NOMINATION OF HISTORIC BUILDING, STRUCTURE, SITE, OR OBJECT
PHILADELPHIA REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION

SUBMIT ALL ATTACHED MATERIALS ON PAPER AND IN ELECTRONIC FORM ON CD (MS WORD FORMAT)

1. ADDRESS OF HISTORIC RESOURCE (must comply with an Office of Property Assessment address)
Street address: 2700 block (west side) South Broad Street

Postal code: 19145 Councilmanic District: Second

2. NAME OF HISTORIC RESOURCE:
Historic Name: Christopher Columbus Statue

Common Name: same

3. TYPE OF HISTORIC RESOURCE
(] Building | [/ Structure [] Site X Object

4. PROPERTY.INFORMATION ‘

) C'dndition: ] excellént g good [] fair 1 poor ] ruins
Occupancy: [] occupied [] vacant (] under construction (] unknown /a
: |
Current use: Decorative; situated in Marconi Park

5. BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION

Please attach a plot plan and written description of the boundary.

6. DESCRIPTION

Please éttach a description of the historic resource and supplement with current photographs.

7. SIGNIFICANCE :
Please attach the Statement of Significance.

Period of Significance (from year to year): from _c,1775t0 present

Date(s) :of construction and/or alteration: 1872-1876
Architect, engineer, and/d)r designer: unknown sculptox
Builder, contractor, and/or artisan: n/a

Original owner._ City of Philadelphia

Other significant personsf -
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CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION:

The historic resource satisfies the following criteria for designation (check all that apply):

(2) 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; or, T
(b) Is associated with an event of importance to the history of the City, Commonwealth or Nation:
or,

(c) Reflects the environment in an era characterized by a distinctive architectural style; or,

(d) Embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style or engineering specimen; or,
(e) Is the work of a designer, architect, landscape architect or designer, or engineer whose work
has significantly influenced the historical, architectural, economic, social, or cultural developrment of
the City, Commonwealth or Nation: or,

(f) Contains elements of design, detail, materials or craftsmanship which represent a significant
innovation; or, .

(@) Is part of or related to a square, park or other distinctive area which should be preserved
according to an historic, cultural or architectural motif: or,

(h) Owing to its unique location or singular physical characteristic, represents an established and
familiar visual feature of the neighborhood, community or City; or,

(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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8. MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES
Please attach a bibliography.

9. NOMINATOR

Name with Tite_Celeste A. Morello, MS, MA Email Rone

Organization__ none Date Sept., 2016
Street Address Telephone

City, State, and Postal Code

Nominator [] is X] is not the property owner.

PHC Use ONLY
Date of Receipt_ @ ©  Octaber— Dolle /(‘c.u.r\s.«_d,‘\
ﬁ Correct-Complete [_] Incorrect-Incomplete Date: 7 December 2016

Date of Notice Issuance: 16 December 2016

Property Owner at Time of Notice
Name: Philadelphia Parks & Recreation

Address:___ 1515 Arch Street, 10th Floor

City:__Philadelphia State:_ PA  Postal Code: 19102
Date(s) Reviewed by the Committee on Historic Designation:___15 February 2017
Date(s) Reviewed by the Historical Commission: 10 March 2017
Date of Final Action;__ 10 March 2017

MDesignated [] Rejected 4/11/13




5. Boundary Description:

The aerial view of MarFoni Plaza below shows the location

of the Christopher Columbus| statue: on the west side of the

2700 block of South Broad Street, central to the area enclosed by

pathways, in front of a pavgi (not sodded) area, off Broad Street,
The statue and pedestaﬁ are situated upon grass, with a

modern iron fence decoratediwith iron silhouettes of Columbus'

three ships. The nomination| concerns only the sculpted marble

objects dedicated in 1876, %ot the site, nor appurtenances.

Philadelphia DOR | ParcelExplorer
(Source: Obtined at City Archives)
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6. Description:

Executed in a dull, whitish "durable Italian marble,”1the

Columbus statue and its two| stage pedestal stand twenty-two(22)

feet in height. The statue represents the navigator in the Neo-

\ .
classical Style reminiscent| of Classical Greek or First Century

Roman monumental sculpture to honor deceased notables. Here,

Columbus stands in the contrapposto pose (like those from anti-
quity) assuming the naturalkess, with a naturalistic flow in the
drapery of his contemporary| garb. His right hand rests on a globe
while his left hand holds a}map; an anchor is at his right side
near his foot. These are hﬁs attributes to identify him, while

the bas reliefs and inscriptions carved into the pedestal further
define his great achievement of discovering new lands in this hemi-

sphere on "October 12, 1492."

The pedestal appears two-staged with niches for decoration
in any of its octagonal sides. (Refer to recent images by nomina-
tor attached.) Ribboned garland wreaths adorn the smaller sides
with bas reliefs of the coats-of-arms of the United States and
Italy, one of Columbus' ships and crossed anchors are at eye level.
(Lower stage). In the stage directly below the statue are the
inscriptions: "Presented to|the City of Philadelphia by the Italian
|

Societies.' (east side) ~Then, on the (west) back of the statue:

"Dedicated October |12, 1876 by the Christopher
Columbus Monument |Association on the Anniversary
of the Landing of |Christopher Columbus October
12, 1492.,"

This statue and pedestal seem intact from the 1876 dedication
with nothing affixed subsequent to its relocation to Marconi Park.
This nomination only seeks certification of the objects dedicated
in 1876 at West Fairmount Park to correlate to another inscription

on the statue: "In Commemoration of the First Century of American
Independence."

1

Fairmount.Park Art Association, Sculpture of a City: Philadelphia's
Treasures in Bronze & Stone. New York: Walker Pub. Co., 1974, p. 90.
Refer to cited pages in "Appendix II."

Hereafter, this source will be referred as "FPAA."




Recent photograph of Columbus
statue and pedestal at Marconi
Park where it has been since
1976, one hundred years after
its original placement on the
grounds at West Fairmount Park.

The pedestal is 12 feet; the
statue, 10 feet, totalling
22 feet in height.

The statue was presumably
carved in Italy using Italian
marble,

The sculptor is unknown.

Columbus Hall today on the

700 block of South Eighth St.
was where the Columbus Monument
Association formed in 1872,
mostly with congregants from
{(nearby) St. Mary Magdalen de
Pazzi Church. Most in this
Association shared the same
ancestral origins as Columbus
in Liguria, Italy.

Columbus Hall was founded in
1867 for the mutual beneficial
societies in the Italian Ameri-
can community in Philadelphia.



Views of podium of
Columbus Statue:

(Top left) Southwest
(Top right) West side
(Left) Northeast

Note addition of slab
at bottom of front of
statue, facing Broad.

Iron out-lines of ships
at top right image.



7. Statement of Significance:

This nomination of thé Christopher Columbus statue-, for-
merly part of the Centenniél Exhibition (or "Exposition") in
West Fairmount Park meritslcertification under criteria (a) and
(b) of the Preservation Code for the national significance of

the subject and the event in which this statue made its debut.

Christopher Columbus (14512-1506) is an integral part of the
history of the United States and of this hemisphere, as the com-
mander of a naval crew who |introduced western European civiliza-
tion to undiscovered lands. | To patriots in the cause for inde-
pendence from Great Britain, Columbus embodied the spirit and qual-
ities of bravery and forginging ahead despite challenges. Thus,
the word, Columbia, the feminine version of Columbus, is synonymous
with the "United States of America" and "Columbian" monuments in
statuary, painting and bas reliefs carry a tradition of honoring
the explorer all over the nation.

In Philadelphia, a statue of Columbus was reported as early
as 1782f; then an obelisk travelled around the former colonies with
tributes carved into the stone for the 1792 celebration. What is
most siénificant about the instant nomination is that the Columbus
statue was part of the Centennial Exhibition held in Philadelphia
in 1876. Privately-funded by a group with ancestral origins to
the same region in Italy as Columbus, these Italian Americans
here coﬁmissioned this statue as a "gift" to the city and for it to
be placed in West Fairmount Park's grounds during the six month-
long event to celebrate our nation's one hundred years.

The Centennial Exhibition, however, was more than an event.
On display were the latest in scientific innovations that showcased
American ingenuity in inventions such as the telephone, typewriter,

sewing machine and other conveniences lacking in the other thirty-
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seven nations' exhibitions. Along with the technological and mech-
anical wonders of the time on display were cultural goods that iden-
tified each country. Art had a major role at this event. "The
Centennial Exposition serves as a key to the next period"zin archi-
tecture, painting and in sculpture. The Columbus statue herein
exemplified the movement from Neoclassicism (still in vogue), to
Ecleticism (or the Eclectic Style) that would also be seen in Europe
by the twentieth century. Architectural styles and interior de-
coration would also change by what was shown at the Centennial,

To the average American, however, the Centennial Exhibition
evoked patriotism in how our young country stood in competition with
the much older, established nations of the world who had the great
pasts and cultures borne over centuries. It was fitting then, for
this statue of Columbus to be part of the Centennial for he connected
our country to the values of a developed civilization as he inspired
our Founding Fathers to break from Great Britain for independence .

to create an American culture andg heritage.
: == Call

The Columbus Monument Association formed in 1872 was comprised
mostly of those in Philadelphia's Italian American community whose
settlement brought the founding of the first Italian nationaf‘Roman
Catholic church in the United States, St. Mary Magdalen de Pazzi,
This parish church began in 1852 by St. John Neumann, the first male
saint in the U.S. The church building,4designed by E.F. Durang,
was the scene for the Columbus Day celebration in 1892, carrying on
the "Columbus Day" (or "Discovery Day") tradition from the presiden-

cy of George Washington in 1792.

This nomination is limited to only the sculpted marble objects

dedicated in 1876 now situated in Marconi Park in South Philadelphia.

“Brown, M., American Act. NY:| Abrams,1979, p. 269. Refer also to
FPAA, op. cit., .p. 91 on John Sartain's quoted observation.

A "national" church was one where the foreign language of the con-
gregants was spoken in sermons, confessions and during ministries,

4The building is on the Philadelphia Register and an official his-
torical marker was approved and placed by undersigned in 1994,
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The Christopher Columbus Sﬂatue...
\

(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 1life of
a person significant in the past.

The Oxford English Dictionary defines Columbian as "the
poetic name for America (f. Columbus its discoverer). Of or be-
longing to America or (esp.) the United States."5 The American
Heritage Dictionary likewise offers this meaning for Columbia
as "A feminine personification of the United States," with its
origin: "After Christopher _Columbus."6 These words arose sometime
in the early 1770s in the former colonies where the seeds for in-
dependence from Great Britain were slowly being sown, and by only

a few. 'Thereafter, the words, "Christopher Columbus," "Columbian"
and "Columbia," with more variations would become frequently used

in early publications as well as in other scenarios.

At which precise time or year that Columbus' name had be-
come symbolic with the birth of the United States is unclear, but
by the time of the Revolution, the explorer and his integrity were
alignedzto the patriots. At least by 1775, a ship called, "Colum-
" was used against the British at sea for about one year. In
the diagy of French officer and ally, Jean Baptiste A. de Vergegk
he noted a statue of Columbug in Independence Hall in 1782 during

bus

the War;7 By the 1780s, the socio-political group, the Tammany
Society had adapted an associated name, "Columbian Order" as a
way of expressing its patriotism for severence from Britain. This

group would sponsor the creation of one of the first monuments to

5Oxford English Dictionary. Oxford, GB: The Clarendon Press, 1978,

AHD, Second College Edition. Boston, Houghton Mifflin Co., 1985,
"Pennsylvania Gazette", Nov, 11, 1775, June 26, 1776, Oct. 16,1776,

Bedini, S.A.(Ed.), The Christopher Columbus Encyclopedia. NY:
Simon & Schuster, 1992,
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Like the Christopher Columbus
Statue, this monument erected
in 1792 projects the essence

of Columbus in the herit
of the United States.

age
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Columbus: A moveable black marble obelisk. Recorded observations
of this stated the obelisk to be four-sided and fourteen feet high,
It travelled throughout the [former colonies on the first "Columbus
Day" celebrated in the new nation, in 1792, (Refer to prage 10 for
copies of inscribed words and commentary by printers.)

A day designated to honor Christopher Columbus paralleled the
sentiment still felt from the years opposing the mother-country:
"This day demands of us to celebrate the exertions of an individual
who, by his 'success began a revolution..." ("Claypoole's Daily
Advertiser," October 17, 1792). Attached in Appendix 1 are several
accounts of how Columbus was regarded by Americans from Salem, Mass-
achusetts to Richmond, Virginia, consistently. Moreover, the Diaries
and Papers of George Washington offer more on Columbus as a subject
of admiration and popularity prior to and during his tenure as our
first president. "Mr. Barlow's" poem, "The Vision of Columbus, "
(1788) and playwright Thomas Morton's '"Columbus; or a World Discov-
ered" (from the 1797 entryf3continued the esteem held by those of
neither the same ethnicity nor same faith as the majority at that

time.

