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Minutes 
Architectural Review Board  

Village /Town of Mount Kisco  
Wednesday, October 18, 2017 

7:30 pm 
 
The meeting was called to order at 7:30 PM, Wednesday, October 18, 2017 at the Municipal 
Building, Mount Kisco, New York by Chairwoman Eisenberg.   
 
Members Present:  Chairman Andrea Eisenberg 
    Heather Kornreich 
    Daniel Loughney 
    Tatiana Olferiev 
     
Members Absent:             Josh Heinz  
 
Staff Present:  Patti Tipa, Board Secretary 
     
Staff Absent:  Peter Miley, Building Inspector 
 
Returning Cases: 
 
None 
 
New Cases: 
 

1. Northern Westchester Hospital  Case #ARB17-13 
400 Main Street    Rooftop chiller 
Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 
Chairwoman Eisenberg called Northern Westchester Hospital.  Chris Shopinski, Director of Facilities 
at Northern Westchester Hospital; Barry Zuckerman, AVP for Northern Region Capital Projects for 
Northwell Health; Matt Velezes, Project Manager with Northwell Health; and Anthony Stark, Project 
Manager with Perkins Eastman Architects appeared before the Board. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg said the Board has looked through everything the applicant had submitted. 
She said she would like them to tell the Board about their vision and what they have in mind and 
what has been designed for this project. 
 
Anthony Stark said there is a project inside the Hospital to build a new IR (Interventional 
Radiology) suite and the existing air handler systems were not going to work to service the new 
suite, so they have to put the new air handler on the outside of the building.  To facilitate that as 
best they could, they did an all enclosed unit so there won’t be any view of any pumps to the 
exterior.  They have enclosed the whole thing with monolithic metal panels to more closely 
replicate the look of the brick.  The area where this will be located at the Hospital is all white brick 
next to the bed tower on one of the lower roofs.  They felt it would blend in more. 
 
Chris Shopinski said this project is actually a mirror image of what they brought forth last year for 
the Core Lab in the North Building, where they are enclosing it in red panels to match the red brick.  
This is on another lower roof on the Wallace Pavilion, which is the white brick building, enclosed in 
the white panels so that it blends in with the building and disappears from view.  Chairwoman 
Eisenberg asked if it was the same material.  Matt Velezes said the materials are the same and the 
profiles are the same.  Chris Shopinski said the difference is that one is on the roof of the North 
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Building.  This one is on one of the lower roofs of the Wallace Pavilion.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said 
the Board looks for consistency and something that will be pulled together.  Chris Shopinski said 
they also did this 10 years ago when they built the Cancer Center.  They enclosed those units in 
the same kind of paneling so they are not visible from the street. 
 
Heather Kornreich asked to see a sample of the color.  Chris Shopinski said they have a sample of 
the material and there are several colors.  It’s just a matter of matching the precise color with the 
white brick.  Heather Kornreich asked if the sample was the actual color choice.  Chris Shopinski 
said no, the final choice has to be matched with the brick precisely.  This is just a sample of how 
the material comes. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the one that was done last year, has the material worn well.  Chris 
Shopinski said the one they did on the Cancer Center has been fine.  He said this is not a field 
painted product.  It’s a factory applied finish.   
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the Board had any comments.  Heather Kornreich said when she 
first saw it, she thought it would be silver or a metal looking corrugated but she doesn’t have as 
much of an issue with it being white.  She said her only concern is looking at the material, the 
surface scratches off pretty easily with your fingernail.  Matt Velezes pulled the film off the material 
so the Board could see it.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if it was the same manufacturer, the same 
product.  Chris Shopinski said it was.  Dan Loughney asked if the final color has to be determined 
before approval.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said that is what the Board will do because the actual 
color choice will go in the record.  Chris Shopinski said they could submit the final color choice 
tomorrow. 
 
