
ADDRESS: 3101 W PASSYUNK AVE 
Name of Resource: Point Breeze Gas Works  
Proposed Action: Designation  
Property Owner: City of Philadelphia, Philadelphia Gas Works  
Nominator: Keeping Society of Philadelphia  
Staff Contact: Kim Chantry, kim.chantry@phila.gov  
 
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes the designation of the property at 3101 W. Passyunk 
Avenue. A related nomination proposes the designation of a portion of the property at 3143 W. 
Passyunk Avenue. The nominations for the two properties are identical, except for the two-page 
nomination form. This nomination contends that the Point Breeze Gas Works satisfies Criteria 
for Designation A, C, D, E, and J, although some Criteria are not applied to all resources listed 
in the nomination. The site is inaccessible to the general public and subject to significant safety 
and security restrictions; therefore, aerial imagery was utilized to identify and catalog the 
resources. Under Criteria A and J, the nomination contends that the Point Breeze Gas Works, 
which expanded as the city’s population grew, was one of the city’s largest employers in the 
mid-to-late nineteenth century and is one of the oldest surviving gasworks. Under Criteria C and 
D, the nomination argues that many of the structures embody characteristics of the Gothic 
Revival style. It also notes that later structures were designed in the Jacobean Revival style. 
Under Criterion E, the nomination contends that the earliest buildings of the Point Breeze Gas 
Works were built under the leadership of John Chapman Cresson, an influential figure. 
 
At the property at 3101 W. Passyunk Avenue, the nomination proposes the following numbered 
structures as contributing to the historical significance: 

 1, 2, and 5 - purifying houses, which date to the 1850s with later additions; 

 3 - remnants of a wall of a coal house; 

 6 and 7 - shops, which date to 1859; 

 8 - locomotive shop, which dates to 1859 and had a second floor added; and, 

 9a and 9b - office and garage, which date to the early twentieth century. 
 
The site is very large and most of the land is vacant. Most of the buildings associated with the 
historic gasworks have been demolished. The site is currently used by the Philadelphia Gas 
Works (PGW) for the storage and distribution of liquefied natural gas. Access to the site is 
strictly controlled and visitors are not permitted. Persons with business at the site must be 
accompanied by PGW staff and wear protective gear including flame-retardant suits. The 
nominated buildings are primarily unused or used for storage. 
 
PGW objects to the nomination and has retained an attorney and preservation consultant to 
represent its interests before the Historical Commission. The preservation consultant has 
submitted a report refuting the claims of the nomination. The report concludes that the gasworks 
does not merit designation because: 

 this gasworks was not the city’s primary gasworks; 

 the Gothic Revival architectural style is not a legitimate basis for designation because 
the choice of the style was inappropriate for an industrial complex; 

 the buildings have been altered many times and have lost integrity; 

 this gasworks was not significant in the city’s history or in the history of gas technology; 

 John Chapman Cresson was not an influential designer and may not have been a 
designer or engineer at all; 

 the site does not exemplify any aspect of any community, but is an abandoned industrial 
area cut off from the rest of the city; and, 



 the site is inaccessible, poses safety hazards, and is subject to myriad safety and
security restrictions.

The staff had planned to visit the site with PGW staff on 25 February 2021 and then report on its 
findings to the Committee on Historic Designation, but was compelled to cancel the site visit 
because the safety risks at the site were deemed unacceptably high for City staff. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff initially offered a compromise recommendation that sought 
to protect the most important buildings from demolition while limiting the impact on PGW, but, in 
light of the Mayor’s letter, the staff must recognize the significant safety and security concerns 
associated with the site and recommend against any designation. 



