close to Econsult’s conclusions that they considered Econsult’s older 
analysis to continue to be valid; in that analysis, Econsult concluded that restaurant and retail 
were not feasible. Ms. Sowell explained that they ran the single-family sensitivity analysis as 
had Mr. Angelides, but also added the historic tax credit into the single-family residential 
because one could fashion a scheme where the house was rented for the five-year recapture 
period. However, even with the added tax credit, no land cost, 120% of the revenue, the lower 
ICI costs, and all of the subsidies, the single-family scenario was not feasible. She stated that 
they tested the per-square-foot cost of the single-family house and found that theirs was almost 
equal to Econsult’s. She stated that they then explored what would happen to values if the 
immediate neighborhood improved very quickly with nearby development. They also explored 
adding amenities to the house like a rooftop garden and garages. However, even with an 
optimistic outlook and added amenities, along with the other sensitivity changes, the house 
option was not feasible. She explained that they reran the office analysis using lower costs, 
higher rents, more incentives, and no land costs, and still ended up with a project that was not 
feasible. Ms. Sowell concluded that there is no reasonable use for the building in question. 
There is no financially feasible way to adaptively reuse the building. The value generated by any 
new use as measured by net present value is insufficient to provide a reasonable return on the 
investment required to renovate the properties. Mr. Kazanjian agreed. 
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Mr. Schaaf asked if Ms. Sowell had assessed a scheme to add floors to the building. He noted 
that floors had been constructed on a historic building on the 700-block of Chestnut Street. He 
noted that that building originally had additional floors, but they had been removed. The project 
replaced the missing floors. Ms. Sowell asked Mr. Farnham to answer the question. Mr. 
Farnham responded that, for a finding of financial hardship, the ordinance requires the Historical 
Commission to find the building cannot be used for any purpose for which it is or may be 
reasonably adapted. The Commission must decide what constitutes a “reasonable” adaptation. 
He noted that the Commission discussed the limits of a reasonable adaptation during the Boyd 
Theater case. The former director of the Preservation Alliance had suggested during that review 
that one could convert the Boyd auditorium into office space by leveling the existing floor and 
adding floors. The conversion would have required major renovations. The Commission 
concluded that that was not a reasonable adaptation. One could add 50 stories to a two-story 
building to make it profitable, but that addition would not be a reasonable adaptation. Mr. 
Farnham suggested that the Commission would need to determine, for example, whether 
adding two stories on a two-story building, thereby doubling the space, was a reasonable 
adaptation. He advised the Commission that it is the body that decides what is and is not 
reasonable. Mr. Farnham observed that adding a stair tower or a small penthouse addition 
might be reasonable, but doubling the space of a building probably was not. 
 
Mr. Traub spoke again, asserting that the analysis of the feasibility of reuse was “out of focus, 
very much in the abstract, and does not apply to this situation.” “There is no intention to sell or 
rent this property as a separate parcel.” He asserted that Southern Land intends to use this 
property as an extension of the rental property immediately to the west. There is a use for the 
building as part of the larger development. It can be incorporated into the scheme. He said that 
the developer should retain 10 or 20 or 25 feet of the front of the building with the façade.  
 
Mr. Thomas asked his fellow Commissioners if the Commission should require the developer to 
provide photographic documentation of the building before it is demolished. Mr. Farnham 
explained that Section 14-1005(6)(c) of the historic preservation ordinance allows the 
Commission to require an owner, at the owner’s expense, to document a building to be 
demolished according to the documentation standards of the Historic American Buildings 
Survey and the Historic American Engineering Record (HABS/HAER) for deposit with the 
Historical Commission. He noted, however, that this building has been documented extensively 
over the last 15 years or so, as various property owners have sought to demolish it. He reported 
that the Historical Commission holds extensive information on the building, and additional 
documentation would be superfluous. 
 

ACTION: Mr. Mattioni moved to find that the building at 1918-20 Sansom Street cannot 
be used for any purpose for which it is or may be reasonably adapted; that the owner 
has demonstrated that the sale of the property is impracticable because the application 
shows that a listing for sale with a third-party broker would be futile; that commercial 
rental cannot provide a reasonable rate of return; and that other potential uses of the 
property are foreclosed; and to approve the application for complete demolition, 
pursuant to Section 14-1005(6)(d) of the Philadelphia Code. Mr. Fink seconded the 
motion, which passed unanimously. 
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ADDRESS: 2222 DELANCEY PL 
Proposal: Construct roof decks with pilot house 
Type of Review Requested: Final Approval 
Owner: Alex Bastian & Marta Parentes Ribes 
Applicant: Charles Capaldi, LCaVA Architects, llp 
History: 1877 
Individual Designation: 9/12/1974 
District Designation: Rittenhouse Fitler Residential Historic District, Contributing, 2/8/1995 
Staff Contact: Kim Broadbent, kim.broadbent@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: The Architectural Committee voted to 
recommend approval, provided a mockup demonstrates that the rooftop construction is 
inconspicuous from the public right-of-way, including to a potential height of seven feet to 
account for umbrellas; the railing is changed to a black metal picket; a front elevation is 
provided; and the pilot house roof and walls are minimized, pursuant to Standard 9 and the 
Roofs Guidelines. 
 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes to construct roof decks and a pilot house on the main 
block and rear ell of this property. The pilot house would provide access to a front deck, set 
back 12 feet from Delancey Place, and a rear deck, set back nine feet from the rear wall. The 
pilot house would be partially visible from Fitler Square, as is the pilot house at the next door 
property at 2220 Delancey Place, which the Historical Commission approved in 2002 along with 
a deck on the rear ell. 
 

ACTION: See Consent Agenda 
 
 
ADDRESS: 613 PINE ST 
Proposal: Construct additions at front and rear 
Review Requested: Final Approval 
Owner: Igor Frayman 
Applicant: Paul Kreamer, Alfa Engineering Inc. 
History: 1990; Stephen Varenhorst, architect 
Individual Designation: None 
District Designation: Society Hill Historic District, Contributing, 3/10/1999 
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE COMMENT: The Architectural Committee voted to recommend 
approval, with the staff to review details, pursuant to Standards 2 and 9. 
 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes to construct a second-story addition at the Pine Street 
façade and a third-story addition at the rear. The building is identified as Contributing in the 
Society Hill Historic District. However, the current building was constructed in 1990, replacing 
the c. 1980 structure, which was classified as Contributing in the inventory because of the 
involvement of the Redevelopment Authority in its construction. The addition at the front façade 
would mimic the elements of the building’s original detailing, such as its precast stone trim, slate 
roofing, red brick veneer, metal railings, and window configurations. Similarly, the rear would 
incorporate slate roofing and precast stone trim at the cornice, and would duplicate the existing 
window configurations of the second story. 
 