Ye&, the subject and character of Columbus seemed embedded into
the culﬁure of the United States, especially in the planning of the
new capitol in Washington, the District of Columbia? Such acknow-
ledgemeﬁt by name, destined Columbus to be permanently part of the
nation'a heritage. Later, with the construction of the Capitol
buildinq, "Columbia" would be represented in fresco, oils, marble
and vis@ally accepted as with no other nation but ours. "Columbian
Doors" df bronze led into the Capitol where a feméle goddess-like
"Columbﬂa" draped in stars-and-stripes fabric formed our mythology.
She would be seen through the Civil wWar in political posters as
the strenghth and pride and spirit upon which the nation grew.

8Diaries of Geo. Washington. Vol. 6 in the Papers of George Washing-
ton, Charlottesville: Univ. Press of Virginia, 1979. Feb., 1797.
Letter to CRevalier 1la Luzerne, May 28, 1788. LOC, 1741-1799,.
9"District of Columbia" was named in 1791, authorized by President
Washington.

OSee Kennon, D. (Ed.), The United States Capitol. Athens: Ohio U.
Press, 2000, p. 190; 263 on Brumidi and Vanderlyn's art works,
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The unification of Italy in about 1871 initiated another
dimension in how Columbus was part of our American heritage. The
attaining of lands from the |Spanish Bourbons, Austrians, pope and
others created the new republic of Italy, with its own flag, coat-
of-arms (on the Columbus statue) and leadership. Prior to Italy's
united status, Italian Americans played a very minor role in pro-
moting Columbus, as he seemed so much of a "Revolution" entity than
an ethnic one. By the years| of revolt in Europe from the 1860s
to the 1871 date, however, Columbus became aligned with a nationality
of foreign origin rather than representing the ideals that had in-
spired patriots during the American Reévolution. This is what oc-
curred When the instant Columbus statue was executed, then dedicated
at the Centennial Exhibition in 1876.

Prévious monuments honoring Columbus in Baltimore (an obelisk
from 1792) and in Boston (1849),1;long with the various art at the
Capitol neutralized the explorer, making him "American," and using
the Latin form of his name, not the "Colon" (Spanish) or "Colombo"
(Italian) to emphasize Columbus' universal identity. By the 1876
Centennial, with Genoa now part of Italy (it was in the Kingdom of
Sardinia), Columbus suddenly identified as "Italian." 1In contrast
to what the Tammany Order's obelisk inscribed, in casting Columbus
as "Itaﬁian," the post-unification "Columbus" denied his use of the
Spanish language and that he was buried in Spain. Thence, the ex-
plorer a$sumed an "Italian" relationship while in Mexico, Central
and South America and in the Caribbean, Columbus retains his "Span-

ishness'" for a majority in this part of the world.,

This, though, may be the future history of Columbus in Ameri-
ca's heritage: where the Spanish language brought to this hemis-
phere by Columbus and his successors with the culture, may enhance
and preserve his position as part of our past. Thus, in every cen-
tury of the United States' history, a new, refreshed view is taken

on Christopher Columbus as he remains significant in our heritage.

11Refer Lo summarized tributes to Columbus on "Columbus Monuments, "

on-line.
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Image of statue

as it appeared

in West Fairmount

Park for the Cen-

tennial Exhibition
in 1876.

(Free Library,

Print Collection.)

Compare this pose
with the statues on
pages 16 and 17--
all Classical.




~14-

The Christopher Columbus Statue:
(b) is associated with an event of importance to the history of

the City, Commonwealth or Nation.

The idea for a "World Hxposition" to celebrate our indepen-
dence from Great Britain in [1776 was proposed in 1866 to then-
Mayor Morton McMichael by a Professor John Campbell from Indiana.
Preparations to raise funds were made subsequently, with some
national financial blocks, such as the Depression of 1873, somewhat
slowing the flow of money needed to construct buildings, renovate
West Fairmount Park to accommodate, perhaps millions of visitors
and to present an impressivel "International Exhibition of Arts,
Manufactures, and Products of the Soil and Mine" to the world.
Thirty-seven countries participated with new innovations or with
products that identified with the workmanship of each nation. The
event would open by May 10, 1876 and close six months later. It was
better known as "The Centennial Exhibition.

In 1872, a group of Italian Americans in Philadelphia then
formed the "Columbus Monument Association" to have a statue of the
great naV1gator bresented to the City as a gift. 1Its planning had
1ncluded the principals of the Centennial Exhibition, a Mr. Char-
les s. Keyser "Who has long been identified with the work (Colum-
bus statue)" dnd others inside of the Art Gallery near Memorial
Hall; and a Mr. Schwarzmann who determined the location for the
statue ®n the Centennial's grounds13 Juliani attributes the idea
for thls status to Agostino Lagomarsino (1830-1906) who was also
from the same area as Columbus and settled in Phlladelphla13 Lago-
marsino 'was a known philanthropist and civic leader in the city,
His 1nvolvement with other prominent Ttalian Americans long inves

ted in c1ty affairs and business led to the coordinated design and
plannlng of the Columbus statue.14

1ZMCCabe, Jas., The Illustrated History of the Centennial Exhibition.
Phlla..‘National Pub. Co., 1876, p. 753.

13FPAA op. cit., p. 90.

14Jullanl, Richard, Building Little Italy. Univeristy Park: Penn
State Unlver51ty Press, 1998, p. 275.
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The Centennial Exhibition was the first great "World's Fair"
in the United States from which other fairs, such as the "Colum-
bian Exposition" in Chicago [(1893) were based. On the grounds of
West Fairmount Park, 167 buildings were erected in various archi-
tectural styles to raise the awe in professional designers and the
public alike. Dotting the grounds were statues, some of animals
and others exemplifying the |current and more advanced trends in
art. Thus, there were works by sculptors trained in Rome and in
Florence since the 1850s and those highly affected by Realism in
emotlonal capturings that were quite the opposite from the instant

Columbus statue's Neoclassicism.(See Bach, page in Appendix IT.)

Much has been written on the Centennial's effects on commerce.
Phllade;phla s John Wanamaker became one of America's retail giants
from hls experience in 1875 as the Centennial's Chairman of the
Board of Finance. But he saw more in the Centennial relevant to
the 1nstant nomination: "It (Centennial) was the cornerstone upon
which manufacturers everywhere rebuilt their business to new fa-
brics, new fashions...taught them from the exhibits of the nations
of the world. "150f course, Wanamaker noticed the art at the event.

"The Art Galleries were at all times the most crowded part of the
" Sald portraitist John Sartain. 16True, beautiful things at

the Centennlal outnumbered and surpassed in viewers the unattract-=
ive metals in technology.

fair,

The Columbus statue was very visible at the Centennial, near

the exqulslte "Bartholdi Fountain" at the intersection of Belmont

and Fountaln Avenues.17

In fact, there were many similarities be-
tween these works as well as Bartholdi's more famous sculpture,
the Statue of Liberty." Both bore Neoclassicism, a style still

favored, but fading as sculptors met the challenges of Eclectism,

5Wanamaker, John, "The Evolution of Mercantile Business," in U.S.
& Dry Goods Reporter, Nov. 18, 1876, p. 4.

16FPAA,3op. cit., p. 91.
17

McCabe, op. cit., p. 753; FPAA, p. 90.
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Philadelphia's Columbus statue
is an example of monumental
statuary, in the tradition of
these images from the Golden
Ages of Greece (Fifth Century
B.C. on left) and of Rome in
the First Century A.D. (below)

These works show the forwarad
gaze, the pose assuming a
naturalistic stance defined
as the contrapposto, with one
leg stepping forward, leaving
the other to bear weight.

These and other statues were
exXecuted to memorialize the
subjects, notables and heroes,

This classic pose would be re-
vived in art during the Renais-
sance, later for centuries.

DORYPHOROS' (SPEAR CARRIER). Roman
copy from Powmpei of the brouze original
(ca. 450 B.C.) by Polykleitos. Marble; bt.,

6 ft, G in. Napz’f‘_\',zf\’atz'onal Museun,

Augustus of Primaporta. ¢, 20 p.c.
Marble, 6’ 8”, Vatican Museums, Rome



Frederick Mac
heroic size, Cjt

Monnies. Nathan Hale, 1890
¥ Hall Park, New York

. Bronze,

1T

These statues demonstrate

the strong influence of
Neoclassicism from western
Europe in the United States.,
Neoclassicism, derived fron
ancient Greece and Rome's
Golden Ages, was part of our
nation's law, art, architecture,
philosophy and surroundings

as in other nations emulating
the glory of the classical
civilizations, Note the cont-

rapposto poses.

JEAN ANTOINE Houpon, George Washington,
1788-92. Marble, height 74",
State Capitol, Richmond, Virginja
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and the Sculptural techniques by Impressionistg, The "Statue of
Liberty" was said to have been an idea conceived in 1866 to be
presented to the United States: this may have inspired local cit-
izens in 1872 to commission the Columbus statue, which also was
exXecuted in Europe,

Credit for the fountain ang "Liberty" though, are known; the
Columbus sculptor is not, although some Sources state "Emanuele
Caroni" who enterred many smaller, lively pieces for the Gallery,
The records of the Centenniall, the "Official Catalogue" ang the
Fairmount Park art Association do not attribute the Columbus sta-
tue to Caroni. (Refer to Appendix IT) McCabe's effusive discussion
of "The Italiap Day" during the Centennial further negates Caroni
but does somewhat infer that "Professor Salla" was the artist/sculp-

tor in Florence who used Italian marble, The inference was never
asserted by other Sources,
'

The Columbus.statue's Neoclassicism was intentional, in the
tradition of monumental sculpture reserved for the honored. (see
images on preceding pages.) From antiquity through the founding
of our country, Neoclassicism was adapted into the "New Rome" as
SOme envisioned for America, with the important buildings designed
to appear as Greek or Roman temples. 1n this respect, the 19tp
century Columbus statue was €xecuted "for the ages" to come, in
its resemblance to classical figures,

The Bartholdi Fountain at the
intersection of Belmont ang
Fountain Avenues is center,

The Columbus statue is on
right, where arrow directs.

<—
Note the number of buildings.
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The Christopher Colum us statue from the Centennial Exhibition
certainly meets the signif@cant value as part of the United States'
cultural past from the earliest years of independence. The subject
of Columbus was on the minds of eighteenth century patriots and
especially our first president who approved the "Columbia" name
in honor of Columbus to be enjoined with his name for our nation's
capital city. This was only| the beginning of tributes to Columbus

as he became synonymous with| our country.

Continuing in this tradition, the Centennial Exhibition in
1876 here placed the instant Columbus statue in one of the most
frequented areas, close to the intersection of Belmont and Fountain
Avenuesiin acknowledgement of the explorer's part in our history.
Supervi%ed by local Italian American groups and Centennial officers,
the statue stylistically was appropriate in furthering Neoclassicism
in American art while bearing a timeless image of a historical fi-
gure adﬁired by the nation's first proponents of a republic with
democraqy, as found in the classical civilizations. The Centennial
was the |debut for this statue, now situated at Marconi Park in
South Pﬂiladelphia, and this event held importance specifically in
Americaq history as the model of public spaces where one's work

could compete, be on display, or serve to create innovation,

Foriall of these Teasons, the Christopher Columbus statue

merits hﬁstorical designation by this Historical Commission.

Celeste A. Morello, Ms, Ma
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l L\ | ' o -
u NEW_YORK, Q&agber. 13,

1 cocniag, the 3d centuary of the difcovery
[ columbia). by 'Chriftopher Columbus,. was
L. citys -by, the-Tammany Society or Colum
;1;” occalian, 8 portable monumental obelifk w
b great wigwam, amid the plaudic of the be
.. john B Johnfon, agreeable to appointm:
[(icty with an animated Eulogy on this v
igt,,;,i(hing adventyrer, with great applaufe
L utic foogs were fong, and toalls given fu

The following copies of newspapers relate how

"Columbus Day" was celebrated in 1792,
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BY THIS DAY’S MArIL., |

NEW-YORK, 0a ;8.
KING or FRANCE BEHEADED.

By Capt. Aigre who is arrived at Kennchqck, ?;
i thirty days from Liverpool, we are informed |
that accoants had been received from Fiance,
juft prior to his (ailing, that the King of the French
was beheaded | |

- The sath inft, being the commencement of the
AVth Columbian Century, was obferved as a
centuary feltival by the Tammany Society, and
celebrated in that flile of (entiment which dif-
tingaifhes this focial and patriotic inflitution.