 

COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION, 3 MARCH 2021 
PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION  

1 

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION 
PHILADELPHIA HISTORICAL COMMISSION 

 
3 MARCH 2021, 9:30 A.M. 

REMOTE MEETING ON ZOOM 
EMILY COOPERMAN, CHAIR 

 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
START TIME IN ZOOM RECORDING: 00:00:00 
 
The Chair called the meeting to order at 9:32 a.m. The following Committee members joined 
her:  
  

Committee Member Present Absent Comment 

Emily Cooperman, Ph.D., chair X   

Suzanna Barucco X   

Jeff Cohen, Ph.D. X   

Bruce Laverty X   

Elizabeth Milroy, Ph.D. X   

 
* Owing to public health concerns surrounding the COVID-19 virus, all Committee members, 
staff, and public attendees participated in the meeting remotely via Zoom video and audio-
conferencing software.  
 
The following staff members were present: 
 Jonathan Farnham, Executive Director 

Kim Chantry, Historic Preservation Planner III 
Laura DiPasquale, Historic Preservation Planner II 
Shannon Garrison, Historic Preservation Planner I 
Meredith Keller, Historic Preservation Planner II 
Allyson Mehley, Historic Preservation Planner II  
Leonard Reuter, Esq., Law Department 
Megan Schmitt, Historic Preservation Planner II 

 
The following persons attended the online meeting: 

Eileen Lafferty 
Lisa Kahuila 
Michael McGettigan 
Dennis Barnebey 
Sean Whalen, Esq., Vintage Law 
Lisa Sutcliffe 
R. Miziorko 
D. Kasdekert 
Lorraine Rocci 
Josie Egrich 
Christine Ford 
Jeremy Grey, Hilco 
Janette Davis Gass 
Gina Batavick 
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The Committee on Historic Designation concluded that: 

 The property at 1106-14 Spring Garden Street satisfies Criteria for Designation C 
and D. 

 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: Mr. Cohen moved to recommend that 
the nomination demonstrates that the property at 1106-14 Spring Garden Street satisfies 
Criteria for Designation C and D. Ms. Milroy seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 
 

ITEM: 1106-14 Spring Garden St 
MOTION: Designate; Criteria C & D 
MOVED BY: Cohen 
SECONDED BY: Milroy 

VOTE 

Committee Member Yes No Abstain Recuse Absent 

Emily Cooperman, chair X     

Suzanna Barucco X     

Jeff Cohen X     

Bruce Laverty X     

Elizabeth Milroy X     

Total 5     

 
 
ADDRESS: 3101 W PASSYUNK AVE  
Name of Resource: Point Breeze Gas Works  
Proposed Action: Designation  
Property Owner: City of Philadelphia, Philadelphia Gas Works  
Nominator: Keeping Society of Philadelphia  
Staff Contact: Kim Chantry, kim.chantry@phila.gov  
  
OVERVIEW: This nomination proposes the designation of the property at 3101 
W. Passyunk Avenue. A related nomination proposes the designation of a portion of the 
property at 3143 W. Passyunk Avenue. The nominations for the two properties are identical, 
except for the two-page nomination form. This nomination contends that the Point Breeze Gas 
Works satisfies Criteria for Designation A, C, D, E, and J, although some Criteria are not applied 
to all resources listed in the nomination. The site is inaccessible to the general public and 
subject to significant safety and security restrictions; therefore, aerial imagery was utilized to 
identify and catalog the resources. Under Criteria A and J, the nomination contends that the 
Point Breeze Gas Works, which expanded as the city’s population grew, was one of 
the city’s largest employers in the mid-to-late nineteenth century and is one of the oldest 
surviving gasworks. Under Criteria C and D, the nomination argues that many of 
the structures embody characteristics of the Gothic Revival style. It 
also notes that later structures were designed in the Jacobean Revival style. Under Criterion E, 
the nomination contends that the earliest buildings of the Point Breeze Gas Works were built 
under the leadership of John Chapman Cresson, an influential figure.  
  
At the property at 3101 W. Passyunk Avenue, the nomination proposes the following numbered 
structures as contributing to the historical significance:  

 1, 2, and 5 - purifying houses, which date to the 1850s with later additions;  
 3 - remnants of a wall of a coal house;  
 6 and 7 - shops, which date to 1859;  
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 8 - locomotive shop, which dates to 1859 and had a second floor added; and,  
 9a and 9b - office and garage, which date to the early twentieth century.  