ACTION: See Consent Agenda 
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ADDRESS: 15 BANK ST 
Proposal: Install mural on side wall 
Review Requested: Final Approval 
Owner: ASI Management 
Applicant: Ambrose Liu, Philadelphia Mural Arts Advocates 
History: 1855 
Individual Designation: 11/4/1976 
District Designation: Old City Historic District, Contributing, 12/12/2003 
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: The Architectural Committee voted to 
recommend approval, provided stainless steel fasteners are used and that the details include 
wall spacers and spacing to allow airflow behind the panels, with the staff to review details, 
pursuant to Standard 9. 
 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes to install a mural on the north wall of 15 Bank Street. An 
application for the same mural was approved by the Commission at its 8 July 2016 meeting, but 
at that time the application proposed to install the mural on a similar wall located at 304 Arch 
Street. The wall at 15 Bank Street is a former party wall, is constructed of brick, and is currently 
stuccoed. The proposed project will be a collaboration between artist Marcus Balum, students at 
Mastery Charter School–Lenfest Campus, and the Mural Arts Program. The mural would 
incorporate a series of sixty-three brushed-aluminum composite panels of various sizes, printed 
with photographs taken by students. Each panel would be anchored to the wall by 12 four-inch 
masonry screws. The mural would be concentrated at the west end of the wall and would not 
obstruct any existing masonry openings.  

 
ACTION: See Consent Agenda 

 
 
ADDRESS: 1635 WAVERLY ST 
Proposal: Construct four-story single family residence 
Review Requested: Review and Comment 
Owner: Robert Saltzman 
Applicant: Logan Dry, KCA Design Associates 
History: vacant lot 
Individual Designation: None 
District Designation: Rittenhouse Fitler Residential Historic District, Non-contributing, 2/8/1995 
Staff Contact: Laura DiPasquale, laura.dipasquale@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE COMMENT: The Architectural Committee offered no formal 
comment, but commented that the applicant take into consideration all of the suggestions 
offered during the discussion.  
 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes to construct four-story, single-family residence with a 
front-loaded garage and a roof deck with pilot house. The house would be clad in brick for the 
first three stories with limestone details and aluminum-clad casement and fixed windows. The 
fourth floor would feature a shallow, standing seam mansard roof with a large dormer window. A 
roof deck would be accessed by a sloped pilot house, and enclosed by a parapet wall on the 
sides, but a metal railing at the front and rear. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. DiPasquale presented the application to the Historical Commission. Architect 
Logan Dry represented the application. 
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Mr. Dry explained the changes suggested by the Architectural Committee that the owner was 
willing to make. He noted that the revised design tried to mimic more of the punched window 
pattern of the block. He noted that he also considered two single dormers but the smaller 
dormers did not align well with the breezeway and the design ended up with one dormer 
overhanging the cantilever. He explained that he also removed the fussier arched and limestone 
details, and simplified the facade. In terms of massing, he explained that the oddly shaped pilot 
house is pushed back as far from the front as possible, but is limited by a relatively compact 
floorplan.  
 
Mr. McCoubrey commented that in terms of the massing and the height of the building, the 
Committee suggested it should be a three-story building as opposed to a four-story building. 
Other than that, he noted, the design changes accurately reflect the Committee’s comments. 
Mr. McCoubrey suggested that the dormer be revised to spread the windows out more to 
eliminate the panels on the sides and fill out the dormer more.  
 
Mr. McCoubrey also suggested differentiating between the color of the muntins and the glass, 
both of which are depicted as black in the rendering. Ms. Cooperman commented that, if the 
windows were wood, the color would be more flexible, and it would be more in keeping with the 
block. Mr. McCoubrey opined that aluminum-clad windows would be fine, but suggested using a 
lighter color that gives some contrast.  
 
Ms. Cooperman questioned the planned material for the face of the dormer. Mr. Dry responded 
that the proposed material is a large format metal panel. He noted that if he makes the windows 
larger, he would still use a larger format metal panel, but could attempt to replicate more of a 
traditional dormer construction.  
 
Ms. Royer asked whether the dormer windows will also have divided lites. Mr. Dry responded 
that in the current design, the two smaller windows will but the middle one will not. He noted that 
if he revises the size of the windows, he is open to using muntins across all three. He explained 
that he wants to keep the scale cohesive without getting too busy. Mr. Thomas replied that 
dormers often have a different pattern than the windows below, and opined that it is important to 
be consistent and have muntins. Ms. Cooperman asked if the dormer windows are casements. 
Mr. Dry responded affirmatively.  
 

ACTION: Mr. McCoubrey moved to adopt the comments offered by the Architectural 
Committee and Historical Commission. Ms. Long seconded the motion, which passed 
unanimously. 
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ADDRESS: 125 CHRISTIAN ST 
Proposal: Rebuild third-floor gable wall; construct roof deck at rear 
Review Requested: Final Approval 
Owner: Alex Aberle 
Applicant: Alex Aberle 
History: 1820 
Individual Designation: 6/24/1958 
District Designation: None 
Staff Contact: Randal Baron, randal.baron@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: The Architectural Committee voted to 
recommend approval of the masonry work, with the staff to review details, but denial of the 
deck, pursuant to Standard 9 and the Roofs Guideline, which stipulates that decks should be 
inconspicuous from the public right-of-way. 
 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes to construct a roof deck on the pitched roof of the rear ell 
of this corner property. The deck would be accessed via an existing dormer window, which 
would be cut down to create a door. The wood deck structure would be supported on 
approximately four, five-foot tall painted posts and enclosed by an open, wood balustrade on the 
street side, with a five-foot high privacy fence at the party wall.  
  
The proposed construction would be highly conspicuous from both Christian Street and S. 
Hancock Street. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Baron presented the application to the Historical Commission. No one 
represented the application. 
 
Mr. Thomas stated that, if this deck were in a less conspicuous location and if the building were 
in the middle of the block, the deck might meet the standards. 
 
He asked for public comment, of which there was none. 
 

ACTION: Mr. McCoubrey moved to approve the masonry work, with the staff to review 
details, but to deny of the deck, pursuant to Standard 9 and the Roofs Guideline, which 
stipulates that decks should be inconspicuous from the public right-of-way. Ms. 
Cooperman seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 
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ADDRESS: 2322 PINE ST 
Proposal: Construct addition 
Review Requested: Final Approval 
Owner: Kyle Wharton 
Applicant: Scott Woodruff 
History: 1960 
Individual Designation: None 
District Designation: Rittenhouse Fitler Residential Historic District, Contributing, 2/8/1995 
Staff Contact: Randal Baron, randal.baron@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: The Architectural Committee voted to 
recommend denial of the application as proposed, but approval, with the staff to ensure no 
visibility of the additions from Pine Street, provided the following: 

 the inclusion of a window and door the south façade of the addition, 

 the relocation of the deck from the addition to the roof of the existing house with a 15-
foot setback, 

 the removal of the parapet, and 

 the relocation of the mechanical equipment to a hidden location not on the roof. 
 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes to construct an addition at the rear and on top of a two-
story building that is classified as Contributing to the Rittenhouse Fitler Residential Historic 
District. The addition would be set back approximately 26 feet from the front façade with a roof 
terrace at the front. The Committee reviewed a similar application at its January 2017 meeting. 
In that application, the addition was set back 17 feet from the front façade; the Committee 
recommended denial and encouraged the applicant to revise the application to set the addition 
back to a location where it would be inconspicuous from the public right-of-way, or to limit the 
addition to two stories, instead of three. The current application sets the addition back, but it 
remains conspicuous, overwhelming the two-story building. 
 