In the evening a mmonument was ere@ed 1o the —
memory of Columbus, ornamented by tranfpa-
rency, with a variety of fuitable deviees.

This beautiful exhibitian gvas expoled for the
aratification of public cariofity fome time previ-
ous to the meeiing of the fociety,

An elegant oration was delivered by Mr. J.
B. Johinflon, in which feveral of 1he principal
events in the life ot this remarkable man were
pathetically defcribed, and the interciting con-

lequences to which his great atchievemenis had
 already, and mult Rill conduft the affairs of
mankind, were pointed out in a manner ex-
E tremely latisfaliary,

L] - . L} -

1 of 2 9/8/2016 12:31 PM
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Laring tne eveaning's entcifainment, a variet
of raiional amulement was enjoyed.— 1 he fol-
lowing toalls were drank = ’

t, ‘The memory of Chriftopher Columbus,
the difcoverer of this new wa! |

2. May the new world never exverience the
[v?ces snd miferies of the old ; and be a ha Py
‘afylum for the opprefled of all nauons an of
all religions,

8- May peace and liberty ever pervade the
United Columbian States,

4. Muay this be the lalt centuary feliival of the
Columbiun Orde: that finds a flave on this globe,

5. Thomas Paine.

6. The Rights of Man. |

7. May the 4th century be as remarkable for
the improvement and knowledge of the rights
of man as the firlt was for difco very, and the im-
Provement of nautic (cience,

8. La Favette and the French nation,

9. May theliberty of the French rife fuperior
to all the cfforts of Auftrian delpotifm.

¥10. A Burgoyning to the Duke of Brunfwick.

r1. May the deliverers of America never expe.

rience that ingratitude from their country, which
Columbus experienced from his King.

12. May the genius of liberty, as the has con-
duéted the flons of Columbia ‘with glory to the
commencement of the fourth century,guard their
fame 10 the end of time.

13. The DAY. A

14. WasHiNGTON, the deliverer of the new

| world.

http:/;‘infoweb.newshank‘corrﬁfw-search/weﬂ-listArchive/?p_produc...
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Headline: [No Headline]; Article Type: Poetry
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2

.

O D E,

' Sung at thé Greal ' Wigwam of the "Tamﬂ;&y Soriety,
er Columbian Order of New York, on the Celebratron
qf;_bc ~d Centuary', gfﬁm ;Dgﬂaafr_), v A:agrtca &
Chriftopher Columbus, on the 12th ﬁakr, 1 492

E fons of freedom, hail the day, .
That brought a fecond world toview ;
To great Columbas’ mem'ry pay
The praife snd honor yoltly dues 1 iyt
Chorus—Let the iniportant theme infpire
Each breaft wirh patriotic fire,

Her

And heaven diveted o'er the floed,
- Columbus found: her on this fhoro. |
O'er the blefs'd land with rayd divine, °
She thone, and thill forever Hins, =
Hark ! from above, the great decree
Floats in celeftial notes along ;
% Columbia ever fhall be free,*
Exu]ti_s;,;r, thoufands fwell the fong,
Patriots revere the grear decree, d

Lqp%did opprefﬁan o’er the world,
anguine banners wide difplay :

Dark bigotry her thupders burl®d, - "

And freedom’s domesin ruip lay., '
Juftice and liherty had flown,
And

Thus heave

. Refolv'd bright freedom to reliors s - d

'
1

-

tyvants cail’d the world their own,
N our race with pity view'd ;- .-

- -

Columbis ever fl1al] be free

Here thall the enthufiaRic lowe

9/8/2016 12:31 PM
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Which freemen to their ¢ auntry awe ;
FEukindled, alorious from above,
lo every patriat bolom glow,
Infpire the heart, the arm extendy “

_ The vights of f. cedom to defend, §

Secure forever, and enfire, :
The Rights of Mawhall here vemain ¢ ‘ \
No nobles kindle difcard’s fire,

- Nor defpottoad with Nlavery’s chain, | |

Here thall th' opprefls’d find fweet rdpole,
Since none but tyrants are our foes,
Here commerce fhall her fails extend,

Science diffule her kindelt ray : -
Religion’s pureft flame afcend, ,
And peace (hall crown each happy day.

- Thrice favor’d land, by heaven dcﬂgneci

A world of bleffings for mankind.

Then while we keep this juhilece,

While feated round this awful (hrine,

Columbus’ deeds our theme {hall be,

And liberty that gift divine,
Let the tranfporting theme infpite,
Each breaft with patriotic fire,

31P
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Headline: On the Discovery of America: Article Type: News/Opinion

Gazette of the United States, published as The Gazette of the United States. (Philadelphia, Pennsylvania) « 10-27-1792 « P

ON THE DISCOVERY OF AMERICA,
. . } | 1
| An Oration, d‘e:'wrfe# by Mr. Fofeph Reed, of this Cigy,
|t the late anniver fary Commencemnt held at Frings.
tony New- Ferfey,

- A T theclef: ofia contury the mind iy naturals

/ ly led to the ! contemplation of any groat
event which marked its cominencemont. ‘Na.
(tions have chafeny at fuch periods, to diftin.
guills with peculiar grandeur, the comimemo.
ration of thofe events from whence they date
their bireh, their happinefs, or their glorv. Such
were the fecular gumes at Rome, celebrated
hut encve in an handred years, which exhaufted
the refources of are, and to which al] the cit.
veng were invited by the voice of'a herald, fum-
moning them to o fight they had never feen be-
tore, and thould never fee again, But what is

an enpire, or the ceafing of a plague, compared
with the difcovery of a wotrld ? Vet thefe have
been often celebrated, while the yeur feventeen
hundred and 92, a vear which compietes the
third century fince the difcovery of Ameriea.

the foundation of a city, the efbsblithment of { fi

mar, prond, fcientific iman, flands abathed o
the prefence of her fuperiar difceennrent.

It there be arr objed® truly tublime in nature,
it is Coiumbas on his voyage to America | To
ufe the language of antiquity, it is u fight which
the Gods themfelves might behold with plea-
fure, Qa this very day, the 26th of September,
1492, be had advanced above 702 leapues welt.
ward of the Canary Iflands. “Tlere we behold
him in the nidft of the pathlefs acean, with
three finall and ili-confirudted « effels, feadily
e4ploring his way where never mortal had ad-
ventured before.  Amidft dangers rew and un-
expe@ted, amid® appearances of nature to »
mariner the moft alarming, and furrounded by
the terrors aud fuperfition of his followers, we
beliold him difplaying the moft unthaken forti.
titude : now foothing their foars, now repref-
fing their mutiny, and by patience and fupesior
addrefs eltablifhing that afcendency over their
minds which genius alone can acquire. But in
a voyage fo Jong the refources of Columbus were
at length exhanfted. His officers themfelves
were indefpair ; and this wonderfiul man was
perhaps the only one whofe hopes remained firm

and unfhaken.  Unable to reprefs any longer

the terrors of fiis crew, he is abliged to promife
that it land does not appear in three days, he
will change his courfe and return to Europe.
What an interefting period { a period whichis
to decide upon his fortune and hia fume forever
«=which is 1o ftamp immortality upon his nane,
or give him back to the feoffs and ridicule of
the world ! Methinks I fee him in this folemn
crifis flanding upon the foreceftle of the Santa
Maria. It is midnight—=but not an eye is clo-
fed—not a found is beard, favethar of the winds
dud of the waves—cviry look is anxioufly cagt
to the weft, but defpondence and dikruft are
painted on the faces of fis crew ; while tonfi-
dence and hope &ill animate that of Colum-
vus.—~Hah ! What light is that which ko def
aries in motion and points out te thole whoare
near him? What flicut is that which burfts
rom the crew of the foremott thip *="T1is land
«="Tisland | The predictions of Colusnbus are
accomplified ; a new world is found, and the
morning light unfolds to thelr eager eyes the
 verdant fields of Guaribani, Oh 'what a no-

ment far Colamboc ! ¥ {be the ravture which

9/8/2016 12:39 PM
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| pors decreed to celebrate this great event,.w

o al
palles almoft wnaoticed—g difcovery which
ftands foremoft among the works of genins ;
which once filled the world with aftorithmen ty
and muft forever command the udmiratioh of
the philofophic mind. Yot the fpirit of Colum
bus, while from his empyreal Leight he furveys,
the rifing greatnefs of this new world, fees no
ftatues erected, no inferiptions made, ro ho-

Ullultrions fhade ! my feeble veice at leaft fhall
announce thy praife ; and this enlightened ay.
dience, kindling at thy name, will inferibe op-
on their fearts the bonors due to thine cxalted
worth !

True geaiusisa ray of divinity, which beams
only on the tall and elevated mind, A capaci
ty tor bald and original difcovery refembles the

ower of creation § and its pofeMor vaifed a.
rmvc the reft of" mankind, approximates to the
Delty,
Accuftomed from his youth to adveaturous
voyages Le aften cafl an inquifitive eye on the
immenfe ocean to the welt, which, tor azes, had
been deemed the impaflible boundary of tle hg-

bitable world, Ignorance and fuperftition farend

Such was the celebrated Columbus.—m |

all their rerrors over the unknown abyfs, and
inevitable deftruction feemed to wwait the |
sretch who fhould venture to explore it. But
Columbus, elevating himflf above the m*mrs‘
and prejudices of his age, and colle ting the
feattered rays of knowledge which faintly iltas
minated the clofe of the 1 5th century, deferied
the cxiftence of unknown lands beyond the At
fantic, and boldly predicted the poflibitity of
reaching them, ~ Acquainted from our earlieft

years with the improvements in geography and
navigation, it is difficult, at firft light, to com-
prebend all the grcatnefs of this bold and orj.
ginal idea, To realize its magnitude, let us
mark how it was received by philafophers und
kings, when Columbus, eager to afeertain its
truth, folicited the patronage of different coyree,
In Genoa, his native city, he was treated with
all the contempt with which wealthy | gnorance
regards the fuggeftions of unpatronized genius,
In the more enlightened court of Portugal his
propofals were prononnced to be chimericul and
abford. Tn Spain we find him evcountering
the prejudices of fulfu feience, and wafting ﬁva
long years in fiuitlefs attemptsto culighten the
fcholars and  ecclefialtical counfellors who
‘adorned the coutt of Ferdinand and Ifabelln)
- But the idea was too valt for thefe philofophers
| to comprehend ; land it feeme., to require u ge-
nius like that| of Columbis himfelf, to adopt o
feheme fo bold and uncommon, Mortified and
difappointed, bhe retired from conrt : and that
age was in danger of lofing a difcovery at once

honarable andadvantageous. But to the honay
|

http://infoweb.newsbank.com/iw-search/we/HistArchive/?p_produc...
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glows on his cheek—the tear of joy which gl
tens in hiseye. I fee him affe@ionately railing
up bis followers, "who proftrate themfelves nt
h& feety overwhelmed with aftonifiment, and
imploring his forgivenefs. X fee him fazing on
the fimple natives, who crowd to the thore,and
wonder at the winged monfters which fwim on
the furface of the deep. 1 fee him antizipate
the aftonihment of Europe—the triumph of his
return=the fplendor of his reception—the ap-
plaufe of bis cotemporaries, and the admitation
ofages to come. This moment—this fingle
Mement, overpays him for all his toil and dif:
trefs, for eight years of mortification and con-
tempt, and gives him thofe fublime tranfports
which itis the prerogutive of genius to enjoy.
(To be concluded in suf next,)

9/8/2016 12:39 PM
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How the Centennial Exhibition in 1876 influenced

American architecture,

painting and sculpture is
noted in this source.
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Architectyre: The Bat

Styles

The architecture of the nineteenih century as a whole, and
of the second half specifically, hag commonly been de.
scribed as an ¢pic struggle between the forees of reaction
expressed in eclecticism ang those of progress embodied
in functionalism, However, it was an exuberantly prg.
duelive era, fascinating in jis failures ag well g in its
Successes. What was onee SCEN a5 a single undeviating Jine
of development from Darby's iron bridge over the Severn
to the Internationa) Style now | seems too simplistic, Re-
cent historians haye rediscovered aspects of eclecticigm
which had either an importan inﬁiuence on the main-

the century was real, but arcHitecrs Were not blind tq
advances ip technology. Many had engineering training,
some even made important contributions tq building
technology. apd every large architectural firp had its
engineer, However, the 24p between the purely utilitarjap
Construction of bridges, railroads, canals, dams, or fac-

specialized professions, ‘

It was in the gray area between engineering and archi-
tecture that aesthetic confusion occurred, The problem
showed itself clearly in the railroad station, where the
train shed was entrusted to the engineer and the Station
building jtself to the architect, Commereial architecture
in general teeterad between utility and puhlic Presence, To
be profitable (he commercial building had tq be service-
able and economical, but it aftey had o appeal to aeg-
thetic taste a5 well, Ornateness was directly relate to the
status consciousness of the client,

Building activity fell off with the finaneia] depression
of 1857, and the decline naturally continued through the
Civil War, but the postwar boom fostered public ang
private building on ap unprecedented scale, The period is
characterized not only by a new Jey| of extravagunce but

le of

at times g proviq!ciul pastiche, labeleq aptly enough the
“General Grant $tyJe,” since its Jife span coincided with
the General’s term s Presiden (1869-77),

From the end of the Civil War to the Philadelphia
Centennial Exhibitian jn 1876, American taste accepted
with equanimity twq distinet revival styles, the Victorian
Gothic and the French Second Empire. On the face of jt,
N0 two modes could be more disparate: the ope medieval,
towered, poinlcd-;lrched, asymmetrical, and polychromed 5
the other Classica]-'oriented, mansard-roofed, roung-
arched, Symmetrical, jordered, and, at least in jtg origins,
essentially monochromatic, Yet, somehow the two were
converted to a common aggressively plastic picturesque-
Tiess expressive of the brash adventurism of the period
itself, Churches, sthaols, libraries, and museumns were
normally Gothic, while governmental and commercjal
buildings, or anything intended o appear palatial or
luxurious, were more f‘requently Second Empire.