  
The site is very large and most of the land is vacant. Most of the buildings associated with 
the historic gasworks have been demolished. The site is currently used by the Philadelphia Gas 
Works (PGW) for the storage and distribution of liquefied natural gas. Access to the site is 
strictly controlled and visitors are not permitted. Persons with business at the site must be 
accompanied by PGW staff and wear protective gear including flame-retardant suits. The 
nominated buildings are primarily unused or used for storage.  
  
PGW objects to the nomination and has retained an attorney and preservation consultant to 
represent its interests before the Historical Commission. The preservation consultant has 
submitted a report refuting the claims of the nomination. The report concludes that the gasworks 
does not merit designation because:  

 this gasworks was not the city’s primary gasworks;  
 the Gothic Revival architectural style is not a legitimate basis for designation because 
the choice of the style was inappropriate for an industrial complex;  
 the buildings have been altered many times and have lost integrity;  
 this gasworks was not significant in the city’s history or in the history of gas technology;  
 John Chapman Cresson was not an influential designer and may not have been a 
designer or engineer at all;  
 the site does not exemplify any aspect of any community, but is an abandoned industrial 
area cut off from the rest of the city; and,  
 the site is inaccessible, poses safety hazards, and is subject to myriad safety and 
security restrictions.  

  
The staff had planned to visit the site with PGW staff on 25 February 2021 and then report on its 
findings to the Committee on Historic Designation, but was compelled to cancel the site visit 
because the safety risks at the site were deemed unacceptably high for City staff.  
  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff initially offered a compromise recommendation that sought 
to protect the most important buildings from demolition while limiting the impact on PGW, but, in 
light of the Mayor’s letter, the staff must recognize the significant safety and security concerns 
associated with the site and recommend against any designation. 
 
START TIME IN ZOOM RECORDING: 02:17:40 
 

PRESENTERS: 

 Mr. Farnham presented the nomination to the Committee on Historic Designation. 

 Attorney Christopher Strom and consultant George Thomas represented the property 
owner. 

 Oscar Beisert represented the nomination. 
  
DISCUSSION: 

 Mr. Farnham explained that Mayor Jim Kenney submitted a letter to the Historical 
Commission the day before the meeting, opposing this designation for many 
reasons, but primarily owing to safety and security reasons. The staff had initially 
offered a compromise recommendation that sought to protect the most important 
buildings from demolition while limiting the impact on the Philadelphia Gas Works 
(PGW), but in light of the Mayor’s letter, the staff must recognize the significant 
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safety and security concerns associated with the site and must recommend against 
any designation.  

 Mr. Beisert directed the Committee’s attention to photographs in the nomination. He 
suggested that PGW should work with the Commission’s staff to protect the most 
significant resources on the site, specifically the purifying houses. He summarized 
the Criteria for Significance outlined in the nomination. He strongly opposed the 
assertion made by the property owner’s preservation consultant that the Gothic 
Revival was the wrong style choice for the Gas Works buildings. He stated that many 
Gas Works are closed to the public, and some are toxic, and some are visible to the 
public while others are not, but other municipalities have managed to preserve the 
historic structures. He suggested that PGW, with its vast resources, can retain “a few 
stone sheds” that relate to Philadelphia’s legacy.  

 Mr. Strom asked that the Committee recommend against the designation of the 
property. He stated that the nominator did not follow proper procedures when 
submitting the nomination because one nomination was submitted for both 3101 and 
3143 W. Passyunk Avenue despite the parcels being separate and under different 
ownership. He stated that the nomination fails to completely and accurately describe 
the property, its use and occupancy, and condition and materials, because the 
nominator could not gain access to the site, and so the nomination relies on aerial 
imagery. The nominator could not gain access to the site because it is an operating 
liquid natural gas processing, storage, and distribution facility, which has been 
designated by the Department of Homeland Security as critical infrastructure. The 
site is subject to stringent security and safety protocols. The Commission staff was 
forced to reject an offer to visit the property, owing to the security and safety 
protocols in place. This property will not be made accessible to the public, owing to 
the ongoing operations. There is no public benefit to be gained by designating this 
property, owing to its inaccessibility to the public. Designation of the property would 
bring undesired increased attention to the site, increasing costs to PGW which get 
passed on to the public as PGW customers, and would interfere with PGW’s ability to 
operate the property in an efficient manner and incorporate new innovations. Mr. 
Strom concluded that the property does not warrant designation, because the 
majority of the structures from the period of significance have been demolished, and 
those that remain have been altered to the extent that they no longer retain integrity.  