ACTION: See Consent Agenda 
 
 
ADDRESS: 1710 PINE ST 
Proposal: Replace window sash 
Review Requested: Final Approval 
Owner: Sophia Rosenfeld & Matthew Affron 
Applicant: Keith Yaller, Architectural Window Corp. 
History: 1845 
Individual Designation: None 
District Designation: Rittenhouse Fitler Residential Historic District, Contributing, 2/8/1995 
Staff Contact: Randal Baron, randal.baron@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: The Architectural Committee voted to 
recommend denial, pursuant to Standard 6. 
 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes to remove the existing one-over-one double-hung sash at 
the front façade windows and to replace them with either two-over-two or one-over-one double-
hung sash. The existing frames and brick mold would remain. Based on the building’s date of 
construction and the existing clamshell brick mold at windows along this block of Pine Street, 
the original window sash would likely have been six-over-six double-hung sash. However, the 
application argues that changes to the entry door and transom, as well as extensive renovations 
at the interior, reflect characteristics of a later period that warrant a later window style. 
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DISCUSSION: Mr. Baron presented the application to the Historical Commission. No one 
represented the application.  
 
Mr. Thomas commented that the 1963 photograph shows that most of the buildings in the 
development row have six-over-six windows. He suggested that the staff tshould approve six-
over-six windows, if the owner proposes them. He asked for public comment, of which there 
was none. 
 

ACTION: Mr. McCoubrey moved to adopt the Architectural Committee’s recommendation 
and deny the application, but to approve six-over-six wood windows, with the staff to 
review details, pursuant to Standard 6. Ms. Cooperman seconded the motion, which 
passed unanimously. 
 

 
REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION 

Emily Cooperman, Chair 
 
ADDRESS: 509-13 DIAMOND ST 
Name of Resource: First Mennonite Church of Philadelphia 
Proposed Action: Designation 
Property Owner: Lewis Temple Pentacostal Church of God 
Nominator: Daniel Sigmans and Oscar Beisert 
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property at 509-13 
Diamond Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C and J. 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 509-13 Diamond Street as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that 
the former First Mennonite Church of Philadelphia satisfies Criteria for Designation A and J. The 
nomination argues that the building housed the largest Mennonite congregation in Philadelphia 
and provided an urban place of worship for progressive southeastern Pennsylvania Mennonites, 
who typically left rural Bucks County farms to pursue economic opportunities within the 
industrialized city. The nomination also contends that Nathaniel B. Grubb, the church’s 
charismatic leader for 38 years, quickly increased membership after joining as its minister and 
preached extensively to numerous Mennonite and non-Mennonite congregations. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Keller presented the nomination to the Historical Commission. Oscar Beisert 
represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner. 
 
Mr. Thomas inquired about the disparity between the Criteria for Designation identified in the 
nomination and those identified by the Committee. Ms. Cooperman explained that the 
nomination presented Criteria for Designation A and J, but the Committee found that the 
significance of the property under Criterion A solely for its association with Nathaniel Grubb was 
not convincing. The concern, she continued, was that every congregation has an important 
clergy leader, but that person, in most cases, does not necessarily have citywide significance. 
She noted that Committee members had strong opinions that the building reflects the 
environment in an era characterized by a style, though that style lacks a common name. The 
Committee agreed that Criterion for Designation C would be appropriate and also found that the 
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church held significance for its association with the city’s Mennonite history, which further 
satisfies Criterion J.  
 
Mr. Beisert stated that he and a member of Philadelphia’s Mennonite community collaborated to 
write the nomination.  
 
Mr. Thomas opened the floor to public comment, of which there was none.  
 
Mr. McCoubrey asked whether the nomination included only the church building or if the 
flanking building was part of the property. Ms. Keller answered that the boundary description in 
the nomination includes both buildings and together they comprise the parcel of 509-13 
Diamond Street.  
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to find that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 509-13 Diamond Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C and J, and to 
designate it as historic, listing it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. Mr. 
Schaaf seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
 
ADDRESS: 516 WHARTON ST 
Name of Resource: St. John German Evangelical Lutheran Church 
Proposed Action: Designation    
Property Owner: New York-Washington C.M.E. Annual Conference, Inc.  
Nominator: Celeste Morello  
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property at 516 
Wharton Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, E, and J. 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 516 Wharton Street as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that 
the former St. John German Evangelical Lutheran Church satisfies Criterion for Designation A. 
The nomination argues that the church provides the only existing evidence of the 
neighborhood’s nineteenth-century German heritage and reflects a period of German unrest 
during which Germans sought religious freedom in the United States. The nomination further 
contends that the church typifies a small working-class community of German Lutherans that 
lived in the neighboring Southwark rowhouses. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Keller presented the nomination to the Historical Commission. Celeste Morello 
represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner. 
 
Ms. Cooperman explained that the Committee on Historic Designation recommended Criteria 
for Designation A, E, and J because of evidence uncovered by Committee member Jeff Cohen, 
who found a reliable citation that this church is the work of the very important Philadelphia 
architect Samuel Sloan. The Committee, she continued, determined that the property merited 
designation under Criterion E, which specifically relates to a prominent architect’s work. She 
reiterated that Sloan was an extremely important practitioner.  
 
Ms. Morello stated that it was her understanding that the building was attributed but that no 
definitive evidence exists to show that Sloan was the architect. She argued that an attribution to 
Sloan would be more correct. Ms. Cooperman replied that for this period of time, a newspaper 
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citation together with the building’s appearance is likely the strongest evidence to exist, lacking 
the church records themselves. Ms. Morello responded that no information in the church records 
gave credit to any architect. She contended that the record keepers were not interested in the 
building of the church beyond establishing some type of financial structure for maintaining the 
building. Ms. Cooperman asserted that that approach is not unusual. In her experience from 
working in this period, Ms. Cooperman continued, though no bills or drawings survive, there is 
certainly enough evidence to support a strong attribution to Sloan.  
 