Dan Loughney said looking at this proposal as similar in shape and size to what the Board last 
approved, the new one is two stories and the previous one is three stories up.  This newer one is 
closer to the street and is directly in front of the entrance to the building so driving by it is going to 
be quite prominent.  He said it’s a corrugated panel.  It is not going to look like brick even though 
it’s the same color.  He said it’s going to look like the back of a 75 foot long box truck that has 
been dropped on the building.  Dan Loughney said the building is a mish mosh of different styles 
assembled and this looks like just another thing.  He said it may blend into the background, but the 
door features quite prominently in the front and the staircase adds to that.  He said the things that 
have been done to minimize the visibility of it aren’t going to help that much.  He asked if there 
were any other options that might be considered.  Matt Velezes asked if he meant alternate 
products for skinning the building.  Dan Loughney asked if they would consider a different styling 
or maybe moving the door to the side so it’s less visible.  Matt Velezes said the door leads to the 
chiller, which is in that section on the left if you’re looking at the drawings.  He said he didn’t think 
there would be a huge problem moving the stair around to the back side as long as they enter to 
that pen and go into the actual air handler itself.  He said the door on the side on the end would 
have to stay with the construction for a means of egress in the event of an emergency.  Dan 
Loughney said that one is less prominent.  He asked if the structure was connected to the building.  
Matt Velezes said it is not.  He said if the door in the front is an issue they can see about moving it 
around the back.  Dan Loughney said he thought that would help but there will still be this issue as 
you drive into the hospital, that is the first thing you are going to see and is that the presentation 
that the Hospital wants to give to the community as people are entering through the main 
entrance.   
 
Anthony Stark said when you drive in you face the tower.  There is one view from across the 
street.  There are different profiles – a rounded one.  Chris Shopinski asked Anthony Stark can you 
run that material with a horizontal profile rather than a vertical.  Anthony Stark said they are 
already running it horizontal profile.  Chris Shopinski said it will be more linear with the brick 
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coursing than if it was vertical like an overseas container is.  Dan Loughney said the last rendering 
is what you’re really going to see as you enter the Hospital.   
 
Heather Kornreich asked if the chiller absolutely has to go in this location.  Chris Shopinski said the 
nature of the equipment that is going in requires a separate air handling system, separate chilling 
system.  The equipment has to be kept cool all winter long, which is why you have all this 
equipment that has to go rooftop.  It requires a large number of air exchanges every hour because 
of the nature of what you are doing in the rooms.  Anthony Stark said it was larger when they first 
started the design and they have done everything they can to shrink the footprint.  Chris Shopinski 
said they have minimized it by buying a package unit. 
 
Tatiana Olferiev asked if it was possible to move the proposed unit(s) further from the edge of the 
roof to make it less visible from the street.  Anthony Stark said they are trying to use existing 
structure that is in place.  There are existing column stub ups in the roof because this was all 
designed to support a building addition at some point in the future.  He said to be cost effective 
they are utilizing the existing columns that are there and they are also trying to use space, 
because they have patients on that floor inside the building.  The patient rooms require views to 
the outdoors.  Tatiana Olferiev asked if the windows were existing.  Chris Shopinski said yes.  Matt 
Velezes said they are trying to keep some natural light entering the rooms.  Heather Kornreich 
asked if there was a future addition was planned for this area.  Anthony Stark said no, when the 
Hospital was built originally there was extra structure involved for future expansion.  Chris 
Shopinski said column caps that were left in place.  They will be used to support this equipment. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if other materials are not appealing or too expensive or not 
functional.  Anthony Stark said they only pursued this because with the previous projects they had 
already done metal panels, so they thought that would be acceptable.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said 
she thinks what they are reacting to is they might not have been as prominent as this project 
appears to be.  She asked if they were under time constraints to get this done today because if 
they wanted to look at some other materials, i.e., brick or another type of enclose, we could 
reconvene.  Chris Shopinski said structurally they are kind of strapped. He didn’t think they would 
be able to do a brick enclosure with the structure that is up there.  He said they could go back and 
look at other skins to see if there are other materials that they could use that may be more 
appealing.  Anthony Stark said he would not like to use the brick because the unit vibrates and 
they have put a lot of work into separating it from the building so it doesn’t disturb the facilities 
below.  He said they could find another skin, stucco or something.  Barry Zuckerman asked if it 
was preferred to have a texture on it or just be totally smooth.  He asked if they are objecting to it 
looking like a corrugated metal panel and having something smooth and flat would try to make it 
blend in more or do you want some texture, which might make it stick out more.  Chris Shopinski 
said sometimes when you try to make something look like something else, it becomes more 
prominent.   
 