 Mr. Strom introduced Mr. Thomas and reviewed his credentials. 
o Ms. Barucco asked for procedural guidance, stating that the Committee meetings 

are not a court of law and are being taken over by attorneys and direct 
examination.  

o Mr. Farnham responded that the Rules and Regulations do not provide much 
guidance, and so it is up to the Chair as to how the meetings are run. In order to 
create a record that is defensible in court, it is recommended that the Committee 
grant significant latitude to the property owner, because it is the property owner 
who has the primary interest in the property.  

o Ms. Cooperman agreed that the Committee meetings are not a court of law, but 
also agreed that records are being created on both sides. She asked for brevity.  

 Mr. Thomas provided expert testimony. He stated that he reviewed the physical 
fabric and the historical records, and looked at the accuracy of the nomination to 
build a case that explains how the building complex corresponds to, or differs from, 
what the nomination presents. He researched the history of the Gas Works and the 
Gothic Revival style. He concluded that the property does not satisfy the Criteria for 
Designation specified in the nomination.  
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 Mr. Thomas began his presentation. He explained that the site is subject to extensive 
security regulations. He began to discuss critical infrastructure sectors as defined by 
the Department of Homeland Security. 
o Ms. Cooperman commented that this argument was already made, and asked 

Mr. Thomas to present information relevant to his areas of expertise.  
o Mr. Thomas responded that he is moving towards it, but that this aspect is critical 

to the designation of the site, in that the nomination is based on a site that is 
inaccessible. He outlined the security measures necessary for those who are 
given permission to access the site. He stated that the site contains various 
residues from industrial processes that make the site inappropriate for the public. 
He stated that the nominator was unable to access the site, so the entire 
nomination is not based on actual visual evidence, but on distant aerial views. 

 Mr. Thomas discussed Criterion A and whether or not the property is significant to 
the region. He argued that the institution began at the initial Gas Works property at 
23rd and Market Streets, formed in 1834. The primary works was the 23rd and Market 
Streets site, and the Point Breeze Gas Works was secondary. The Point Breeze Gas 
Works produced less than 20 percent of the gas needs for the City. He compared a 
1974 site plan with a 2021 site plan to show the great extent of demolition which has 
taken place to date.  

 Mr. Thomas discussed Criterion C and the claims in the nomination that it is 
interesting that the Gothic Revival style was chosen for some of the buildings. He 
stated that the Gothic Revival was a strange choice for this complex, and referred to 
it as an anomaly.  

 Mr. Thomas discussed Criterion D and how the Gothic Revival style did not work for 
this complex. By the 1890s, almost all of the complex was demolished because it did 
not work very well, the buildings were of the wrong scale and were inhumane to work 
in, and what remains are two little clusters of buildings. The Gothic details in historic 
photographs are gone, because all of those elements got in the way of the work that 
had to be done. The integrity has been lost. The buildings have been abandoned for 
many years and have continued to deteriorate.  

 Mr. Thomas discussed Criterion E and chief engineer John Chapman Cresson, and 
Cresson’s failures as a designer. Cresson’s role with Fairmount Park was managing 
the initial survey of the park. Cresson’s role with the Gas Works was as chief 
engineer but with no engineering or design training, and several of his structures 
collapsed or otherwise failed.  
o Ms. Barucco asked if Mr. Thomas was nearing the end of his presentation. 
o Mr. Thomas responded no, and that he is part of creating a record for the 

property owner.  