Mr. Thomas opened the floor to public comment, of which there was none.  
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to find that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 516 Wharton Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, E and J, and to 
designate it as historic, listing it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. Ms. Long 
seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
 
ADDRESS: 400 WASHINGTON AVE 
Name of Resource: Southwark Iron Foundry/ Merrick & Sons (Sacks Playground) 
Proposed Action: Designation    
Property Owner: City of Philadelphia, Parks & Recreation 
Nominator: Celeste Morello  
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property at 400 
Washington Avenue satisfies Criterion for Designation I. 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 400 Washington Avenue as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that 
the former site of the Southwark Iron Foundry, now known as Sacks Playground, satisfies 
Criterion for Designation A. The nomination argues that the site is affiliated with Samuel Merrick, 
a significant nineteenth-century Philadelphian who became the first chief engineer of the 
Philadelphia Gas Works, served as an elected official, co-founded the Franklin Institute, and 
established the Southwark Iron Foundry. The nomination also contends that the site is likely to 
yield information important in history due to the nearly one-hundred-year production of 
machinery and parts for commercial, domestic, industrial, and military purposes when the 
Southwork Iron Foundry was in active use. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Keller presented the nomination to the Historical Commission. Celeste Morello 
represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner. 
 
Ms. Morello stated that she felt strongly that Criterion for Designation A should be considered. 
She explained that she submitted a nomination to the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum 
Commission for a state historical marker to recognize Samuel V. Merrick. She indicated that the 
marker application would likely be approved. She noted that she hoped the marker would be 
placed at the site’s Washington Avenue side and again argued for the appropriateness of 
including Criterion A.  
 
Ms. Cooperman responded that it was the opinion of several members of the Committee that, if 
the building were still extant, Criterion A would be appropriate. However, she continued, since 
the property largely contains an archaeological site, the Committee found that Criterion I would 
be most appropriate. Ms. Morello countered that if any artifacts are uncovered from a future 
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archaeological excavation, they would relate to Samuel Merrick and his factory, since the 
factory remained on the site for approximately 100 years.  
 
Mr. Thomas opened the floor to public comment. Jed Levin, a professional archaeologist and 
South Philadelphia resident, spoke to support the nomination of Sacks Playground specifically 
under Criterion I. He noted that he is a member of the Philadelphia Archaeological Forum and 
was at the meeting to represent the organization. He stated that members of the organization 
feel strongly that the site holds exceptional potential for archaeology and could provide 
important information on Philadelphia’s history, particularly its industrial history. He reiterated his 
strong endorsement of the nomination.  
 
Ms. Cooperman added for the record that Samuel Merrick was one of the giants of nineteenth-
century Philadelphia industry and is both locally and nationally significant.  
 
Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Farnham how designation would impact the site and whether the 
Department of Parks and Recreation would be required to excavate prior to undertaking any 
significant work. Mr. Farnham answered that any work that includes significant ground 
disturbance would trigger a review by the Historical Commission.  
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to find that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 400 Washington Avenue satisfies Criterion for Designation I, and to 
designate it as historic, listing it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. Mr. 
McCoubrey seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
 
ADDRESS: 2700 S BROAD ST 
Name of Resource: Christopher Columbus Statue 
Proposed Action: Object Designation    
Property Owner: City of Philadelphia, Parks & Recreation 
Nominator: Celeste Morello 
Staff Contact: Kim Broadbent, kim.broadbent@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the Christopher 
Columbus statue at Marconi Plaza satisfies Criteria for Designation A and B. 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the Christopher Columbus statue at Marconi 
Plaza (2700 S. Broad Street) as historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic 
Places. The nomination argues that the statue is significant under Criteria for Designation A and 
B, for its depiction of nationally-significant Christopher Columbus, and for its commission by a 
group of Italian Americans who gifted it to the City for display at the Centennial Exhibition.  
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Broadbent presented the nomination to the Historical Commission. Celeste 
Morello represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner.  
 
Mr. Thomas asked who is responsible for maintaining the statue. Mr. Farnham confirmed that 
the Department of Parks and Recreation is responsible. Ms. Cooperman commented that the 
Committee appreciated the extensive effort that Ms. Morello took to try to identify the artist 
responsible for the statue.  
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to find that the nomination demonstrates that the 
Christopher Columbus statue at Marconi Plaza satisfies Criteria for Designation A and B, 
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and to designate it as an historic object, listing it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic 
Places. Mr. Schaaf seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
 
ADDRESS: 1114-50 S 5TH ST 
Name of Resource: George Washington Public School 
Proposed Action: Designation    
Property Owner: School District of Philadelphia  
Nominator: Celeste Morello  
Staff Contact: Kim Broadbent, kim.broadbent@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property at 1114-50 
S 5th Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C, D, E, and H. 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 1114-50 S. 5th Street as 
historic and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination argues that 
the 1935 school building is significant under Criteria for Designation C and E, as an example of 
the popular Art Deco style of the 1920s and 30s, and as a design by prolific Philadelphia public 
school architect Irwin T. Catharine. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Broadbent presented the nomination to the Historical Commission. Celeste 
Morello represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner.  
 
Ms. Cooperman explained that the Committee added Criterion H owing to the building being 
particularly conspicuous in its context. Mr. Thomas asked about the public school thematic 
historic district. Mr. Farnham explained that it is a National Register historic district, not a local 
historic district. Ms. Cooperman commented that it is particularly gratifying to see Irwin 
Catharine’s work recognized, as he is often under-recognized owing to the School District of 
Philadelphia being his only client. Mr. Thomas commented that it is important to recognize the 
historic value of public school buildings. Ms. Morello noted that there are other worthy school 
buildings nearby. Mr. McCoubrey commented that the former Edward W. Bok Technical High 
School is now being adaptively reused and is open to the public. Ms. Morello briefly discussed 
the possibility of writing a nomination for that building.  
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to find that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 1114-50 S 5th Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C, D, E and H, and to 
designate it as historic, listing it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. Mr. 
McCoubrey seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 
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ADDRESS: 111 AND 201 E TABOR RD 
Name of Resource: St. James Methodist Episcopal Church  
Proposed Action: Designation   
Property Owner: St. James Methodist Episcopal Church 
Nominator: Keeping Society of Philadelphia  
Staff Contact: Kim Broadbent, kim.broadbent@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the properties at 111 
and 201 E Tabor Road satisfy Criteria for Designation H, I, and J.  
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the properties at 111 and 201 E. Tabor Road 
as historic and list them on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination argues 
that the church complex satisfies Criteria for Designation A and J, for its association with the 
Saint James Methodist Episcopal Church, and as an example of the growth and development of 
the community which resulted in the congregation building larger churches on several occasions 
until the construction of the present church in 1910. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. Broadbent presented the nomination to the Historical Commission. Oscar 
Beisert represented the nomination. No one represented the property owner.  
 