Heather Kornreich said she had an out of the box idea, since this is right in the front when you 
drive in, I almost want to see a sign on it.  Barry Zuckerman said they love signs – that would 
make Corporate very happy.  He asked if that was a viable option.  Patti Tipa said as of right, no 
but possibly with a variance.  Chris Shopinski said they are proposing signage on the tower, which 
will need a variance.  Patti Tipa said they are going to be rebranding the Hospital signage, which 
will ultimately come to the Board but it hasn’t been reviewed yet for what they are going to need.  
She suggested they may want to build in a potential sign for this as a possibility.  Chairwoman 
Eisenberg said if they are considering a sign for that she would prefer no texture.  Chris Shopinski 
said the sign would be a flat finish.  Patti Tipa asked if they would look to have a sign encompass 
the entire structure or a portion of it.  Heather Kornreich said if you are going to put something so 
large right in the front, run with it and make it a choice.   
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Dan Loughney asked if there is any opportunity to put this on the far side of the building and 
running the pipes through the structure.  Chris Shopinski said this is actually right above where the 
service is going to be.  Matt Velezes said you would end up seeing very large duct work instead of 
the box.  Barry Zuckerman said it’s not only the piping, it’s actually moving air in and out of the 
room which is why it has to be in such close proximity.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked their 
timeframe for doing this.  Barry Zuckerman said it depends of approval from the Department of 
Health.  Matt Velezes said construction starting at the beginning of the year.  That would probably 
be ideal.  There are still a lot of steps to take to get approvals. 
 
Dan Loughney said the brick side is part of the original part of the Hospital.  Chris Shopinski said 
the red brick is circa 1940 – North Building.  The white brick was built in 1969/70 – the Wallace 
Pavilion.  Dan Loughney said there is this in between style that joins the two – the windows with 
the verticals.  Chris Shopinski said they are trying to figure that out as well.  He doesn’t know if 
that was built ad hoc when the Wallace Pavilion was built.  Dan Loughney said this appears to be a 
fourth style.  He asked if they could visually unite the middle style with this.  The four windows in 
front of here don’t seem to have a point. Maybe you could take this style and pull it across so 
you’ve made this thing the uniting element.  Chris Shopinski asked if they should do something 
with mullions and panels in between – like fake windows.  Heather Kornreich said she would prefer 
to see it with the same cladding as the tower part, with the same idea in mind.  Dan Loughney said 
he didn’t think they were going to match, unless they go straight brick, enough to the point that 
you’ll be fooled. 
 
Chris Shopinski asked when the next meeting would be.  Patti Tipa said it is November 15th.  He 
asked if they could be given a little leeway for that meeting so they could see what they could turn 
around and come up with.  Patti Tipa said absolutely.  Chris Shopinski said they would see what 
else the cladding companies have to offer to see what they could pull together for next month.  
Maybe they could come back with more than one option and make a decision here.  Barry 
Zuckerman asked what would be the restrictions on the signs.  Patti Tipa said they would have to 
get a variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals.  If the ARB supports the concept, it doesn’t hurt 
their case before the ZBA but they have to make the case.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said she would 
say the Board does support it conceptually and suggested they be very aware of the other signs 
around you so this one isn’t overwhelming.  Patti Tipa pointed out when you get into the world of 
getting variances issued, it’s not just for this place, it’s the precedent that you’re setting for the 
rest of the Town.  So the Zoning Board has that balance as well.  Yes, the Hospital is unique – we 
want you and need you, however that all comes into play as well.  Patti Tipa said they may want to 
work with their sign company and go with your wish list because none of it is going to comply.  
Chris Shopinski said right now they are proposing something on the tower, which would require a 
variance.  Heather Kornreich asked if that is where they have the 100 year sign.  Chris Shopinski 
pointed out that it was on a different wall.  There is actually a different sign being displayed right 
now for the magnet celebration – the Hospital received magnet nursing accreditation again so what 
doing something like that to congratulate the nurses and give them a pat on the back is huge when 
they come to work in the morning in the dark and see that up on the side of the building, it’s better 
than breakfast all week long. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg said they are coming back.  Barry Zuckerman said they will come back with 
some options on different cladding.  He asked about the process for getting a variance for signage.  
Patti Tipa explained they would submit their application and it will be reviewed for compliance and 
a denial letter will be written identifying what would need variances and they would have 60 days 
to appeal the denial to the Zoning Board of Appeals.  Barry Zuckerman asked if there was a 
prescribed time for the Zoning Board.  Patti Tipa said the Zoning Board meets once a month as 
needed but with the appeals process there are legal requirements that have to be met, i.e., a 
public notice that must be published no later than 15 days prior to the meeting.  The ARB can see 
the proposal but cannot vote on the signage until variances are obtained.  Chris Shopinski asked if 
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there was any Board referral to go to the Zoning Board or could they just go.  Patti Tipa said they 
could just apply once they received the denial letter.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said she didn’t want 
to lose sight of what Dan Loughney had suggested that this look like an intentional linkage between 
the buildings.  Matt Velezes said he thinks they could come up with a profile that matches the 
mullion panel appearance that would work.   
 