 Mr. Thomas discussed Criterion J and that the property does not satisfy the cultural, 
political, economic, social, or historical heritage of the community because of its 
location in an “empty zone” because of pollution. No workers wanted to live near the 
plant because of the extent of the pollution, and it was, and remains, isolated from 
the community.  

 Mr. Thomas began to discuss ongoing environmental concerns of the site.  
o Ms. Cooperman stated that this is not part of the Committee’s purview and is 

outside of the area of Mr. Thomas’s expertise.  
o Mr. Thomas disagreed, and stated that the environmental concerns are part of 

the site and are raised by Mr. Beisert’s use of examples of repurposed gas works 
sites elsewhere, including in Seattle where it failed and has to be redesigned 
because the attempt to cap it did not work.  
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 Mr. Thomas discussed other claims made in the nomination. He stated that buildings 
are classified as significant but in reality are highly altered and largely demolished. 
He explained that the remnants of a coal house wall, described as Gothic Revival in 
the nomination, are just buttresses that act as support. He showed that the garage 
building proposed for designation is just a small part of what had been a much larger 
building which was demolished.  

 Mr. Thomas summarized his findings. He stated that the nomination is inadequate, 
the site is and will remain inaccessible to the public, access should be discouraged 
not encouraged, this complex was a secondary site, the integrity of the structures 
that do remain has been lost, Cresson was a failure as a designer, and the site is 
isolated from the community owing to pollution. He concluded that none of the 
Criteria for Designation are met.  

 Mr. Strom responded to the claim made by Mr. Beisert about PGW’s resources. He 
stated that PGW is a city-owned non-profit that does not have “vast resources” to 
maintain these buildings. He asked that the Committee recommend against historic 
designation of the property.  
o Ms. Milroy noted that financial considerations are beyond the Committee’s 

purview.  
o Ms. Cooperman agreed and stated that comments made by Mr. Beisert and by 

Mr. Strom regarding PGW’s finances would not be part of the Committee’s 
considerations.  

 Ms. Milroy defended John Chapman Cresson as an ambitious personality in 
Philadelphia’s industrial history as well as Fairmount Park history. She disputed 
some claims made by Mr. Thomas. She stated that the presentation by Mr. Thomas 
made a good argument for significance of the site, adding that it being an “empty 
zone” lends significance to its context within Philadelphia.  

 Mr. Cohen noted that this is a complex site with a lot of history. He stated that it is 
unacceptable to say that the site cannot be regulated because of a lack of access. 
He agreed with the assertion that accessibility of the site in the future is unknown, 
and it would be shortsighted to allow demolition of these buildings because the site is 
not currently accessible to the public. He stated that the architecture of this site is 
more significant compared to the 23rd and Market Streets site. He stated that the use 
of Gothic Revival was motivated by creating a sense of trust. It was not a misuse, but 
rather a purposeful use, to say that these people introducing new technologies which 
seem dangerous will be careful. He opined that it was called Church Row because of 
the public perception of the place. He discussed the earlier and later Gothic Revival 
styles seen on several buildings, and the gate that was the public face to the site. He 
opined on how involved or not involved Cresson was in the actual design of the 
buildings. He concluded that Cresson shaped the design of the buildings, satisfying 
Criterion E. He stated that the Gas Works was one of the largest employers in the 
area for a long time, and is part of the public geography, satisfying Criterion J. He 
concluded that the nomination demonstrates that the property satisfies the proposed 
Criteria for Designation. 

 Ms. Barucco agreed with Mr. Cohen’s comments. She stated that it is important to 
recognize the significance of infrastructure, though it is easy to overlook.  

 Mr. Cohen asked the staff to display each building or structure so that each could be 
considered.  
o Ms. Chantry displayed a slide for each building or structure proposed for 

designation.  
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o Mr. Cohen asked why the staff recommended against designation of Resource 
9a, the U.G.I. Office and Dispensary.  

o Mr. Chantry responded that the staff focused its recommendation on the 
designation of the earliest remaining buildings on the site, and Resource 9a was 
part of a later building campaign.  