Ms. Cooperman explained that the Committee added Criterion I owing to the early cemetery and 
no other previous development on that site. Mr. Thomas commented that Tabor Road is one of 
the earliest roads in that area. Ms. Cooperman added that the church is an institution that has 
been on the site for quite a long time, relative to its context. Mr. Beisert explained that he was 
contacted by the out-going pastor, who was concerned about appropriate reuse of the buildings, 
should the congregation cease to exist.  
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to find that the nomination demonstrates that the 
properties at 111 and 201 E Tabor Road satisfy Criteria for Designation H, I and J, and 
to designate the properties as historic, listing them on the Philadelphia Register of 
Historic Places. Ms. Royer seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
 
ADDRESS: 3500, 3504, AND 3508 BARING ST 
Name of Resource: Northminster Presbyterian Church and Rectory 
Proposed Action: Designation 
Property Owner: Metropolitan Baptist Church 
Nominator: Amy Lambert, University City Historical Society 
Staff Contact: Laura DiPasquale, laura.dipasquale@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property satisfies 
Criteria for Designation C, D, E, and J, but not A.  
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 3500, 3504 and 3508 Baring 
Street and list it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination argues that the 
former Northminster Presbyterian Church, built in 1875, is a historically significant work by 
Thomas Webb Richards, a prominent local architect best known for his design of College Hall 
on the University of Pennsylvania campus. The nomination contends that Webb’s design for the 
church, which was originally clad in serpentine, successfully adapted his polychromatic 
architectural ideas to the symbolic and practical requirements of a Presbyterian congregation. 
The nomination further argues that the church design represents the transformation in 
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Protestant architecture from a rectangular, center aisle volume to a more theatrical exterior 
expression of the Auditorium Plan. The nomination also asserts that the church and its 
congregation represent the development of the Mantua and Powelton Village neighborhoods of 
West Philadelphia. Considered contributing to the property is the attached parsonage, 
constructed in 1904 by architects Wilson, Harris & Richards.  
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. DiPasquale presented the nomination to the Historical Commission. Elizabeth 
Stegner, president of the University City Historical Society (UCHS), represented the nomination. 
No one represented the property owner. 
 
Ms. Stegner noted that Amy Lambert prepared the nomination, and that she cannot say 
anything more about Ms. Lambert’s careful and fine research. She explained that her role is 
simply to be a representative of the University City Historical Society and to show the UCHS’s 
support for the nomination.  
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to find that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 3500, 3504, and 3508 Baring Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C, D, E 
and J, and to designate it as historic, listing it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic 
Places, with the parking lot at 3508 Baring Street to be considered as non-contributing.  
Mr. Schaaf seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
 
ADDRESS: 1647-57 N 3RD ST 
Name of Resource: St. Jakobus German Evangelical Lutheran Church 
Proposed Action: Designation     
Property Owner: Qiong Zhao Schicktanz, Tiffany Zhao, and Selina Zhao 
Nominator: Keeping Society of Philadelphia   
Staff Contact: Laura DiPasquale, laura.dipasquale@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: The Committee on Historic 
Designation voted to recommend that the nomination demonstrates that the property satisfies 
Criteria for Designation A, C, D, and J. 
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 1647-57 N. 3rd Street and list 
it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. The nomination contends that the former St. 
Jakobus German Evangelical Lutheran Church satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, D, and J. 
The nomination argues that the church, built in 1856, has significant interest or value as part of 
the development, heritage, and cultural characteristics of the city of Philadelphia and its 
German-American community. As one of the oldest German-Lutheran churches in the city, the 
nomination contends that St. Jakobus exemplifies the cultural, social, and historical heritage of 
the larger German community. The nomination further contends that the church embodies 
distinguishing characteristics of the Georgian Revival architectural style. 
 
DISCUSSION: Ms. DiPasquale presented the nomination to the Historical Commission. Oscar 
Beisert represented the nomination. No one represented the property.  
 
Mr. McCoubrey asked if the church’s steeple was altered. Mr. Beisert responded that he 
believes there was a storm in the 1970s or 1980s, and that he believes there was some damage 
to the tower.  
 
Ms. Cooperman noted that the Committee felt that it was highly likely that an architect was 
responsible for the design of this property. She noted that the design could be by Samuel Sloan 
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or T.U. Walter, but the highly sophisticated design appears to be done by a professional. Mr. 
Beisert noted that Trinity Church in Germantown was modeled after this design.  
 
Mr. Thomas opened the floor to public comment, of which there was none.  
 

ACTION: Ms. Cooperman moved to find that the nomination demonstrates that the 
property at 1647-57 N 3rd Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, D and J, and to 
designate it as historic, listing it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. Mr. 
McCoubrey seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 
 
OLD BUSINESS 
 
ADDRESS: 1736 GREEN ST (AKA 1735 BRANDYWINE ST) 
Proposal: Construct three-story building on subdivided lot 
Review Requested: Final Approval 
Owner: Loonstyn Development L.P. 
Applicant: John Loonstyn, Wallace St. Construction LLC 
History: 1891; Willis Hale, architect; subdivided lot at 1735 Brandywine Street 
Individual Designation: None 
District Designation: Spring Garden Historic District, Significant, 10/11/2000 
Staff Contact: Meredith Keller, meredith.keller@phila.gov, 215-686-7660 
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: The Architectural Committee moved to 
recommend approval, with the staff to review details, pursuant to Standard 9, with the following 
provisions: 

 the front door is in the plane of the main façade; 

 the lintel at the entryway is directly over the door with the panel eliminated, or the 
doorway includes a transom or other historically consistent element; 

 the shutters are either eliminated or revised to be historically appropriate in size and 
detailing; 

 the brick façade incorporates a return of one and a half or more courses; 

 the rooftop equipment is located with a large setback from the front façade, with the 
location to be confirmed with the staff; and 

 a terminating feature is added to the cornice, such as a turn, corbel, or other historically 
appropriate element. 

 
OVERVIEW: This application proposes to construct a three-story building with a roof deck and 
pilot house on a newly created lot facing Brandywine Street. The property was historically 
associated with 1736 Green Street, but has been subdivided from it. A one-story garage 
constructed around 1960 stands on the subdivided lot. Although it was all one property known 
as 1736 Green Street at the time of the district designation, the rear portion of the lot was listed 
separately as 1735 Brandywine Street in the Spring Garden Historic District inventory and 
classified as non-contributing. The front façade of the proposed structure includes a brick 
veneer, one-over-one windows, a six-panel door at a recessed entryway, an Italianate-style 
cornice, cast stone base, and cast stone lintels and sills. The east side of the property, which 
would be visible from Brandywine Street, would be clad in composite siding. 
 

ACTION: See Consent Agenda 
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ADJOURNMENT 
ACTION: At 11:51 a.m., Ms. Cooperman moved to adjourn. Ms. Long seconded the motion, 
which passed unanimously. 
 
 
STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES CITED IN THE MINUTES 
Standard 2: The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of 
distinct materials or alterations of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a 
property will be avoided. 
 
Standard 6: Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the 
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match 
the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing 
features will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence. 
 
Standard 9: New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy 
historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new 
works shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, 
features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its 
environment. 
 
Roofs Guideline: Recommended: Designing additions to roofs such as residential, office, or 
storage spaces; elevator housing; decks and terraces; or dormers or skylights when required by 
the new use so that they are inconspicuous from the public right-of-way and do not damage or 
obscure character-defining features. 
 