(continued on page 250)

DECORATIVE ARTS

The Centengigl Exhibition in Fhiladelphia in 1575 lntro-
duced several cop leting trends in decoration, Jrom the
reviva, of ourqﬁr%;?!'ren'mgeqr; exatic Eastern modes.
Varipys decorators gnd designers began then to ningle
Maorish, Eqst Inddian, and Jfapanese elements, nor a ways
dr'm'rzg:u'.rlfmg among \the styles they were .J'rzr.'mpm'a!r'ﬁg.
Interest in the Near Eqst|way evident in the yse of cushions
and divans, injgid tables, brass objects of all kinds, and
decorative Jereens. Mapyiclients had dpecial carners treated
in exotic manners, uifd \ome even had entjre Moorish
rooms. The finest sych Foom (colorplate 34 ) was designed
Sor Arabelig Worsham g later owned by John D, Rocke-
Seller. Hepe divans, cushions, and the rich Oriental rug are
almost Subordinated 1 the lavish overail decorative scheme.
The woodori: is covered with both deep carving and poly-
chromed ornamen taken from Moorish models. T, he furni-
fure is attributed 14 Gearge Schastey, who was known for

Architdeture: The Battle of Styles 249
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- Painting: The Gilded Age

The effect of the Civil Wdr onlculture was not cataclys-
mic. The euphoria gener:Led by peace, the preservation
of the Union, and, in the orth, victory, fostered the il-
lusion of national contini\i[ty. I:n a cultural sense, 1876
Was more significant as a date than 1865, because it saw

the end of the Grant a ministration and the opening of

-—> the Centennial Exposition i4 Philadelphia. The Exposition

serves as a key to the next period, for the great Corliss
engine that Ta’(ﬁiﬁﬁemlﬁﬁry Hall, symbolizing
America’s technological aﬂvances, proved more impres-
sive than a century of A}merj;can art displayed in a
thousand works, i

So, after a long reign of natio}nalist isolation, the ars
turned again to Europe, Artists were going abroad to
study at an earlier age, an Paris and Munich became
new meccas for Americar% students. Entrance to the

Ecole des Beaux-Arts was ¢ompetitive and difficult, but
professors did accept nonn atriciilated students i their
ateliers; however, such stidents did not undergo the
rigorous academic trainin of the Beaux-Arts cur.
riculum. One might also tudy} with an independent
master or enroll in the Acadérnje Julian, specifically
otganized to accommodate tile hotdes of foreign students.
Here, though space was at a rem?um, one could work at
will and receive criticism fro Beaux-Arts masters hired
to perform that function, Thd majprity collected a partic-
ular bag of tricks, assumed the artist's mien, and came
home. Many who could not make what they had
learned fit their native envirnment found jt more con-
genial to live and paint abroad, Ulndigested borrowings
from various European sourges gave American painting
of the late nineteenth centiry an air of eclecticism,

Attists returning from study aBroad found no ready
buyers, for the majority of nanveau riche collectors bought
the fashion of the period, from Bouguerean to Meissonier
Or even Corot, rather than their American echoes. Very
few knew about the avant-garde artists who were to
become the great masters of the period. Wiser collectors
began to invest in the old masters, hnd the collectiong of
I.P. Morgan, Henry Walters, | enjamin Altman, Isabella

Stewart Gar$ue.r, John G. Johnson, and Henry G.
Marquand were begun, and Mary Cassatt advised her
wealthy friends to buy the Impressionists,

Art activityjexpanded greatly in the postwar period, as
witness the establishment of museums, art institutions,
and art schools and the increase in the number of col-
lectors, dealers, and artists. Taste was wide enough, or
perhaps confused enough, to accept a broader range of
expression than previously. One can isolate two main
currents in postiCivil War painting, Realism and Ro-
manticism, with Realism dominant in importance, The
new visual Rdalism grew out of the literalism of the
Hudson River |School and the popular art of the genre
painters; the new Romanticism transformed the tran-
scendental philosophy of the Hudson River School into
the personal expression of poetic feeling,

THE EXPATRIATES:
WHISTLER, CASSATT, SARGENT

Since it was cbmmon for American artists to study,
travel, and even live abroad as far back as the eighteenth
century, it is rather curious for historians to have singled
out Whistler, l[l'assatt, and Sargent as the expatriates.
But except for Copley and West, who were colonials, and
the sculptors whb worked in Europe largely for reasons of
craft, the earliér expatriates were inconsequential as
artists, These thiee are a big chunk of American (or non-
American) art, 5o that they are usually honored for their
international eminence and slighted for their purported
irrelevance to American art and life. In fact, all three
thought of themselves as American and had more per-
tinence for American art thanis commonly thought.

The expatriation of James Abbott McNeill Whistler
(1834-1903) began when he was taken at the age of nine
to St. Petersburg ta join his father, who was supervising
the building of tlle railroad to Moscow. His early years
in Russia and later! visits to his halfsister in England
did not prepare him|for life in Pomfret, Conn., to which
the family moved| in 1849, He spent three years at Wegt
Point and, after g short stint in the U.S, Coast and Geo-
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Sculpture: Mostly
Monumental

Sculpture after the Civil War paralleled the evolution of
painting, with the emergence of 4 new Realism and the
discovery of Paris as a new influence, but its public char-
acter conditioned its development in ways that did not
affect painting, Monuments, official portraits, and archj-
tectural sculpture are commiissioned, paid for, and judged
as establishment taste, and the sbu]ptor’s function de-
pends on public acceptance. Sculpture was, therefore,
more conservative and rhetorica],‘less adventurous and
idiosyncratic.

The response to the Civil War s an expression of in-
dividual or public sentiment was more pronounced in
sculpture than in painting, znd the prevailing attitude
Wwas pro-North and antislavery. Ij the North such sen-
timents were institutionalized into civic monuments.
Every hamlet had its war memorial in permanent stone,
bronze, or cast iron, all of which keijt a horde of sculptors
lucratively busy. The defeated South, steeped in rancor
and burdened with the demands of"reconstruction, could
not freely participate in this orgy of plastic commemora-
tion. Still, for a while, at least, the kerection of statues of
southern Revolutionary War heroes affirmed the south-
ern heritage.

The assassination of Lincoln had created a martyr
whose image could serve as a symbolic reference to the
idealism that had motivated the conflict, and, with time,
monuments to his memory beganito rival in number
even those to Washington. |

As in painting, postwar sculpture was for some time
dominated by an older generation of established artists,
both expatriate academic Neoclassicists and the pative
monument makers. The Neoclassicists prevailed at the
Centennial Exposition, But they were playing out their
STring on reputation,

Edmonia Lewis (1845-7) created quite 4 sensation in
Rome. Born of a Chippewa mother and a black father,
she graduated from Oberlin College and made her way to
Boston and to William Lloyd Garrison, who helped
launch her on a sculpture career, Following her early
success with Civil War subjects, sheiturned in Rome to
Indian and Biblical themes. Her greiitest triumph came

with the Death df Cleopatra, exhibited at the Centennial,
a typical Victorian literary subject but with an element of
the macabre in the depiction of the effect of death on
beauty. Then shd simply disappeared from the scene,

Of the old-guard monument sculptors, Thomas Ball
continued to work as an expatriate in Florence, but his
style was tied to the naturalism of the native school rather
than to the Neoclassic tradition, His most famous work
of the postwar )#ars was the Emancipation Group (1874,
plate 332). More than any Lincoln memorial of the time
it captured the imagination of the public in its mixture of
naturalism and s&imimentality

(continued on page 315 )

332 Thomas Ball, Emancipation Group, 1874, Bronze,
heroic size, Washington, D.C,
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Fie. 14. "Marine.” Neptune with trident in hand rides across the ocean. (Sce also color plate 6.)
rr:'_'our.";_ry Office of Architect of the Capitol.)
|
I I

Stnate corridors, as he was able to get work authorized, Brumidi’s last work, the ro-

tundd frieze, was his greatest monument to patience, He created the sketch wirh
L et et U S,

scenes from American history in 1859, but he was allowed to start painting on the wall

only in 1878. He began with Cc)lumﬁl.ls, painted in true fresco on the wet plaster, using
A brber LU

browns and whites to simulate sculpture. The painter was in his seventies and his
health was not good, but he climbcdqu many steps and down a long ladder o a litde
seatfold dangling sixty feet above the ratunda fAoor. His near fall js well known: his
chair leg slipped off the edge, bur he managed to hold on to a rung of the ladder unu!
rescued. Two conternporary newspaper accounts were found that show that the story
that he never painted again is not true; they describe how he climbed back up the next
day and accomplished more on the tresco than ke had for a long time.?” His work on
the f"résco ended with the figure ofWilli;1m Penn only partially completed (fig. 16), He
painted the foot on the left, and the successor he recommended, Fillippo Costaggini,

painted the one on the right. When ithe frieze was conserved in 1986, the pencil in-
scription where Costaggini noted hisistarting place could be read,
For the last few months of his life Brurmidi stayed in his studio working on his full-

size cartoons to enable someone else to camplete his design. He was paid for working
: i
- ! i
~"Death of o Great Artist,” Washington Post, FcH). 20, 1880, and “The Allegorical Work at che Capitol,” Fos
neys Sumglay Chronicle, Oce, 1, 1879,
|




Albert Bierstads 262

~ ited a preference for historical subject matter for the decoration of the Capitol. Even
s late as 1875 one author addressed this spare of ;ﬁﬁilirs, commenting: “In Amerjcq
there is also little government patronage of ar, savy the rare purchase by Congress of
historical pictures gr statues,”!8 \
There were, of course, numerous precedens for Ristorical paintings, particularly
those that illustrated scencs of discovery and settlement.’ The most obvious were the
pawntings that had been executed for the rotunds of thd U.S. Capitol between the years

1817 and 1855.2 Of those eight paintings, three relaed to the themes of discovery and

settlement: the Embarkation of the Pilgrims qr Delft Haven, Holland by Robert W,

Toir 21 ol , . . . nderlvn 2
Weir,”! the Lfmjrimg Q]rCO/Ltﬂ?ZJlt)ﬂ{éf Island of Guandhan, by John 3 anderlyn * and
the Discovery of the Mississippy by De Soro by William H. Powell .33

Another imporeant influence was the work of Emaniic] Leutze, one of the most cel-

ebrated history painters actven America ar the time, Bierstadt had met Leutze while

a student in Dusseldorf, where he may have even studicd under the older artise, ™ A

though Bierstadt had concentrated upon landscape ddrmg his studies, Dusseldorf was

well known as a center of history painting, and Biersthdt iney 1tably came into contact
with a number of practitioners of this genre, inc]uding Karl Friedrich Lessing. When

. . f ~ . ~ | . .
Leutze received 4 commission for the Capitol, the tresen patntng Westiwurd the Couise

"\Ph)hp Quilibet, “ Art and the Centena Vo Galaxy 1g () 875):()()7. Tlps lack of government patronage was
olten viewed as g w antuf patriotism, as anuther author pointed aur rh

urehat vaar: “Again, pamtings are ordered in
this country neithe by thurches nar the statey mural art is unknown, and the only conimands for decaration in

freseo go to humble workmen of Traliang o Cierman or igin when a ney thdater is 1o he hurried up” (The Nution.
Apr. 13, 1855, P-204). Frequently, the problemms g pReronage issued from
with a proposed statue of Abraham Lincoly by Vinnje Ream, [n 5