 Ms. Milroy asked about the potential inclusion of Criterion G, stating that Mr. 
Thomas’s presentation made an interesting argument for looking at the area as a 
distinctive area. 
o Ms. Cooperman responded that the amount of demolition that has occurred at 

the site would likely not qualify it for designation under Criterion G.  

 Ms. Cooperman commented that the remaining buildings are remarkable survivors of 
this period and make for a compelling argument for historic designation. She stated 
that the utilities and services provided by PGW are important but that is not directly 
related to these buildings, and it is understood that remediation is going to be 
absolutely essential to any kind of future use at this particular site. She stated that 
public benefit does not necessarily mean public access. She noted that Mayor Kenny 
is opposed to historic designation at this site, but stated that the Committee would 
not be fulfilling its duty and obligations if it did not recommend these remarkable 
buildings for designation. She suggested that the Committee select certain buildings 
for designation, rather than designating the entire property.  
o Mr. Laverty agreed, and stated that just because something cannot be seen, it 

does not mean it is not there and not important. He stated that the Committee 
has an obligation to provide a recommendation regarding the historical nature of 
the buildings.  

 Mr. Cohen asked to review each building or structure again to determine what the 
Committee should recommend for designation. He stated that the purifying houses 
and shops should be included in the recommendation, in addition to Resource 9a, 
the later U.G.I. Office and Dispensary. He questioned the inclusion of Resource 8, 
the locomotive house. 
o Ms. Cooperman noted that the building has a substantial addition, but the 

Historical Commission has designated buildings with additions in the past.  
o Mr. Cohen agreed with the inclusion of Resource 8, the locomotive house. He 

concluded that Resources 1a, 1b, 1c, 2, 5a, 5b, 6, 7, 8, and 9a should be the 
resources included in the designation.  

 Ms. Barucco noted that the period of significance should be amended if Resource 9a 
is included, which dates from 1899-1929.  
o Mr. Cohen agreed, suggesting a period of significance of 1855-1929.  

 Mr. Farnham reminded the Committee that the staff’s former recommendation 
included these resources, but that in light of the Mayor’s recent letter, the staff has a 
different recommendation which was provided earlier and is a recommendation 
against designation. In the former recommendation, the staff was recommending that 
the Commission only review partial and complete demolition permit applications.  

 
PUBLIC COMMENT: 

 Steven Peitzman commented that he disagreed with assertions made by Mr. 
Thomas.  

 Celeste Morello commented that Samuel Merrick, the engineer of the primary gas 
works site, was significant. She suggested that the buildings be relocated and 
restored. 

 Allison Weiss supported the designation.  
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 Donna Rilling commented that because historical documentation of the site was 
publicly available, there should be no issue with this information being available to 
the public, and no one knows the future of gas and the future accessibility of this site.  

 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION FINDINGS & CONCLUSIONS: 
The Committee on Historic Designation found that: 

 The site is inaccessible to the general public and subject to significant safety and 
security restrictions. 

 The majority of the original buildings and structures have been demolished, but those 
that remain on the site are proposed for designation in the nomination.  

 
The Committee on Historic Designation concluded that: 

 The Point Breeze Gas Works was one of the city’s largest employers in the mid-to-
late nineteenth century and is one of the oldest surviving gasworks, satisfying 
Criteria A and J. 

 Many of the structures embody characteristics of the Gothic Revival style, satisfying 
Criteria C and D. 

 The earliest buildings of the Point Breeze Gas Works were built under the leadership 
of John Chapman Cresson, an influential figure, satisfying Criterion E. 

 Resource 3, the remnant of one wall of a coal house, fails to satisfy any Criteria for 
Designation.  

 Resource 9b, the remnant of a later U.G.I. garage, fails to satisfy any Criteria for 
Designation. 