14-1005(6)(d) Restrictions on Demolition. 
No building permit shall be issued for the demolition of a historic building, structure, site, or 
object, or of a building, structure, site, or object located within a historic district that contributes, 
in the Historical Commission’s opinion, to the character of the district, unless the Historical 
Commission finds that issuance of the building permit is necessary in the public interest, or 
unless the Historical Commission finds that the building, structure, site, or object cannot be used 
for any purpose for which it is or may be reasonably adapted. In order to show that building, 
structure, site, or object cannot be used for any purpose for which it is or may be reasonably 
adapted, the owner must demonstrate that the sale of the property is impracticable, that 
commercial rental cannot provide a reasonable rate of return, and that other potential uses of 
the property are foreclosed. 
 
14-203(88) Demolition or Demolish. 
The razing or destruction, whether entirely or in significant part, of a building, structure, site, or 
object. Demolition includes the removal of a building, structure, site, or object from its site or the 
removal or destruction of the façade or surface. 
 
CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION 
§ 14-1004(1) Criteria for Designation. 
A building, complex of buildings, structure, site, object, or district may be designated for 
preservation if it: 

(a) Has significant character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or 
cultural characteristics of the City, Commonwealth, or nation or is associated with the life 
of a person significant in the past; 
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(b) Is associated with an event of importance to the history of the City, Commonwealth 
or Nation; 
(c) Reflects the environment in an era characterized by a distinctive architectural style; 
(d) Embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style or engineering 
specimen; 
(e) Is the work of a designer, architect, landscape architect or designer, or professional 
engineer whose work has significantly influenced the historical, architectural, economic, 
social, or cultural development of the City, Commonwealth, or nation; 
(f) Contains elements of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship that represent a 
significant innovation; 
(g) Is part of or related to a square, park, or other distinctive area that should be 
preserved according to a historic, cultural, or architectural motif; 
(h) Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristic, represents an 
established and familiar visual feature of the neighborhood, community, or City; 
(i) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in pre-history or history; or 
(j) Exemplifies the cultural, political, economic, social, or historical heritage of the 
community. 

 



 
16 December 2016 

Aparna Palantino 
Deputy Commissioner 
Philadelphia Parks & Recreation 
1515 Arch St, 10th Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19102 
 
  
Re: Christopher Columbus statue, 2700 S BROAD ST, PHILADELPHIA PA 19145 
 
Dear Aparna Palantino: 
 
The Philadelphia Historical Commission, the City of Philadelphia’s historic preservation agency, 
is pleased to inform you that the Christopher Columbus statue, located on the west side of 
Marconi Plaza at 2700 S BROAD ST has been proposed for designation as an historic object 
and inclusion on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. 
 
The Historical Commission seeks to safeguard the city’s unique heritage and wealth of cultural 
resources as it encourages economic development, promotes healthy and sustainable 
communities, enhances property values, attracts new residents, businesses, and tourists, 
provides educational opportunities, and fosters civic pride. Under the City’s historic preservation 
ordinance, Section 14-1000 of the Philadelphia Code, the Historical Commission is authorized 
to designate as historic and then promote the preservation of buildings, structures, sites, 
objects, interiors, and districts that are representative of and important to Philadelphia’s 
heritage, traditions, and values. More than 23,000 properties illustrating Philadelphia’s history 
from its earliest years to the recent past have been designated as historic and listed on the 
Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. A brief overview of the Historical Commission is 
attached to this letter. 
 
The Historical Commission will consider the proposal, called a nomination, to designate the 
object at 2700 S BROAD ST as historic at two public meetings. The Historical Commission’s 
advisory Committee on Historic Designation will consider the nomination at its meeting at 9:30 
a.m. on Wednesday, 15 February 2017 in Room 18-029, 1515 Arch Street, a municipal office 
building also known as the One Parkway Building. The Historical Commission will consider the 
nomination and its advisory committee’s recommendation at its regular monthly meeting at 9:00 
a.m. on Friday, 10 March 2017 in the same meeting room, Room 18-029, 1515 Arch Street. You 
are invited but not required to attend these meetings, which are open to the public. The 
meetings provide the owner as well as the public with opportunities to participate in the 
Historical Commission’s discussions about the historical significance of the property and 
deliberations on the merits of its historic designation. A copy of the nomination proposing the 
designation of this property is available on our website, www.phila.gov/historical.  
 
The designation of a property as historic provides benefits to the owner. There is, of course, the 
satisfaction derived from the ownership of a recognized historic landmark and from the  

http://www.phila.gov/historical


 
 
 
 
 
trusteeship for the past and future that accompanies ownership. The owner of a designated 
property may call upon the Historical Commission’s staff for historical and technical services 
and assistance at no charge. In addition, the protection against inaccurate or unsympathetic 
alterations and against unnecessary demolitions offers some assurance that the historic 
character of the property will be preserved and improved. In Philadelphia and other cities, 
studies show that designation has helped to enhance resale values and foster community pride. 
Finally, a well-maintained, accurately preserved property may also be eligible for a Historical 
Commission plaque, which, when mounted on the exterior, identifies the property as a historic 
landmark. 
 
In addition to benefits, the designation of a property as historic entails some restrictions. If 
adopted, the designation of the property as historic would include the site, the exterior 
envelopes of all buildings on the site, and any permanent site appurtenances. To promote the 
preservation of historic buildings and sites, the Historical Commission reviews all building permit 
applications and other proposals for exterior alterations to ensure compliance with historic 
preservation standards. The Historical Commission also reviews all demolition proposals for 
designated properties. The Historical Commission and its staff approach such matters 
reasonably and practically, and understand that historic buildings must be adapted for evolving 
uses and requirements. The Historical Commission’s goal is to manage change, not prevent it, 
and to ensure that any changes to historic properties meet historic preservation standards. 
 
The Historical Commission has no jurisdiction over building permit applications submitted to the 
Department of Licenses & Inspections (L&I) prior to the date of this notice letter unless the 
building permit application is still under review at L&I when the Historical Commission finalizes 
its designation process and designates the property. The Historical Commission has jurisdiction 
and must review all building permit applications submitted to L&I on and after the date of this 
notice letter. For building permit applications under the Historical Commission’s jurisdiction while 
it considers the nomination, L&I may issue the permit if the Historical Commission approves the 
application, or if the Historical Commission has not completed its designation process within 90 
days of the submission of the application. 
 
The Historical Commission welcomes your participation in the efforts to preserve Philadelphia’s 
unique, significant, and valuable heritage. Philadelphia’s remarkable collection of historic 
landmarks is one of its greatest resources. Working together, property owners and the Historical 
Commission can protect and preserve those resources, ensuring a rich future for the city. 
Should you have any questions about historic preservation or the work of the Historical 
Commission, please do not hesitate to contact the Commission’s staff at 215-686-7660 or to 
explore the Commission’s website at http://www.phila.gov/historical. 
  