Chris Shopinski said he appreciated the Board holding the date for their appearance next month 
and they will try to turn around whatever they could as quickly as possible so the Board has an 
opportunity to look at it before their appearance.  Patti Tipa said the Boards’ agenda packets go out 
the Thursday before the meeting so they could have until Wednesday before the meeting to submit 
so there is time to assemble the packets. 
 
Special Discussion 
  
This application appeared at the meeting thinking they were automatically on the agenda but 
nothing had been submitted in advance.  Chairwoman Eisenberg agreed to hear their presentation 
with the understanding that there would be no vote this evening. 
 

1. Mount Kisco Square    Case #ARB17-09 
360 No. Bedford Road    Conceptual signage and    

          Mount Kisco, NY  10549                                   site changes 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg called Mount Kisco Square.  Mark Schulman, architect with Design 
Development and Mindy Schmidt, Townsend Street Associates appeared before the Board. 
Mark Shulman and Mindy Schmidt apologized for the confusion. 
 
Mindy Schmidt said they had modified their proposal taking into account Tatiana’s comments about 
the tower.  Mark Schulman said there were two primary issues – one was the tower and how does 
the signage really look.  All of the renderings were done at angles and it would be better if they 
could present something head on.  He said there was really no definition to the tower so if there 
was a way to accentuate the ends and the columns coming up that would be considered an 
improvement over what they previously had presented.  He showed the Board some new 
renderings.   He said what they essentially tried to do is create a reveal on the face of the tower.  
They have set the inside panels back on the two towers for FedEx and Five Guys so you get a 
shadow line to create a little dimension and depth to the tower.  Mark Shulman said the second 
piece of this is that they went ahead with the structural design to show how the framework will be 
assembled.  Mindy Schmidt pointed out that they had lowered the signage a bit on the framework.  
Mark Schulman said it can flank both the transparent part up on the rails and down below and 
helps the signs stand off the building a little more. He said they had been to the Zoning Board the 
night before and received their variances.  He said the priority is getting a sign that everyone likes.  
The variances were for the second sign on the tower for Five Guys and the hanging signs for each 
storefront under the canopies.   
 