Sumner cited her relative inexpericnee s questionable ability o |

within Congress, Such was the case
weech izainst this commission, Sen. Charles
g e project to fruition: “Sutfice it to say
that art throughout the ||u||\--crau:|[r_\ sEsuter it Congress crowns « th s patronage anvthing which is poy
truly artistic, By such patronage, yot vl discourage where you oughe r,o}e.']mur.]_gr" Wt in the United States
Capirol: Speech of Hon, Char s Suniner i the Senare of the United States, [ 17, 1866 | Boston, 1860, pp, 5-6),

“See William Truetiner, "The Arr r-HTikrm_\: American Explorition amd Dhiscovery Seenes, 18401860,
American At Joreinal T4 0008aky—31. On the more general issue of history PHlinting in America. see Gilbert Tap-
ley Vincent, “American Nrtists andd Thear Changing Perceptions of Ametichn Histo Yo 1770=1940," Ph.ID, diss.,
Uniy ersiey of Delaware, 19820 and William H. Gerdts and Mark Thistlewaire, Grand Hleesions: Hison Peint
in America (Fort W rth, Tex., 1988),

“See Az in the United Seuter Cupital (Wash ington, T Ly70 ) Cr Pl ()f”"'{)i/{s of Ait and Othe, Objects
inthe United Stages Capiif (Washington, To.c..

i &’

15l ),

“The full title reads: Embarkation of the Pilgiims ar Delft Huven, Holla ity July 230, 120, Fyec ured he
1837 and 1847, it was purchased for ten thaysand dollars, See iz jn the Citpaind, p, 1
At p. 116,

‘Tween
305 Compelarion of Warks of
\

*The full tite reads: Landing of Coltinibus ar the Island of Guanahani, J‘r"{i\'_' Indies, Ocrober 1, 7492, Tt was ex-
ecuted between 1837 and 1847 and was cquired for ten thousang collars. Bep 47 in 1e Capitol, p. 1401 Comprly -
tion of Works of A, P16, ‘

“The full title reads: Diveope 1y of the .'IH.’.-'-'h.f-'f'_.r'-'.r' 8y De Sota 4.1, 346 The painn ng was executed between

184- and 1855 and was acquired for twelve thousand dollars, See i in the\Cipiral, b 1312 Compilarion of Works
9f Ait, po116

“Bierstadt was in | Jusseldort from 853 until t856. Tucke man wrote thay Bierstady “enjoved either the

direet IRSEPUCTOn o personal sy mpathy of 1 sSIg, Al nbach, Leypaze anl \'\E'!nrrrr_.lgr.-" (Henry Tuckersy,
l’.\'u‘-'m'!,‘-_f,f"_.'f'}( Litests | 1867 repring ed,, New York, b=l e g8-,
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Sculpture, Cameos, Carvings, Huronomamvdm‘ Mosaics.
— — - =
1 Boschetti, Benedetto, Rome.—Copy 31 Paneicur, Besarel Valentine &
in bronze. 400 w_.o:uoﬁf <o:_.nm.|m9,_?:_‘n in wood. 405
2 Becucci, L. & R. Brothers, Florence. 32 Petralii Brothers, Florence.—Sculp-
—Marble statues, serpentine vases. 400 ture in wood. 405
3 Boni, Andrea, Milan.—Statues for 33 Romanelli, Ferdinando, Florence.—
decoration, 400 Sculpture in' weod. 405
4 wo.ﬁmuwm, Niccolo Alessandro, Rome, 34 Wo_.ummhmzr Benedetto, Pistoja,
—DBronze statucs. 400 En:d:nn_.IE..o_Q work. 405
5 Chiapparelli, Pietro, Rome.—Copies 35 Ravacci, Ferd, & Co., Milan.—
in bronze, 400 Carved wood. 403
G Ceriani, Giuseppe, Milan.—Bronzes. aB %mnnmmﬂm_:. Secondus, Lucca.—
402 Sculptiire in wond., 403
7 Cecchi, Carlo, Volterra, Pisa.—Ala. 37 Accaristi, Ludovico, Florence,—
baster works. 400 Copies from Original Paintings. 1o

8 Gaili Brothers, Pietro & Leopoldo,
HA,_c:u:n.w.ICcEmm of bronze statucs, 490

9 Leoni, Angelo, Catania.—Statues of

baked clay. 400

10 Alessandro, Rome.—Copy in
- 400

11 Porcinai, Giuseppe, Florence,——Mar-
ble figures. 400

12 Romanellj wﬂoﬂrnnm, Florence.-—A]-
abaster statucs. 400

13 Capannini Car., Giuseppe, Rome.—
* Cameos. 404
14 Francati & mmn.nm::mlm. Rome. —
Canicos. e Jrrd

15 Siotto, Pio, Rome.—Cameos —404——— 4

16 Baccetti, Andrea, m_unnnna..lwnn_n-

ture in wood. o5
17 Bazzanti, Pietro & Brothers, Flor-
ence.—~Sculpture in wogd. 495
18 Brogi, ¥. & Co., mmmhum.|w.u:€”c_.n
in woaod, 405
19 Barbetti, Rinaldus, Florence,—
Sculpture in woor, 405
20 Carrara, Pasgoale, Bergamo,—
Sculpture in woed, 405

21 Chamber of Commerce of Sienna,

- 410

39 Romoli, Cav Prof. Luigi, Florence,
Capies of Pain Lings, 410
40 Chiarj, Pietro, Arezzo,—Pen and Ink
design, 420

41 Barelli, Pietro, Ew_un.lhzmwm<muNm.
421

42 Visconti, Ciro, Palermo .—Litho-
graphic Album. 423

43 Frauenfelder, G Palermo.—Chrome
Lithographic Album., 424
44 Libreri t, Rome.—Chro-

_ 424

s Andrea; Palermo,—Chromo-
graphic Album. FEn

y Federigo & Billi, Ermegildo,
H‘._im:_H.l.,w::an_.h_urv.. 30
47 Maija, Carlo, <n3nn..lm&ozumnmvvm.
130

48 Tagliarino, A, & Co., Palermo.—
T__a:vwﬁutym. FEG)
49 Verzaschi, Enrico, Rome.—Ploto-
graphs. 430
80 Cartufi, Luigi, Rome, Architecture,
441
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THOMAS GOODE & CO,
Artists and Designers in Porcelain,

SOUTH AUDLEY ST., GROSVENOR SQ., LONDON.

i i J nd are the
iful new Pottery Galleries comprise 8§ Houses, a
Hhese beantifn largest in Europe.

1
1

EDWARD& JOHN BURKE

for Messrs, Guidi, Goti and Duerei, 5i. .mmnnuP g:mn.liounm
—Sculptutre in Woad, 405 _ gus. R

22 Ducci, Carle, Florence.—Sculpture i, Achille, Rome.—Architec-
in wood and ivary, 4as ture, . 441

23 Frullini, Prof. Luigi, Flerence.— a3 Petrucci, Eng. Antonino, Palermo.—
Seulnture in_wond 0T Architériral-Design, 441
24 Ferri & Bartoloszo, Florencs,— 54 Preda, Prof. Antonio, Bergamu.—
Seulpture in woud, 405 Design for Architectural Works, 441

25 Gargini, Cesare, Florence,—Sculp- | 55 Partini; Cesare, Rome.— Architee-
“ wive in wood. 445 ture, 441
26 Giani, Praf. Egistus, Florence.— 56 Bianchini, Telemaco; Florence:—
Seulpture in- wood., 45 | Mosaics, 450

ay gmﬁmﬂn:_.bno_ﬁohmuanm:nn.lwnin. _ 57 Betti, Francesco, Florence.—Mo-
thre in wood a5 saics, 450

28 Morini, Francesco, Florence. — 58 Bazzanti, Pietro & Brothers.—Flor-
Sculpture in wood, i ence.—Mosaics, 459

29 Ottajanc, Prof. Luigi, Naples,.— 59 Boncinelli, Gio, & Sons, Florence.—
Seulpture in wood, 405 _ Mosaics. 450

30 Picchi, Andrea, Eonnunn..rmns:u. | 6O Brunacci, Pietro Fiesole, Florence.
ture in wood. 405 _ —Maosaics, 450

CELEBRATED

nes, and seld by all first-class
Liguor Dealeis, Restaurateurs, Hotels, &e., in the
whole of the United States. —
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Benha,

o I N r, 3a,

Benerman & Wi
mnu:n:. G., Sci mw““_.«m. r.ﬂ.omEE:. 8. riphe, s6
enne, 2 33, 15, 56 ) > )
I, .H Jos Paincing, 0. mmaz%m ::m.w. g h mMn”w% m mwwmm_ﬂw 43 mo_ ins, &. M., San, & Co,, Photographs, s8.
Beasall .wm“_:._m_ﬁm_.m@.mn wmwmmw?_ :omDM_.mwrm 55 Capannini, C., Scul ”cnn.ﬂ.mo. ﬂmrw_.mnr 5, /ﬂﬂ“ﬁ:ﬂwnmwhum
Beaton' T, < Chﬂi:r‘m» 29. Draun, 4 -+ Painting ' 75 | m»una. Eﬂ_ hm f Fhotographs, s6. Colman, Samuel, Painting, 17,
m_n_:..o:..._,:U A mﬂa... T m...-_ w. 43; tﬂ:.__:n.. 58 nw”wwﬁ_:u. o on:“%”__”mn.umo, Colodrera, P. M., p:mnn_mznnsm, B4
Hw.n«n?m _....«un_ru: Ge ycm,. 41 Cre nnwu ol ﬂun_:%.n H 5, 27, MEE_M. of E_.:.u...—.n._._us. F Jo»am_..z_urm. 52,
Bero Brekalenleam, s mission, Phas, - s b g omerre, L., Painting, 55,
ST, 2 enkamp, Paing »SRVIG., 52 Cardan, J,, Lithograpl g s P T S
Berg, It Brenner, ¢ (% Paj har, mm. 2 nw&cﬁw N nrw Tw.\::mmwl., n.cmw:.a.mﬂo:nqm Illinois State Penitentiary,
Mﬂ..r__- _,‘.w.» ; : + m g, mmm.. = Cariss, 58 .H. .,_Huwmam:m..w.~ z Ooz”...w%_%.wum...tw"., fing, 16,
Bergman, M oitHing, 48, Wp.mmm_ncuuﬁsﬁ. 15, nnmuq“.nz._ﬁ ;LG W, Photographs, 48 Condir, 1., Water color, 28.
Bersseed?, Mo 5 Lmting, 4. - osster, Engraving, 4o, = in, J., m..wrwﬂ.:wbn.-. . Continental Bank Note Co., Engravings, 2g.
Mawmwb‘ [ G Ed_m__nvm__u.m:m. 46, . Ow«ﬂnﬂunmqm:nmwa % mww ings, uwm m,ﬁ_cﬁ.n c”_w‘.%.o& Wrn_urnqa‘ Paintings, 33,
& Pl ographs, g5, : 2 £ = se, P, P 2, 35 GRVE illery, Picture work, 34. '
Wrmn_..,“w%_.-pm .mk_.._wc:.mﬂmcwm“ .:m s & Co., Engravings, 1 Carson, Mrs, C., Painting, 25; Miscellancous, Cooper, ., Scubpture, 15. Ea
Berteanx, Mes. 17 Piatuting, 35, PoiiEs 25, ..,unﬂmm.pm:m B. A., Photograph n_n‘”oo B o EaIngs, oy BN S 0,
Berthélem i g, as, A ! = iy FRRlogmbhe, 4o, “oply, Paintings, 54.
Bererand, 17 & G ing, 35 Bridgeman, F A Painsr 1t anwwwmmuum .Pwm ﬂnrﬁcmou_wa.. Copelin & Son, Photographs, 56.
Beni, ¥ u____.c»uw_,nw ting, 33, m:wnn.n. F.'D .m‘mm,.mu:am. 16. Cares acn 15 H\HB mwm%ﬁcwﬂn...ﬂ. wu‘m MOnanc. . Painting, 51, |
Bevington & b 00 vistol, 1. B4 g, 16, VAR M bl ETOtORTRDIS, 56, ordoba, Provines of, Sculpture, 3. i
cns.m._m.?_ww. W_n.nw_ﬂ_:._c:m. 28, Brissot .p_un .,._.nm._m:n m.wm. 16, m“m:msq. .—;.#E.—w Painting, 17. Cordicr, C., Sculpture, 34, 35.
Beyseno § Rechers po 34 B A, Bank Nate ¢, - S Painting, 55, Cassagne, AT Drack = Corkill, E,, Tmitation HE:.rm__w. 32
Dianchini, S.mam_.— alitting, 2. Broadben; & Phiili Qea o .me..whw,_..n.%. = v.,...—u.ﬂHiE@m‘ 35 Cornu, B, & Co,, Models, 42.
Biday, 1. pir Mosaics, 5o, Procard, by EE.J Fhotogray 15, 56 ASSALIN, fhe, FOIDUNG, 52, Coroénne, H., Painting, 36,
Bien, T, Fnorn i, 35. Brogi, I, & Ch.. Senpr S0 42, - m&ﬂ? W.. Sculpture, 15 Corral, J., Painting,
Bierstadt, A priss. ag. Broaks, John, AT m_..u nwww:u..n\:_. u.m L., Painting, 26. Correa, J,, P :
Bierstads 0 w:.s:m_ 16, Jrocks, 4 B ;.m.“wanw 3 _uwam H_.,Hu:y P anm.. Painting, 36, Correa, N., Painting, 51,
wmz.n_n. :oﬁhom«mtrm» 56, _._a.ac_nm. 1. mummq:.“ m:._m~ A% Ca _:__m M.:n.wv;q ek S m::n_waz. Bating g, 46,
el Dt hgtugraphs es Brown, 2" e, 10, LU, A TAINUAE, 17 ortez, V., Painting, 35, |
_wn:mﬂ; PU X H_:n g, :m.v g Dais mMMM_ﬂq.ﬁr, Unm:umﬁn. T5. Cossmann, M., F..mw_,._wwﬁ 46.
ders T 1 10togranh. CELL, L. V., ocutpture, so. Costa-Silva, Sculpture, 2=,
MM...&.. W Painting, “um,u‘ 5. m«MEﬁ:. Sculpture, M Cote, W B wnEWmE.m\ 33
Billings, 1 " "pogs 46 I Cojorgren, B Ny Patuing, 47. Coto, L, Painting, 1.
B o ._.u_ﬁ..::::__wm.‘ 15, Gl p ederserfim, G, Baron, Painting, 47. Couder, E. G., Paintlng, 35.
B, L, Paintjng 2= B + - Paintings az Central Aryckeriets Ak olag Courop, M inting, 1
.Jh.,.“..lu..u,m.n,nwm.swﬁnos.b_. = d.mw.wwwa. aﬂlm.... ..I.,.,_umw_mmi..l.m.um., - grapls, 48 1 Cour mr:ﬂmﬁrmww,:._”_,z_“m 5
Tnge .u & Co., Lithographs 33; In WEnuu._._‘.ﬁ %.N,.Awﬂmhﬂ.?na or; oy, m&.E.,:: Chrome: Co.y 30, Constat :.._F.?.rmm.w: I
Emt umz._w,m ) v 33, Zrav- wn_nrmz..> Hm Hu hotographs, 3 hn:nnz ﬁ_ m.conowﬂﬁr Ca., 56. Cox, W. B, _uwm:::m.
Risschop (o7 S Painting, 16 Brucken, A B proings, 16, eriani, G., Sevlpture, so. Cracyvanger, R., Painting, 44. !
Blaey .wv.am: m.”": ting, 43, i B, Water color, 25, Cetner, A, A, de, Painting, 36. Craig, ‘—..mw: Painting Hu.‘ I |
Blackhigld, 5 11 g8raphs, 56. N5, 16, Sy, A, Mossleg s Cramer, A_S., 32.
Blacksiadfie H., Fain | waﬂ a,.ﬁ. _ﬁr u.u%_.m;mMEW_:F 36 M,::.:n. M... F. de, Painting, 17.
Blackyel] - Clark, Ok, H, Chair 38, "> rank, G., Sculpture, 34,
iis 3 Ch. H., Chair, 32. prra 7
Blane, ¢ 7 'p, B ater Clayton, W. L., Tr....:mmnﬁurm 56 m“ﬂwrwa. .q.H. mramm\w.qm_ i
Blanchard : MWE_F G. 5, Drawings 27 Clenient, F. A, Painting, 36 i & PEeY, Miss asr i
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 The Ialian Day.