Yours truly, 
 

  
Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D. 
Executive Director 
 
  



 
16 December 2016 

Owner 
2700 S Broad St 
Philadelphia, PA 19145 
 
  
Re: Christopher Columbus statue, 2700 S BROAD ST, PHILADELPHIA PA 19145 
 
Dear Owner: 
 
The Philadelphia Historical Commission, the City of Philadelphia’s historic preservation agency, 
is pleased to inform you that the Christopher Columbus statue, located on the west side of 
Marconi Plaza at 2700 S BROAD ST has been proposed for designation as an historic object 
and inclusion on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. 
 
The Historical Commission seeks to safeguard the city’s unique heritage and wealth of cultural 
resources as it encourages economic development, promotes healthy and sustainable 
communities, enhances property values, attracts new residents, businesses, and tourists, 
provides educational opportunities, and fosters civic pride. Under the City’s historic preservation 
ordinance, Section 14-1000 of the Philadelphia Code, the Historical Commission is authorized 
to designate as historic and then promote the preservation of buildings, structures, sites, 
objects, interiors, and districts that are representative of and important to Philadelphia’s 
heritage, traditions, and values. More than 23,000 properties illustrating Philadelphia’s history 
from its earliest years to the recent past have been designated as historic and listed on the 
Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. A brief overview of the Historical Commission is 
attached to this letter. 
 
The Historical Commission will consider the proposal, called a nomination, to designate the 
object at 2700 S BROAD ST as historic at two public meetings. The Historical Commission’s 
advisory Committee on Historic Designation will consider the nomination at its meeting at 9:30 
a.m. on Wednesday, 15 February 2017 in Room 18-029, 1515 Arch Street, a municipal office 
building also known as the One Parkway Building. The Historical Commission will consider the 
nomination and its advisory committee’s recommendation at its regular monthly meeting at 9:00 
a.m. on Friday, 10 March 2017 in the same meeting room, Room 18-029, 1515 Arch Street. You 
are invited but not required to attend these meetings, which are open to the public. The 
meetings provide the owner as well as the public with opportunities to participate in the 
Historical Commission’s discussions about the historical significance of the property and 
deliberations on the merits of its historic designation. A copy of the nomination proposing the 
designation of this property is available on our website, www.phila.gov/historical.  
 
The designation of a property as historic provides benefits to the owner. There is, of course, the 
satisfaction derived from the ownership of a recognized historic landmark and from the 
trusteeship for the past and future that accompanies ownership. The owner of a designated 
property may call upon the Historical Commission’s staff for historical and technical services  

http://www.phila.gov/historical


 
 
 
 
 
and assistance at no charge. In addition, the protection against inaccurate or unsympathetic 
alterations and against unnecessary demolitions offers some assurance that the historic 
character of the property will be preserved and improved. In Philadelphia and other cities, 
studies show that designation has helped to enhance resale values and foster community pride. 
Finally, a well-maintained, accurately preserved property may also be eligible for a Historical 
Commission plaque, which, when mounted on the exterior, identifies the property as a historic 
landmark. 
 
In addition to benefits, the designation of a property as historic entails some restrictions. If 
adopted, the designation of the property as historic would include the site, the exterior 
envelopes of all buildings on the site, and any permanent site appurtenances. To promote the 
preservation of historic buildings and sites, the Historical Commission reviews all building permit 
applications and other proposals for exterior alterations to ensure compliance with historic 
preservation standards. The Historical Commission also reviews all demolition proposals for 
designated properties. The Historical Commission and its staff approach such matters 
reasonably and practically, and understand that historic buildings must be adapted for evolving 
uses and requirements. The Historical Commission’s goal is to manage change, not prevent it, 
and to ensure that any changes to historic properties meet historic preservation standards. 
 
The Historical Commission has no jurisdiction over building permit applications submitted to the 
Department of Licenses & Inspections (L&I) prior to the date of this notice letter unless the 
building permit application is still under review at L&I when the Historical Commission finalizes 
its designation process and designates the property. The Historical Commission has jurisdiction 
and must review all building permit applications submitted to L&I on and after the date of this 
notice letter. For building permit applications under the Historical Commission’s jurisdiction while 
it considers the nomination, L&I may issue the permit if the Historical Commission approves the 
application, or if the Historical Commission has not completed its designation process within 90 
days of the submission of the application. 
 
The Historical Commission welcomes your participation in the efforts to preserve Philadelphia’s 
unique, significant, and valuable heritage. Philadelphia’s remarkable collection of historic 
landmarks is one of its greatest resources. Working together, property owners and the Historical 
Commission can protect and preserve those resources, ensuring a rich future for the city. 
Should you have any questions about historic preservation or the work of the Historical 
Commission, please do not hesitate to contact the Commission’s staff at 215-686-7660 or to 
explore the Commission’s website at http://www.phila.gov/historical. 
  
Yours truly, 
 

  
Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D. 
Executive Director 



 
 

15 March 2017 
Aparna Palantino 
Deputy Commissioner 
Philadelphia Parks & Recreation 
1515 Arch Street, 10th Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19102 
 
Re: Christopher Columbus statue, 2700 S. Broad Street, Philadelphia, PA 19145 
 
Dear Aparna Palantino: 
 
On 16 December 2016, the Philadelphia Historical Commission informed you in writing that it 
would consider designating the Christopher Columbus statue, located on the west side of 
Marconi Plaza at 2700 S. Broad Street, as an historic object. Following that notice, the Historical 
Commission and its advisory Committee on Historic Designation reviewed the document 
defining the proposed designation, called a nomination, and accepted testimony on the matter 
at public meetings. I am pleased to inform you that, at the conclusion of its review on 10 March 
2017, the Historical Commission designated the Christopher Columbus statue as an historic 
object and listed it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places, pursuant to the City’s historic 
preservation ordinance, Section 14-1000 of the Philadelphia Code. The Commission found that 
the object satisfied Criteria for Designation A and B as delineated in Section 14-1004 of the 
Philadelphia Code. The object has been subject to the Historical Commission’s regulation since 
16 December 2016, the initial notice date; with the designation, the object continues to be 
subject to the Historical Commission’s regulation. 
 
The Historical Commission seeks to safeguard the city’s unique heritage and wealth of cultural 
resources as it encourages economic development, promotes healthy and sustainable 
communities, enhances property values, attracts new residents, businesses, and tourists, 
provides educational opportunities, and fosters civic pride. Under the City’s historic preservation 
ordinance, Section 14-1000 of the Philadelphia Code, the Historical Commission is authorized 
to designate as historic and then promote the preservation of buildings, structures, sites, 
objects, interiors, and districts that are representative of and important to Philadelphia’s 
heritage, traditions, and values. More than 23,000 properties illustrating Philadelphia’s history 
from its earliest years to the recent past have been designated as historic and listed on the 
Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. A brief overview of the Historical Commission is 
attached to this letter. 
 