Mark Shulman said all of the framework will be aluminum so it is lightweight, painted black.  The 
sections are either 2 by 2 or 2 by 4 sections with 4 by 4 posts, and they are attached to the 
structure of the canopy, nothing tying back to the roof.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if their idea 
is to have some of the signs appear high and some lower.  Mark Shulman said where they have 
tenants, they laid out the signs and they feel it gives a little better visibility.  Mindy Schmidt said 
they also added the MK square logo all along the framework.  Mark Shulman said they tried putting 
it on top but it was so small it competed with the tenant signs.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the 
Five Guys signs was the same size as the FedEx sign or is it larger.  Patti Tipa said the Five Guys 
are proposed as 30” letters, which complies with the sign package for the building.  She said the 
maximum height is 30” so depending on the sign, some letters may be smaller than that if there 
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are a lot of letters.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said there will be two big towers and it would seem that 
you would want them to look the same letter wise to the extent that you can.  She said she 
wouldn’t want them to appear different.  Dan Loughney said two different logos with two different 
fonts are not going to go together.  It’s nice that they’re not next to each other.  Patti Tipa said the 
color, traditionally, has been the tying factor for the site.  All the channel letters were red but the 
fonts varied by tenant. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg asked the Boards’ opinion on the modification to the tower.  Dan Loughney 
said he thinks it has made an improvement and looks nicer than just the straight, flat one.  
Everyone agreed.  Heather Kornreich said it is definitely an improvement.  Chairwoman Eisenberg 
said the logo (MK medallion) throughout the framework seems like too much with all of the 
different angles and stripes and awnings.  Dan Loughney agreed.  Mindy Schmidt said she also 
agreed and she is fine with taking that off.  Mark Schulman said the ground signage is being 
changed to new signs at each entrance.   
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg asked what else needed to be discussed.  Patti Tipa said there is a lot that 
the Board has not finalized an opinion on.  One thing was the articulation of the tower, which you 
have done.  The framework, it’s not clear if there is consensus with the Board on that.  The Board 
was all fine with the awnings.  There was some disagreement on the channel letter signage.  There 
was some discussion on coming up with backed signs.  Mindy Schmidt said they looked at that.  
They looked at different lettering.  They all felt by bringing it and having some of the lettering sit 
on the white made it bounce out a lot more so it was much more visible.  She said doing anything 
the other way didn’t look as nice to them.  Dan Loughney said visually the crossbars on the 
framework – he doesn’t know if they help the design or hurt the design.  Mark Schulman said he 
feels they add some energy.  Dan Loughney said you have a small ledger on the top and a larger 
ledger on the bottom.  He asked if this design was shown to the current tenant as to how their 
logos may appear on this.  Mindy Schmidt said they are all positive.  She said that has been 
considered and they have done some test marketing with some prospective tenants and it has all 
been very well received.   
 