One of the most memorable celebrations connected with the
Exhibition took place on Thursday. October 12th, on which
day the Italian residents of the United States presented to the
city of Philadelphia the magnificent marble statue of Christo-
pher Columbus, which now ornaments the West Park. The
day was the 386th auniversary of the discovery of the New
World by Columbus. _

The vyarious Italian civie and military organizations of
Philadelphia and other cities '»Lhich decided to take part in the
ceremonies assembled in South | Eighth street on the morning
of the 12th of October, and proceeded up Eighth street to
Chestnut, and thence to Fifth, where they were reviewed by his
Honor the Mayor, after which the Mayor and members of both
branches|of City Councils entered carriages and took the place
in line asigned to them in accordance with the programme.
Chief Ma;,mhal J. Ratto, Esq., headed the line and was followed
by a pla;toon of twenty-four reserve officers, commanded by
Lieutenant Crout. The visiting Columbus Guard (Bersaglieri),
of New York, came next, headed by the Black Hussar Band -
dismounted. The riflemen numbered about seventy men, and
made a handsome appearance, the officers having an abundance
of green ostrich feathers in their low-crowned hats, while those
of the privates and non-commissioned officers were black. The
red, white, and green of Italy, together with the stars and
stripes, were born by the color-bearers. Following these came
the Columbus Monument Association in barouches, and then
the Mayt%r and members of Councils. Attired in their hand-
some winter uniform, the State Fencible Band preceded the
Ttalian Beneficial Society, of Philadelphia, who carried a hand-
some blue banner, with the proper inscription. Delegations
from New York, Washingtoul Boston, Baltimore, and other
cities were in one body, and bore at the front the banner of the
Boston Mutual Relief and Beneficial Society, on which was
an elegant, painting in oil representing the landing of Columbus.
The Italian Colony, of Philadelphia, and G. Garibaldi Society,
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of New York, brought up| the rear of the line. The Line of
march was up Fifth to Arch, thence to Broad, to Fairmount
avenue, through the Park to Girard avenue, to Belmont avenue,
and| to the Globe Hotel, w%here Governor Hartranft and staff
were in waiting to accompany them to the site of the monu-
ment.

}
The movement to erect 2 monument to Christopher Colum-

‘ FATENT FOLDING 11D, EXHIBITED IN THE MAIN BUILDING.

bus originated in Philu(lelk)bia about two years ago, when the
Columbus Monument Association was organized, the call for
aid lc:]'l the enterprise being heartily responded to, not only by the
\;'ari us Italian societics in the country, but by individuals who
inade personal contribution?. Professor Salla, of Florence, Ital Y, /rk
being applied to, sent oveir a design for a monument, which
was gdopted, and the artist began his work at once, Tt arrived

iy ——— - —
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in this country in July, 1876, but, as the officers of the associa-
tion desired to have it p]aced! in position not more than a few
days before the time fixed for its dedication, it was not con-
veyed tol the grounds until needed, when it was erected on

the site originally selected for it. The entire monument cost

$18,000, and stands twenty-two feet from the ground, the
statue of | Columbus being ten feet in height, and the pedestal

The figure represents Columbus, in the costume of his age and
clime, standing on a ship’s deck ; near his feet being an anchor,
coils of rope, and a sailor’s dunnage-bag ; his right hand rest-

'ing on a globe fifteen inches in diameter, with the New World

out]iﬁned on the front face, and supported by a hexagonal
column. | His left is gracefully extended, and holds a chart of
what| was once an unknown sea. The head of the statue js
bure,iand the physiognomy abdut as represented in the bust of
the great navigator at Genoa. The statue faces east, and on
the front cap of the pedestal are the words: “ Presented to the
City of Pihiladelpbia by the Italian Societies.” Beneath this is
a medallion representing the landing of Columbus. On the
oppos.‘ite siidc of the cap is inseribed : “ Dedicated October 12th,
1876, by the Christopher Columbus Monument Association, on
the Anniversary of the Landiﬁg of Columbus, October 12th,
1492.” Underneath is the Genoese coat-of-arms and the words :
“In Commemoration of the First Century of American In-

dependence.” On the remaining two sides of the pedestal are

 the coats-of-arms of Ttaly and the United States,

The military escort to Governor Hartranft formed on Girard
avenue east of Belmont avenué at about two o’clock. It con-
sisted of the following regiments’and organizations of the First
Briga:de, headed by General Brinton and staff: First Regiment,
Colonel Benson; Second Regiment, Colonel Lyle; Weccacoe
Legion, Captain Denny; Washington Grays, Captain Zane;
First ‘City| Troop, Captain Fairman Rogers, acting as personal
escort to ithe Governor, The military marched up Belmont
avenug, and halted opposite the Globe Hotel, at which point
Governor Hartranft took his pPlace in the line. At about three

¢
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o'clock, the procession from the city having meanwhile arrived,
marching through the Exhibition gates at the Belmont avenue
. entrance, the line proceeded along the avenue to its junction
with Fountain avenue, the site of the monument.

The monument was veiled with two large American and
Italian o lors, and around its base had been erected a platform
capable of accommodating aboﬁhtf one hundred persons, the space
in front being enclosed and supplied with seats for invited
guests. The rear of the stage was festooned with American
and Italian colors, studded with the coats-of-arms of all nations,
and from all sides waved green, red, aud white Italian ban-
nerets and red, white, and blue streamers. A force of guards,
under Captain Snyder, were in attendance to prevent the
anxious foultitude from pressing too closely upon the speakers’
stand. At half-past three o’clock the military had taken
position n a semi-circle skirting the crowd, with the First City
Troop in! the centre. Governor Hartranft, Mayor Stokley, and
Baron Blanc, the Ttalian minister, advanced to the stage, fol-
Jowed at intervals by the officers of the Italian socicties, the .
orators appointed for the occasion, and the Fairmount Park
Commission. Governor Cheney, of New Hampshire, with hix
staff; in full uniform, also appeared .on the platform, and the
Black Hussars’ Band, of Philadelphia, were assigned a position
in front. ' .

After an overture by the band, the exercises were opened by
© Mr. Charles S. Keyser, of Philadelphia, with whom the sug-
-g_?e;tion 3f the memorial statues in the Park originated several

years since, and who has long been identified | with the work.
Mr. Ke ser officiated in the oonduct of the cercmonies, and
introduced Mr. Alonzo M. Viti, Honorary Consul of Italy,
and Member of the Royal Commission to the International
Exhibition. Mr. Viti briefly stated the motives which had led
to the pr!F.c,«cntation of the statue, and at the close of his remarks
the statue was formally unveiled by Governor Hartranft and
Baron Blane, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten-
tiary, frolm his Majesty the King of Italy to the United States,
and RO}:{] Commissioner to thie International Exhibition. As
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the Itwo gentlemen, st’andingi on either side of the platform,
pulled vigorously at the halyards, the colors entwined around
the statue slowly rose from the marble and floated on the breeze
from the top of the flagstaffs to which they had been drawn,
and disclosed to the cheering /multitude the beautiful eftigy of

- the gw}!t discoverer. The Italian hymn was given by the

banc‘l, followed by the Star-Spangled Banner, and a salute of
artiuery‘was fired from a battery stationed on George’s Hill.
An jaddress was then delivered by Governor Hartranft, after

-w'hi(iah Mr. Nunzio Finelli, the President of the Columbus

‘Monument Association, formally presented the statue to the

Commissioners of Fairmount Park. The address of acceptance
was deliyered by the Hon. Morton McMichael, President of the
ParT Commission. Brief addresses from a number of distin-

guished Tentlemen present closed the ceremonies.

New Hampshire Day.

¥W1ay, October 12th, the day of the Italian celebration, .

was alsq celebrated as “ New Hampshire Day.” The pro- :
gramine Fﬂ’\@ch festival was so arranged that the New Hamp-

shir‘ ceremonteg were over before those of the Italian societies
began.
At a quarter to eléwen, in the morning, Governor Cheney and

‘ataﬁ',; the latter being in“fall }nﬁiform, with the Amoskeag Vet~
eran Corps, numbering nine -8ix men, in Continental uniform,
commanded by Colonel Wallade as the Governor’s body-guard,
the entire party being escorted by the cadets of the Virginia
Military | Institute, numbering one “qundred and eighty-five
youths, under the command of Colonel. Seott Ship, left the
United !States Hotel, where |the guberhatorial party were
quartered, marched up Elm ayenue, enter
grounds by the main entrance, and were there
detachment of the Centennial Guard under Major ENH. Batler,

who escorted the body to the New Hampshire buildi ng.\
by t

Presidents Hawley and Welsh acted as the escort of Gov-
ernor Cheney, the three proceeding on foot, followed
Governor’s staff, members of the Centennial Commission and
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' Our Country! right or wrong I'
A nation
Gave hini in veturn
Its Applause and Gratitude,”

On the South Side,

“The Gallant Officer
Whoae prompt and Active Valor,
Always on the Watch,

‘Was guided by a Wisdom
And supported by a Firmness,
Which never tired ;
Whose Exploits in Arms
Reflected
The daring fictious of
Romance and Chivalry,”

On the West Side.