The designation of a property as historic provides benefits to the owner. There is, of course, the 
satisfaction derived from the ownership of a recognized historic landmark and from the 
trusteeship for the past and future that accompanies ownership. The owner of a designated 
property may call upon the Historical Commission’s staff for historical and technical services 
  



 
 
 
 
 
and assistance at no charge. In addition, the protection against inaccurate or unsympathetic 
alterations and against unnecessary demolitions offers some assurance that the historic 
character of the property will be preserved and improved. In Philadelphia and other cities, 
studies show that designation has helped to enhance resale values and foster community pride. 
Finally, a well-maintained, accurately preserved property may also be eligible for a Historical 
Commission plaque, which, when mounted on the exterior, identifies the property as a historic 
landmark. 
 
In addition to benefits, the designation of a property as historic entails some restrictions. The 
designation of the property as historic includes the site, the exterior envelopes of all buildings on 
the site, and any permanent site appurtenances. Building interiors are not included. To promote 
the preservation of historic buildings and sites, the Historical Commission reviews all building 
permit applications and other proposals for exterior alterations to ensure compliance with 
historic preservation standards. The Historical Commission also reviews all demolition 
proposals for designated properties. The Historical Commission and its staff approach such 
matters reasonably and practically, and understand that historic buildings must be adapted for 
evolving uses and requirements. The Historical Commission’s goal is to manage change, not 
prevent it, and to ensure that any changes to historic properties meet historic preservation 
standards. 
 
The Historical Commission welcomes your participation in the efforts to preserve Philadelphia’s 
unique, significant, and valuable heritage. Philadelphia’s remarkable collection of historic 
landmarks is one of its greatest resources. Working together, property owners and the Historical 
Commission can protect and preserve those resources, ensuring a rich future for the city. 
Should you have any questions about historic preservation or the work of the Historical 
Commission, please do not hesitate to contact the Commission’s staff at 215-686-7660 or to 
explore the Commission’s website at http://www.phila.gov/historical. 
 
Yours truly, 

 
Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D. 
Executive Director



 
 

15 March 2017 
Owner 
2700 S. Broad Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19145 
 
Re: Christopher Columbus statue, 2700 S. Broad Street, Philadelphia, PA 19145 
 
Dear Owner: 
 
On 16 December 2016, the Philadelphia Historical Commission informed you in writing that it 
would consider designating the Christopher Columbus statue, located on the west side of 
Marconi Plaza at 2700 S. Broad Street, as an historic object. Following that notice, the Historical 
Commission and its advisory Committee on Historic Designation reviewed the document 
defining the proposed designation, called a nomination, and accepted testimony on the matter 
at public meetings. I am pleased to inform you that, at the conclusion of its review on 10 March 
2017, the Historical Commission designated the Christopher Columbus statue as an historic 
object and listed it on the Philadelphia Register of Historic Places, pursuant to the City’s historic 
preservation ordinance, Section 14-1000 of the Philadelphia Code. The Commission found that 
the object satisfied Criteria for Designation A and B as delineated in Section 14-1004 of the 
Philadelphia Code. The object has been subject to the Historical Commission’s regulation since 
16 December 2016, the initial notice date; with the designation, the object continues to be 
subject to the Historical Commission’s regulation. 
 
The Historical Commission seeks to safeguard the city’s unique heritage and wealth of cultural 
resources as it encourages economic development, promotes healthy and sustainable 
communities, enhances property values, attracts new residents, businesses, and tourists, 
provides educational opportunities, and fosters civic pride. Under the City’s historic preservation 
ordinance, Section 14-1000 of the Philadelphia Code, the Historical Commission is authorized 
to designate as historic and then promote the preservation of buildings, structures, sites, 
objects, interiors, and districts that are representative of and important to Philadelphia’s 
heritage, traditions, and values. More than 23,000 properties illustrating Philadelphia’s history 
from its earliest years to the recent past have been designated as historic and listed on the 
Philadelphia Register of Historic Places. A brief overview of the Historical Commission is 
attached to this letter. 
 
The designation of a property as historic provides benefits to the owner. There is, of course, the 
satisfaction derived from the ownership of a recognized historic landmark and from the 
trusteeship for the past and future that accompanies ownership. The owner of a designated 
property may call upon the Historical Commission’s staff for historical and technical services 
 
  



 
 
 
 
and assistance at no charge. In addition, the protection against inaccurate or unsympathetic 
alterations and against unnecessary demolitions offers some assurance that the historic 
character of the property will be preserved and improved. In Philadelphia and other cities, 
studies show that designation has helped to enhance resale values and foster community pride. 
Finally, a well-maintained, accurately preserved property may also be eligible for a Historical 
Commission plaque, which, when mounted on the exterior, identifies the property as a historic 
landmark. 
 
In addition to benefits, the designation of a property as historic entails some restrictions. The 
designation of the property as historic includes the site, the exterior envelopes of all buildings on 
the site, and any permanent site appurtenances. Building interiors are not included. To promote 
the preservation of historic buildings and sites, the Historical Commission reviews all building 
permit applications and other proposals for exterior alterations to ensure compliance with 
historic preservation standards. The Historical Commission also reviews all demolition 
proposals for designated properties. The Historical Commission and its staff approach such 
matters reasonably and practically, and understand that historic buildings must be adapted for 
evolving uses and requirements. The Historical Commission’s goal is to manage change, not 
prevent it, and to ensure that any changes to historic properties meet historic preservation 
standards. 
 
The Historical Commission welcomes your participation in the efforts to preserve Philadelphia’s 
unique, significant, and valuable heritage. Philadelphia’s remarkable collection of historic 
landmarks is one of its greatest resources. Working together, property owners and the Historical 
Commission can protect and preserve those resources, ensuring a rich future for the city. 
Should you have any questions about historic preservation or the work of the Historical 
Commission, please do not hesitate to contact the Commission’s staff at 215-686-7660 or to 
explore the Commission’s website at http://www.phila.gov/historical. 
 
Yours truly, 

 
Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D. 
Executive Director 
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rs also took part in the "Columbus DaV,, festivities

agdalen de Pazzi Lodge of the Order, Sons of ltalv in
lo's nomination of the Columbus Statue for

Plear;e know that the St. Mar:y I
America fully supports Celeste MO
certification by the Commission.

I have the honor as president o
those who participated in comrrris
dedicated in 1.816. This Lodge is;

first ltalian National Church in th
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Septemberr 22,2016

To: The Historical C

Re: The Christop

Dear Cornmissioners,

We have become aw
PIaza certified by the

Please be advised
September 19,2016.
largest fratemal or

We ThankYou for
and the slate of Penns

Joseph Sanders IIi
State President

cc: Grand Council

ission of Philadelphia

umbus Sta tue at Marconi 
I

:Ieste
,alCc

supp

ltion
of Itr

is on

)aI
s(

this

Cel
rica

os
)al

s(

ffortr
ria H

ous

-he

An

:atior

; was taken at our Grand Council meeting on
storical Comrnission is extremely important to us, the

M.S., M.A. tc, have the Columbus Statue at Marconi

in the state of Pennsylvania.

the Italian Ar'erican community in both philadelphia

J
Sincerely,