Dan Loughney said when he looks at the Radiance logo rendering, it looks different than the logo 
looks today because right now it’s on a white background and it’s going to be on a mixed 
background of white and transparent.  The flower doesn’t seem to be as visible.  The CareMount 
logo, you lose the words CareMount depending on what’s behind it.  He said it’s going to change by 
season.  It might be more prominent in the summer and maybe less prominent in the winter.  
Mindy Schmidt said they have the goosenecks lighting it on top so that will illuminate the signage.  
Mark Schulman said in the evening none of that should be an issue with the illumination but he 
understands what’s being said during the day.  Seasonally you’ll have a different sky, a different 
background that you are looking at.  Heather Kornreich said she agreed with Dan Loughney.  She 
said because you see through to the sky or the trees, it’s going to look very different during the 
day.  At night it won’t be an issue.  She said if there was a way to have something translucent as a 
backer rather than opaque.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said what the applicants may be hearing and 
what the Board is intending is that these signs are hard to read and signs want to be easy to read.  
She said that’s what the Board is struggling with and we are trying to come up with ideas that 
might be solutions.  The CareMount is very hard to see.  The Urgent Care jumps out at you.  The 
Radiance is hard to see too.  She said the signs you want to see it and know what it is and as 
you’re driving by she’s not sure that is going to happen here.  Heather Kornreich said there is also 
a lack of consistency with what is shown and not shown because there is such a variety with the 
different kinds of logos and styles.  It doesn’t work well for all of them. Mark Schulman said there 
was some discussion about do you do a red, Helvetica channel letter for every tenant.  He said 
they want everyone to have an individual looking sign.  The Board agreed at tenant having their 
own individuality.  Mark Schulman said he could see this going one of two ways – either there is a 
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back behind the letters that is somewhat translucent to give some contrast to the sign or it would 
be up to each tenant to develop something.   
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg said the red against the white stands out.  It’s fabulous.  And going by now, 
you can see Radiance no problem and you can see Urgent Care, no problem at all.  She asked the 
applicants to tell the Board what they are trying to accomplish by putting this structure up.  Mindy 
Schmidt said by raising the towers, it gives it more dimension and allows them to refresh the 
center.  She said the center has been on the market for the same stores for close to five years.  
She said people come by and they see that it’s tired and dated.  She said the visibility, by 
eliminating a lot of trees and lowering a lot of the others has helped a lot.  And besides the 
visibility, it’s the ability to make everything have a balance and with that it brings us into a more 
industrious look – like an urban/suburban look, which they thought was a nice way to have people 
when they come back to the center to look at the property again.  She said when you look at the 
Five Guys tower by itself, it just didn’t make sense.   Mark Schulman said the height of the tower 
without a transition from the top of the tower to the top of the existing canopy is kind of tall.  He 
said it’s a middle element that helps with the height transition.  It adds a bit of detail and 
articulation and it ties it all together to give a different aesthetic.  Mindy Schulman said it also was 
a way to give the appearance of raising a parapet without raising a parapet.  It makes it stand out 
with the architecture in the Village, which is much more the usual. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg said as an architectural element, the Board understands that.  It’s the 
connecting the framework with the signage that seems a little disconnected to her.  Heather 
Kornreich said she would like to see more consistency with how it is perceived – the top of the sign 
versus the bottom of the sign because there’s no consistency with the signs themselves.  Mindy 
Schmidt said that will be tough because the letters of each tenants are different, the sizes will be 
different, and they’ve let the tenants design their own lettering.  Patti Tipa suggested that having 
the signs at multiple levels makes it seem more disjointed.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said your eye is 
bouncing around.  She said it could be that these are using the same amount of space and as 
you’re driving by, you want to make it easy for people.  Mark Schulman said they could identify 
locations for letters and logos for consistency.  Heather Kornreich said they have considered 
backers of some sort, probably rectangular.  She asked what if you used a backer that actually 
followed the lettering of whatever logo so it traced around the letters and created like a halo effect.  
It if was just white, it would make the red pop and be consistent.  Mark Schulman said he would be 
happy to explore that as another alternative.  Heather Kornreich said it doesn’t bother her so much 
that her eye moves back and forth but the transparency versus having a backer as contrast.  She 
doesn’t know if that kind of backing exists.  Mindy Schmidt said anything could probably be 
fabricated.  Mark Schulman said they could go back and revisit that.  He said you would need 
enough behind the letters to give a contrast.  Mindy said they could come back with those three 
options. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg said we’ve made enormous progress.  From the last conversation, the 
towers are good.  Heather Kornreich said she had one more question regarding the transition of the 
framework as it connects to Petco.  Mindy Schmidt said the roof is very different at each end of the 
site.  She said the thought was rather than, and at that time they were thinking of raising the 
parapet which would have been extraordinarily difficult because there’s not much of a parapet.  
She said then they thought why don’t we just raise the first two towers and not the third.  This way 
only half would be changed.  She said she doesn’t know why the roof is different and why it was 
built the way it was considering it was a brand new building.  Mark Schulman said it doesn’t bother 
him that the towers are lower with the standing seam roof in between those two lower towers.  It’s 
different and it’s a football field long.  He said you only see them in an elevation like this.  
Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if they looked at making it more in proportion to the towers to 
downsize it a little.  Mark Schulman said they haven’t but they could do they, maybe they could 
step that down also.  Mindy Schmidt said then you would have three different sizes.  
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Dan Loughney said with the signs, the whole building got a lot of nice horizontal and vertical line 
and the signs introduce the diagonals and they kind of match the line of the peak of the pyramids. 
He asked if they would consider dropping the diagonals on the sign framework because the 
structures are quite busy because the verticals, the two additional horizontals on the top half and 
then you don’t have anything on the bottom half.  If you look at the different shapes these things 
cut, the diagonals create a lot of additional shapes.  He said he thinks visually that is what is killing 
him the most about that.  When you lay the logos on top, it gets really overwhelming.  Mark 
Shulman said if they go back and look at a backer on the signs, reworking the ironwork.  Mindy 
Schmidt that was their original design to go straight across.  Tatiana Olferiev said the diagonal 
lines make it difficult to read the signs.  She suggested continuing with the horizontal rails will look 
more consistent.  Mindy Schmidt said their original design of just horizontals someone suggested 
was too urban looking so they got rid of the horizontal lines to make it look more suburban.  
Heather Kornreich said she liked that better. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg suggested trying this design and one version with the bubbled signs.  
Heather Kornreich suggested a hybrid of the two designs.  Mindy Schmidt and Mark Schulman 
expressed their appreciation of the Board seeing them and providing feedback.  Tatiana Olferiev 
asked if they could change the color of the goosenecks to black to match the framework.  She also 
asked if it is possible to continue the vertical lines from the window mullions.  Mark Schulman said 
there is no pattern to the mullions so that would really stand out up high.  Mindy Schmidt added 
that it might be ok for now but if a new tenant came in the spacing may change.  Mark Schulman 
pointed out on the renderings the numerous widths of window mullions.  Chairwoman Eisenberg 
asked how many spaces are available now.  Mindy Schmidt said she has about 7000 sf of space 
available and there will be six tenants with Five Guys.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said refreshing the 
site is a wonderful thing.  Mindy Schmidt said they are hoping will the changes they will attract the 
type of retail spaces that people will like.  When CVS was there, it didn’t really matter because CVS 
carried the center and was such a huge draw.  Petco is a great tenant but they don’t have the 
same type of draw.  She said right now their biggest draw is FedEx.  Petco and Urgent Care do the 
same thing.  They do corporate advertising rather than space advertising so when you call them, 
they will take your address and then direct you where to go unless you know of a place and choose 
to go there.  She said people might not know that Urgent Care is there or they’ll call Urgent Care 
and say they’d like to make an appointment and they’ll send you someplace else. She said they 
were surprised by the limited amount of advertising that they did for this particular center when 
they opened, they virtually did nothing and Petco is the same.  If there is a sale, they won’t 
necessarily put the address.  What’s new is the dog trainers are partnering with animal shelters 
and the police so they are hosting adoption events.  They will advertise this particular center for an 
event like this. 
 
Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if they would have something for the Board in November.  Mark 
Shulman said absolutely.  Patti Tipa asked to review what the Board would like to see so everyone 
is clear.  Mark Schulman said he would be coming back with three alternatives – two and a meld of 
both.  One is to eliminate the diagonals and we’re going to look at horizontals similar to what’s 
been done above the parapet will be dropped below the parapet.  The second is to put a 
background behind the signs, either bubble or square – he said they’ll look at a couple of 
alternatives.  The third is to play with where the signs are logos are and the options of melding 
those together.  They are going to look at black goosenecks.  Heather Kornreich asked if they could 
have some options for the connection of the Petco tower.  Mark Shulman said they would look at 
that.  Dan Loughney brought up two signs in the city – Silver Cup studios and Essex House.  He 
pointed out that those signs are all in the air.  Mark Schulman said those are true roof signs.  Dan 
Loughney said his concern is the logos are half in the air and half not in the air.  He suggested 
making the frame structure higher so the entire logos could be contained in the air.  Mark 
Schulman asked logo and sign in the air.  Dan Loughney said yes, so half is not on white. He said 
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he wasn’t sure how high they could go with the structure.  Mindy Schmidt said they could definitely 
do that.  She said they had done that design and they showed it to brokers who thought it was too 
urban and people won’t like it.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if they could show the Board that 
option.  She asked them if they had seen the signage at 489 Main Street where the UPS stores and 
Leonard Park Wines is located.  Patti Tipa said the signage is lit channel letters on raceways but 
there are multiple horizontals supporting the signs.  Mark Schulman said he is aware of the 
building.  He said he has done miles of that kind of signage.  He said they worked with construction 
specialties to design that rail system years ago.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if he thought it 
wasn’t fresh.  Mark Shulman said he doesn’t think it’s fresh but it’s not bad.  It’s a different look 
than this.  What’s great about it is all the electrical work is all through the rail so it’s very clean.  
He said this proposal is a version of what that is with a more industrial look that’s a little bit fresher 
today.  Mindy Schmidt said they also like the goosenecks because if they channel it or backlight it, 
it could hurt the people behind in the condominiums.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said if they are going 
urban, they definitely want black.  Heather Kornreich said she really liked the way they articulated 
the columns on the surface but they could go one step further and articulate the arch to break it up 
even more, maybe in a little less relief.  Mindy Schmidt said the consensus on some levels was that 
it got a little too busy when you see it all together and they are going for less is more. 
 
This application will return for the November meeting. 
 
Minutes: 
 
None 
 
Meeting adjourned at 8:55 pm. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Andrea Eisenberg, Chairwoman 
/pat 