“A nume
Brilliant from a Series of
Heroic Deeds
On the coust of Barbary,
And Ilustrious
By Achievements Against
More disciplined Enemies:
The Pride of the Navy,
The Glory of the
Republic.”

Maj. Leyi Twiggs, of the United Sthtes army,
who fell at the storming of Chapultepec, in Mexico,
Sept. 18, 1847, and George Decatur Twiggs,|his son,
killed at the National Bridge, near Vera Crugz, in the
same war. This mon ument, in North Laurel Hill Cem-
etery, iwas ergcted to the memory of father and'son, It
Is a conspietous ornament by its size and seulptured
decorations.| Above the pedestal rises a Roman battle-
axe surrounged by a bundle of spears.  The flag of
the United Htates, in graceful folds, is thrown over

thiese frophips. Beneath is the nationa] shield and |

an ancjhor. Ihe whole resting u pon a cornica of ti
tasces.| ' |

Christophfer Columbus.—In 1876 the Ithlian citi-
zens of Philadelphia erected a statue montment, in
mz:trblei, representing the great Genoese nayigator,
It was of herpic size, a standing fignre, the ri‘ght hand
resting on a globe and the left holding a chart. An
anchor and rape at the foot of the figure is emblematic
of the career|of the great sailor, On the pedestal is
the name of Columbus, with bas-reliefs representing
the landing of Columbus on his discovery of[the coast

of Ameriea and the coats of arms of the Unit?e.d States

and Ttaly. This hundsome work stands onjthe west |

side of Belmgnt Avenue, facing the sunken| gardens
and Hortienlfural ITall,

|
Religious Liberty.—This is an a]legorica:l group, |

representing |[Liberty protecting Religion. | It was

erected by the Jewish Society of B'Nai B’I‘i(}jl, and is

a tribute by the people of the Jewish fuith to the tol-
eration which | has always been extended to lthem in
this country. A female figure in armor represerits the
Genius of Lib!ﬂrty‘ A mantle, fastened at the neck,

falls from the *eft shoulder to the left foot, The right

breast and arm are uncovered. On the armor is a |

breastplate, ot which is wrought the shield af the
United St:lt.es,| The Phrygian cap of liberty, bor-

PUBLIC SQUARES, PARKS, AND MONUMENTS. 1875

j dered with thirteeu stars, is on the head of the figure,
In her left hand she holds the Constitution, supported
by fasces. The other figure, at the vight side, repre-
sents a youth, slightly draped, with upraised face.
One hand is stretched to heaven, holding an urn, in
which burns the sacred flame., At the base of the
group an eagle is represented, its talons buried in a
serpent, signifying the destruction of slavery, This
beautiful monument stands upon a central plat oppo-
site the east front of Horticultural Hall. The pedestal
and statue stand twenty feet in height. The group
in marble was executed in Rome by Fzekiel, an
American sculptor.

Benjamin Franklin.—A statue in marble, life-
size, of the patriot and philosopher, stands in Odd-
Fellows’ Cemetery, Islington Lane, in the centre of a
lot belonging to the Franklin Lodge of Odd-Fellows.
The sculptor was Battin.

Soldiers’ Monument, in memory of American
troopers, names unknown, massacred during the
Revolutionary war by British soldiers, at Wood’s
barn, Roxborough, is placed in Leverington Cem-
j etery, Ridge Avenue. This monument was erected
| by subscription, and dedicated by public ceremonies,
| Soldiers’ Monument, Scott Legion—After the
| Mexican war the survivors of the regiments of Penn-
! sylvania formed themselves into a body under the
|
|

name of the Seott Legion. For the purpose of the
interment of deceased members, they secured a large
piece of ground in Glenwood Cemetery, on Ridge
} Avepue, at Islington Lane, Here they erected a fine

norial monument of marble, with proper inscrip-
tons, upon which are recorded the names of the large
| numbers of the soldiers who lie in the grounds adjacent,

Soldiers' Monument.—Erected by the Light Ar-
)I tillery Corps, Washington Grays, to the memory of
| members of the company killed during the war of
f the Rebellion. Tt is situate on Broad Street, at its
| junction with Girard Avenue. This is 4 unique me-
| morial of granite, which attracts attention by its pecu-
iliarity. Upon the base, which is of g triangular
| shape, is set a cannon, breech upward, which is sur-
‘ mounted by a bursting bomb. Other details are in
l the same military taste. The inscriptions are ag

I follows:
| Al the Top.

*“Artillery Corps,
Washington
Grays.
W. G"

On the West Side.

|

|

|

I

!

I

! “Lieu tenant-Colonels,

| Thomas C. Martin,
Henry C. Whelan,
George v, Hawkins,
Thomas M, Hall,

) Majors,

Joseph 3, Chandler,

1‘ Andrew Cal Suples.”

|

|

At the Boltom,

“Our Fallen Companious,
1861 — 1865."
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lExhib tion paled. Packed in ice, it had been sat upon in
|transitlby a “burly son of Alfrica” and had 1o be reshaped.
1“80 great was the crowd in the Women'’s Building, that
the Butter Lady was removed to the upper floor of
&\Aemm ial Hall, [where] the multitudes had to be
tegulated by the Centennial guards."s “That the Art
ommittee should have allowed that heag modelled in
utter to have been exposed as it was, shows that they
onsidered art as a kind of a boyish trick,” Alden Weir
domp]a'med from Paris.® Yarng about the|lard eagle flying
Back to Cincinnati and of the jce Cream racehorse that
q‘nly rarr al certain temperatures Were rampant, But to
any a i\-’isimr it was a grand achievemeny, 4s it was to
Jpsiah Allen’s wife-
L hdd thought in iy proud spirvited hautiness of soul
that I cotld make us handsome buiter balls, and
flower ‘e off as nobby as any other wonan of the age,
Butlas [ looked ar that beautiful roll of butter qll
flattened it into such g lovely face, I said 1o myself in
firm accent, though mild: “Samantha, Yyou have
boasted your last boast over butter balls, "
Ina commandperformance on October 14 before
Clgntennﬁﬂ] Cornmissioners, members of the Women's
Cdmmittee, and gentlemen of the press, Miss Caroline S,
Bjooks of Arkansas repeated her feat, and ‘n an hour and
a quarter, with a pair of spatulas and a dozén pounds of
butter, produced agother golden Iolanthes fiure 9),
! Ttalian residents of Philadelphia had beer raising
funds forlyears for the erection of a monurmerit to
Columbus. Ground was dedicated on the Fourth of July,
1875, at a location suggested by Schwarzmann “a point
west of Belmont Avenue on 5 new walk open from the
conservatory to the rear of Machinery Hall," and sketches
were submitted in August: |
The statue and accessories will be qs they appear in the
1des[gn with the legend Ttaly to Americ:a and [n
ICommjemoration of the First Centenaty of American
llndep :ndence on the pedestal. The whole v il when
complered, present o high finish and grand character,
Lt will be executed in Ttaly by an Italian seulptor of
eminence and of a durable Italian marble|
OFall the permanent installations this is the only one

Fo A lmost mmmediately after the Centennial the

.nate group became negligible as a force, and the
n-trained sculptors rose into a prominence which,
short time, became domination,” wrote Taft.®® But in

7 :f[talia.ns carried the field. The Italian consul in
sdelphia, Signor Alonzo Viti, had “always, like his

Rer before him, felt for Ttalian sculpture the interest of
Ehoisseur and a patron.”* He had worked hard, Also,
By of the pieces were already on this continent for a

. American exhibition immediately preceding the
fennial. “Nothing in the whole Exhibig@g}gra;ted S0
' attention as the It Statuary,” observed John
n: "The Art Galleries were at all nme_s tbgp}gs,_t

Wded part of the f_air, an 'ihe

rooms containing these

. CIow rtions of the galleries "
Despite this enthusiasm, many professionals, such as
. Weir, were negatively impressed: “The display of
kable subtlety in the manipulation of material, in
xterous undercutting and intricate chiseling, which
fered many of the sculptures curiosities rather than
of art, gave evidence of great skill in workmanship;
Here was little that was essentially and vitally
resque.” But Earl Shinn pointed out that the
’ had a “rich, pictorial, and .. -colored quality of
7 3 wn, which justifies the theory on which they are

£d"”: "If the success in representing texture were

hed by an uncommon and worthless degree of mere
4. it would not be commendable; but. ..t is not the
ty or the patience, but the live flesh and

fessiveness of the touch that gives the effect.’ And

-'.'.'- ; fesponded to critics with customary vigor: “Their
hition is wonderful, and whatever the critics may say,
opular instinct recognizes and approves the

ffulness to nature manifested in these works."
'trunanuele Caroni had worked as a cutter for

_1ph Rogers and knew the value of American

‘_ iation, His preparations were not misplaced. From
a elphia his Africana (figure 10) and Telegram of Love
0 the San Francisco collection of A. E. Head, as did
frced Prayer by Pietro Guamerio, one of the most
Har sculptures at the Centennial. Another edition of
ork was acquired by the Corcoran Gallery, along
aroni's Youth as g Butterfly.™ Pasquale Romanelli’s
in Franklin and His Whistle and Washi_ngron and
tchet were mass produced and found their way to
Bllections of the Union League and the University

05 ylvania »

the “Centennial nudities” which sent thrills of

on down some American spines, one of the best

ie Bather by Antonio Tantardini of Milan, acquired
B Stewart for his Fifth Avenue mansion, where it

it a gallery with Story's Zenobia and yet another

L. The Tantardinj s less objective, more generalized,
i the same time more daring in undercutting than

B Chijere Pose, which it otherwise resembles. Pietro
BSConi’s Adultress joined Story's Cleopatra in the
__'OI‘I( collection of Mrs. Paran Stevens, At least two

Surrounded by symbols of his accomplishments,
Columbus stands atop a pedestal decorated with reliefs
depicting the sighting of the coast, the first landing, and
the seals of Iitaly and the United States.

In ]8?5:1[ appeared to one reporter that “almost the
only one of the Florentine sculptors who was devoting
himself assi fuously to the preparation of works {o be ;
sent to the Pi'lﬂadelphia Exhibition is [Emanuele] a
Caroni,' Eafrly in 1876, another wrote, “On accotint of the i
material risk/incurred by transportation, as well as the
expense, which, in spite of the amount assumed by their P
gh\-'ernment.|is stitl considerable 1o the artists themselves, jvd
many of the best Italian artists have decided not to send 1z
their works ti) the Philadelphia exhibition,”* Byt these 1eiy

fears were uﬁreaf_l}g_c&_(’)-[ the 675 sculprures exhibited in :ar Pns of Francesco Barzaghi's Finding of Moses stayed
the art depamnem. 325 were Italian, 1€ HETica, the one in the Centennial being acquired for
' 9 s
SF
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Hudson Bay Wolves
Quarreling Over the Carcass
of a Deer

1872

Bronze. Height 4'2" (base 2'5")
FPhiladelphia Zealogical Gardens, near
Walf Woods (relocated 1956)
J4th Streat and Girard Avenue
For access and admission fes caff
243 1100 ‘

Bomn in Savannah, Georgia, and
educated in New York, Edward
Kemeys served as captain of aptil-
lery in the Union army during
the Civil War and later with tte
Engineer Corps in Central Papk
before embarking on his artistic
career. While in New York, hd
studied modeling and was fasdi-
nated by the energy and emo-|
tional tension found in animal
mteraction. His works are congic-
ered distinctly American, por-
traying animals in a direct,
naturalistic style,

His group of two wolves
lighting over a carcass was the
first official acquisition of the
newly established Faivmount
Park Art Association, Kemeys
used the money earned from the
commission not to visit Paris.
which was the center of seulp-
tural activity at that time, but to
travel into the American wilder-
ness. He visited Paris after the |
Centennial celebration in 1876,
but did not like the “approach”|
or the “caged animals” that he
found in the ateliers there,

Edward Stauch (b 1830)
Night

1872

Bronze, Height 5'8"
Horticultural Center grounds (relocatgd

c. 1976)

North Horticultural Drive, West Farrmount
Park

i
Little is known about the sciulp—
tor of Night, Edward Stauch,
Funds for the purchase—the first
gift to the Fairmount Park Art
Association—were conlributed by
Edwin N. Benson, a founding
member of the board. The work
was presented to the Fairmaunt
Park Commission in 1872 and
was originally located at
George's Hill in West Fairmount
Park. The sculpture was relo:-
cated when the new Horticul-
tural Center was built. Other
works in Philadelphia attributed
to Rauch include a bust of |
George Bacon Waod at the Alm -
ican Philosophical Society arjd
one of Friedrich Schiller al the
German Society.

This imaoe 1s for rese.ﬁ‘irk:‘h purnoses onlv.