 
COMMITTEE ON HISTORIC DESIGNATION RECOMMENDATION: Mr. Cohen moved to recommend that 
the nomination demonstrates that the property at 3101 W. Passyunk Avenue satisfies Criteria 
for Designation A, C, D, E, and J, and to limit the designation to buildings 1a, 1b, 1c, 2, 5a, 5b, 
6, 7, 8, and 9a, with a period of significance of 1855-1929. Ms. Barucco seconded the motion, 
which passed unanimously.  
 

ITEM: 3101 W Passyunk Ave 
MOTION: Designate buildings 1a, 1b, 1c, 2, 5a, 5b, 6, 7, 8, 9a; Criteria A, C, D, E, & J 
MOVED BY: Cohen 
SECONDED BY: Barucco 

VOTE 

Committee Member Yes No Abstain Recuse Absent 

Emily Cooperman, chair X     

Suzanna Barucco X     

Jeff Cohen X     

Bruce Laverty X     

Elizabeth Milroy X     

Total 5     

 
 
  



 
 

1. ADDRESS OF HISTORIC RESOURCE (must comply with an Office of Property Assessment address) 

  Street address:__________________________________________________________________ 

  Postal code:_______________  Councilmanic District:__________________________ 

  
 
 2. NAME OF HISTORIC RESOURCE 

  Historic Name:__________________________________________________________________ 

  Current/Common Name:___________________________________________________________ 

 
 

3. TYPE OF HISTORIC RESOURCE 

   Building   Structure   Site   Object 

 
 

4. PROPERTY INFORMATION 

  Condition:  excellent  good  fair   poor  ruins 

  Occupancy:  occupied  vacant  under construction   unknown 

  Current use:____________________________________________________________________ 

  
  

5. BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION 

Please attach  

  
 

6. DESCRIPTION  

Please attach  

 
 

7. SIGNIFICANCE 

Please attach the Statement of Significance. 

Period of Significance (from year to year): from _________ to _________ 

  Date(s) of construction and/or alteration:______________________________________________ 

  Architect, engineer, and/or designer:_________________________________________________ 

  Builder, contractor, and/or artisan:___________________________________________________ 

  Original owner:__________________________________________________________________ 

 Other significant persons:__________________________________________________________

3101 W. Passyunk Avenue 

2 19145 

The Point Breeze Gas Works 

 

1929 1851 

Primary: 1851-59 with Additions  

John Chapman Cresson, Designer & Engineer (1806-1876) 

Varies per building.  

The Philadelphia Gas Works 

 

Unknown 



CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION:

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

 (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 development of 
the City, Commonwealth or Nation; or, 

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

 (g) 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. 

 
 

8. MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES 
  Please attach 
 
 

9. NOMINATOR 
  

Organization______________________________________Date________________________________ 

 
Name with Title__________________________________ Email________________________________ 

  
Street Address____________________________________Telephone____________________________ 
 

 City, State, and Postal Code______________________________________________________________ 
  

Nominator  is  is not the property owner. 
 

PHC USE ONLY 

Date of Receipt:_______________________________________________________________________ 

 Correct-Complete  Incorrect-Incomplete  Date:_________________________________ 

Date of Notice Issuance:_________________________________________________________________ 

Property Owner at Time of Notice 

 Name:_________________________________________________________________________ 

 Address:_______________________________________________________________________ 

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 

 City:_______________________________________ State:____ Postal Code:_________ 

Date(s) Reviewed by the Committee on Historic Designation:____________________________________ 

Date(s) Reviewed by the Historical Commission:______________________________________________ 

Date of Final Action:__________________________________________________________ 

  Designated   Rejected             12/3/18 

Oscar Beisert, Architectural Historian 

717.602.5002 1315 Walnut Street, Suite 320 

Philadelphia, PA 19107 

14 May 2019 (revised) 

14 May 2020 

15 May 2020 

City of Philadelphia Gas Works 

Municipal Services Building, 10th Floor, 1401 JFK Blvd 

19102 PAPhiladelphia 

 

 

 

Keeper@keepingphiladelphia.org 

The Keeping Society of Philadelphia March 22, 2019 
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