WHhelmFTaEAlexander Friedrich Wolff

{1816-1887)

The Dying Lioness

1873; cast 1875

Bronze, on granite base. Height 5' 9"
(base 4')

Philadelphia Zoalogical Gardens entrance
{installed ¢ 1877)

34th Street and Girard Avenue

Having won a first prize at the
Vienna International Exhibition
(1873), the model for The Dying
Lioness caught the attention of
Herman J. Schwarzmann, master
architect for the Centennial Expo-
sition in Philadelphia, who
shared his discovery with the
Fairmount Park Arl Association.
The emperor of Germany had
already been promised the first
casting of the piece for the Impe-
rial Garden in Berlin, and he
granted the Art Association per-
mission to purchase a second
casting, Upon arrival in Philadel-
phia, it was exhibited outdoors at
the 1876 Centennial.

The artist was the younger
brother of Albert Wolff, sculptos
of The Lion Fighter (2-12) and
was known for his powerful and
allegorical renderings of animals.
The Fairmount Park Art Associa-
tion’s Annual Report (1876)
praises his depiction of “the
maternal instinct, stronger than
death . ., ; over the mother and
the whelps stands the lion, the
prominent {igure of the group,
who roars defiance, grief and
rage.”

2-22 B

AM.J. Mueller {b. 1847}

Art, Science, Industry,
Commerce, Agriculture,
Mining, and Columbia (on dome)
¢ 1876

Painted bronze. Columbia: height ¢. 20"
Memaorial Half

North Concourse Drive east of Belmont
Avenue, West Fairmount Park

See p. 53

Artist unknown

Columbus Monument

1876

ltalian marble. Height 10’ {base 12!}
Marconi Plaza (relocated 1976}

South Broad Street between Oregon and
Bigler Streets

Italian residents of the City raised
the funds for a memorial to
Christopher Columbus for the
1876 Centennial. On the anniyver-
sary of his first landing, October
12, the Italian Societies dedi-
cated this statue of the explorer
“in commermoration of the first
century of American Indepen-
dence.” Columbus stands with
one hand on the globe, an
anchor at his feet, as if prepared
to begin yet another voyage. The
pedestal on'which he slands
depicts his first sighting of the
coast and ultimate landing, along
with inscriptions and the coats-
of-arms of [taly and the United
States.




Richard N. Juliani

Building

tal

Philadelphia’s
Italians Before
Mass Migration

T . [ S
: g //7 f}ia/The Pennsylvania State University Press

University Park, Pennsylvania




252 Building Lirtle Italy

afrerhlle_igg_p_t_'opo_segi by Agostino g

gomarsing three years earlier, and
finally organize
) OHanz

din 1872, the Columbus Mon ument Association held
a fair in Ocrober 1873 that earned $2,000 to edect a statue t_o_‘};onor

the explorer. With contributions from various sources, including King

Victor Emmanuel I, the project final
- in Fairmount Park of the first public
United States on October 12, 1876 The massive
by many important local

ly culminated with the unveiling
monument to Columbus in the

ceremony, attended
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he was also the final survivor of the original r;nembers. Active in local
politics, Cavagnaro was elected as a school director for the Fifth Ward
and served as a member of the executive com mittee of the Republican
Party. He was selected by Count Gerolamo Naselli, the Royal Consul
of the Kingdom of Italy, as a delegate to the International Exposition
in Milan in 1906. While his personal Chaz‘aict‘er made him a likely
candidate to become the first Italian elected to the City Councils,
Cavagnaro was a modest man who preferred| to remain in private
business and at a lower level of public life. |

When his own years reached their final .a‘raig_c, Cavagnaro had not
only succeeded in consolidating his personal wealth and influence,
but he had also been able to retain the prominence of his family
through another generation. The election to City Councils, which
eluded him, was achieved by his only son,i Paul Cavagnaro. The
younger Cavagnaro also played an influential part in the politics of the
Fifth Ward and became the first [talian elected to'the Common Council
of the city, serving from 1902 to 1904, This;} transfer of power and
prestige from father to son maintained the position of the Cavagnaro
family in the Italian community, |

Lagomarsino and Cuneo: Feeding and
Organizing the Community

Another “dynastic” family closely connected to a formidable part-
nership emerged within the Italian colony during this period: the

Lagomarsino-Cuneo line, As a result of their early beginnings and

long careers, the two principal figures, Agosﬁl_';_u_ Lagomarsino aqd
Frank Cuneo, were rightly regarded as pioneers of Italian business in
Philadelphia. i

Lagomarsino was born on March 1 [, 1830, in San Colombano
Certenoli, a village near Chiavari, in the province of Genoa. In 1847,
he traveled to England, using a passport ﬁi,gnedjby King Carlo AlberFQ
of Piedmont, a document that Lagomarsino jealqusly guarded later i
life. It was probably during this period that }jle met Harriet Tuleef’
a native of Bristol, England, whom he would| marry. After working

at various jobs for seven years in England, Lagomarsino migrated to

John D. Raggio

Lorenzo Nardi

Leaders of the Italian
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were prompt in paying their bills in cash, and they owned other
property as well ag the mill. Together they were estimated to be worth
$30,000-$40,000,

Although the firm continued to flourish, Lagomarsino had other
plans. In 1879, hei ¢xpanded his business interests to a new partner-
ship with two othm Italians, Stephen Ratto (already discussed) and
Augustus Latour, sh]p chandlers at 225 South Second Street. By August
1882, when he relinquished his share of his original partnership with
Cuneo, it was first believed that Lagomarsino intended to retire in
c omfort on the mdncy he had already made.* But soon afterward, he
opened a banking othu.' and continued to play an important role in the
irmmigrant community. Lagomarsino was later regarded as the person

| e o it
responsible for the idea to erect the Columbus monumentin Fairmount

Park. He also serwd for hftun}mi s on the board nt duu.mrs for t}it‘

pubhc ‘schools of thc city.*

Beyond his pers‘onal wealth, Lagomarsino’s political influence had a
significantimpact on the Italians of the city. On one level, Lagomarsino

played a quiet but important role in the naturalization of Italians as

American citizens, [In the very early years of Italian life in the city,

such individuals ak Secondo Bosio emerged as occasional vouchers for

naturalization proceedings. Through the 1840s, George Alexander,

whose name repeatedly appeared on petitions for naturalization by

[talians, was the most conspicuous witness. In the disputed election

of 1856, Dominic Coronia was identified in a similar role. In the
1850s also, John B. Rogers (John B. Raggio) served in that capacity

for the first timd, and continued to do so over the next quarter-
century. Other already naturalized Italians performed this function in
the years ahead. B}efm'c 1880, however, no Italian provided this service
more frequently than Agostino Lagomarsino. From 1878 to 1880, he
was the voucherlon thirty-three occasions for Italians who sought
American citizenship. All these cases occurred between late August
and early Octobé;lr, making it likely that his motive was actually to
recruit registrations for a political party.#

Although Ttalidns later became one of the Republican Party’s most
reliable componet nts, it is not clear when they first aligned themselves
with that party in Philadelphia. Lagomarsino’s participation in an
attempt to resolve the differences among Italian leaders at a series
of meetings revealed a complicated picture in the mayoralty election
of 1884. In early \bcbruary, at a gathering of a reported 150 members
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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 Ilthaca, 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 Preshyterian 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.
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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 Gyorgy
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
Gyorgy 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.
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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 hame. He noted that in the nomination, Mr. Beisert refers
to the style as ltalianate, 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 facade 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 Mcllvaine.” Ms. Cooperman
commented that Mcllvaine 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
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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 | 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 | 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 |.

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 S5TH 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. 5" 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. 5™ 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 5" 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 | 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 homination 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.
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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. 38"
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 homination 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 3" Street satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, D, and J.

OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 1647-57 N. 3" 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.
4™ 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;
(9) 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
() Exemplifies the cultural, political, economic, social, or historical heritage of the
community.
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THE MINUTES OF THE 655'" STATED MEETING OF THE
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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
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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 654™ STATED MEETING OF THE PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION

ACTION: Ms. Turner moved to adopt the minutes of the 654™ 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 ICl 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. | 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,
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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 facade 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 facade 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 fagade and first 10 or 20 or more feet of the
Garage building. The preserved facade 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.”

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



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 facade. Saving facades is
standard in other cities. To demolish the facade would be a waste of the architectural value.

Mr. Sklaroff stated that his client will attempt to save elements of the front fagade 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 fagade 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 facade. 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 fagade, 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 fagade
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

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



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 facade 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 facade 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 fagade 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
fagade, 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 fagade 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 facade 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 fagade. 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 facade was replaced
about 1950, when the building was converted from a garage to an office building. It is a lovely
facade, 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, ICl, 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 fagade.

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
fagade 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 facade
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 compaosite 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 facade 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 facade 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 fagade; 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 fagade 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 |.

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 | 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 |. 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 |, 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.

AcCTION: 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 S5TH 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 5" Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C, D, E, and H.

OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes to designate the property at 1114-50 S. 5" 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 5™ 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, |, 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 | 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, 1 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 homination 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. 3" 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 3" 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:
e the front door is in the plane of the main facade;
o 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;
e the shutters are either eliminated or revised to be historically appropriate in size and
detailing;
the brick fagade incorporates a return of one and a half or more courses;
¢ the rooftop equipment is located with a large setback from the front fagade, with the
location to be confirmed with the staff; and
e aterminating 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 facade 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 facade 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;

(9) 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
() Exemplifies the cultural, political, economic, social, or historical heritage of the
community.
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PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL
COMMISSION

1515 Arch Street, 13th Floor
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

\, CITY OF PHILADELPHIA | ©5ins

Robert Thomas, AlA
Chair

Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D.
Executive Director

16 December 2016
Aparna Palantino
Deputy Commissioner
Philadelphia Parks & Recreation
1515 Arch St, 10" 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&l 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&l 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&l 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,

1q

Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D.
Executive Director
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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&l 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&l 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&l 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,

QN —

Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D.
Executive Director
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15 March 2017
Aparna Palantino
Deputy Commissioner
Philadelphia Parks & Recreation
1515 Arch Street, 10" 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. | 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,

N

Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D.
Executive Director
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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. | 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,

N _—

Jonathan E. Farnham, Ph.D.
Executive Director
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The Order Sons Of Ttaly in America
Saint Mary Magdalen de Pazzi Lodge No. 2787
Of South Philadelphia

“Rekindling Amore d’ltalia”

September 20, 2016

To the Historical Commission of Philadelphia

RE: The Christopher Columbus %tatue at Marconi Park

Dear Sirs & Madams:

[ have the honor as President }of a Lodge whose members are the descendants of
those who participated in commissioning the Christopher Columbus statue that was
c;iedicated in 1876. This Lodge is named after St. Mary Magdalen de Pazzi Church, the
first Italian National Church in the United States (1852), a Pennsylvania Historical
and Museum Commission historic marker site and building on the Philadelphia Register
of Historic Places. This was the Parish of those in the Christopher Columbus Monument
A:\ssociation who proposed to givfa this statue to the City of Philadelphia.

|
I |
i This statue should have historic significance as part of St. Mary Magdalen’s proud
h;istory. |
i \

} My members’ ancestors from LjLiguria, Columbus’s birthplace, intended to memorialize
A‘Tmerica’s history with this statue of a historic figure whose accomplishments were
cFIebrated in Philadelphia before the Declaration of Independence in 1776. Over
one hundred years ago, my ance#tors also took part in the “Columbus Day” festivities

that include this statue. |
| |

; N
| Please know that the St. Mary EMagdalen de Pazzi Lodge of the Order, Sons of ltaly in
A?merica fully supports Celeste Mpreilo’s nomination of the Columbus Statue for
certification by the Commiission. -
Very truly yours,— _ 4
Vo s g e F ) o e s &
. gl v 7 !/" ’.” A ’__-_,-..
# Victor L. Baldf 1!




Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania
Sons and Daughters of Italy

1518 Walnut Street
Suite 1410
Philadelphia, PA 19102
215-592-1713
215-592-9152 fax

EST ety 3
Laygniets

September 22, 2016

To: The Historical Commission of Philadelphia

Re: The Christopher Columbus Statue at Marconi Flaza

"
.

Dear Commissioners, ' .

We have become aware of the efforts of Celeste Morello, M.S., M.A. to have the Columbus Statue at Marconi
Plaza certified by the Philadelphia Historical Commission.

Please be advised that a unanimous vote in support of this was taken at our Grand Council meeting on
September 19, 2016.0bviously the certification by the Historical Commission is extremely important to us, the

largest fraternal organization of Americans of Italian descent in the state of Pennsylvania.

We ThankYou for your consideration of this on behalf of the Italian American community in both Philadelphia
and the state of Pennsylvania.

Sincerely,

=3

Joseph Sanders I11
State President

cc: Grand Council






