
ARB Minutes 1 November 15, 2017 

Minutes 

Architectural Review Board  

Village /Town of Mount Kisco  

Wednesday, November 15, 2017 

7:30 pm 
 
The meeting was called to order at 7:30 PM, Wednesday, November 15, 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 

 

New Cases: 

 

1. Stone Fire Restaurant   Case #ARB17-14 

251 Lexington Avenue   Signage 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called Stone Fire Restaurant.  Tommy Calandrucci and Johnny Piccolino, 

owners of Stone Fire Restaurant appeared before the Board. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg said we see there is a temporary sign up and this is the real one.  She 

asked the applicants to tell the Board what is different from the temporary sign.  Tommy 

Calandrucci said the temporary sign is plastic.  The real sign will look very similar but it will be a 

metal sign the same size as the temporary sign.  Johnny Piccolino said the difference is it will have 

the same daytime look.  The way the sign is designed it is metal on both sides and hollow in the 

middle so it will have some type of lighting in the middle so in the evening the lettering will light 

up.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the sign will be lit all the time.  Johnny Piccolino said it will be 

on a timer.  Tommy Calandrucci said there are ground lights on the front and the back of the sign 

right now. 

 

Dan Loughney asked if this sign is larger than the 251 Lex sign.  Tommy Calandrucci said it’s a bit 

larger.  The site was also very overgrown which made the sign harder to see.  Chairwoman 

Eisenberg asked if they had considered making the text “Italian Eats” and “Urban Drinks” larger 

because it might be hard to read.  Tommy Calandrucci said they are mainly concerned that you see 

the “Stone Fire” and they didn’t want to make everything on the sign too big.  John Piccolino said 

they tried to stay with warm colors so it fits in with the décor.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked when 

they were going to open.  John Piccolino said they are waiting on their liquor license and are hoping 

to open the weekend after Thanksgiving. 

 

MOTION: 

 

Heather Kornreich made a motion to approve.  Dan Loughney seconded the motion.  All 

ayes. 
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2. Rivera Toyota    Case #ARB17-15 

325 No. Bedford Road   Signage 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549  

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called Rivera Toyota.  Jonathan Villani, architect, appeared before the 

Board.  He indicated that he is the third party representative of the owner between Toyota and the 

Pattinson sign group that provides all of the signs for the dealerships.   

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the background of the sign is going to match the building.  She 

said it looks like Rivera is on a white background.  Jonathan Villani said they are not going to be 

changing the building, which is tan stucco.  He said the sign will be placed on that.  They are 

individual channel letters that will be backlit at night and black during the day.  He said there will 

be no background to the letters.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the letters were as big as they 

could be.  Patti Tipa said yes.  She said their other option would be to seek a variance for larger 

letters.  The applicants have chosen, in order to get a sign on the building, they are going with a 

compliant sign for now.  They will be coming back for variances on a ground sign.  She said they 

are very anxious to get real signage on the building.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said she was curious 

as to they didn’t use green to match the roof or red to match Toyota because the black is not 

interesting.  Jonathan Villani said for Toyota there is not option.  The dealer’s name has to be 

lesser in size and has to be black and in that font, which is all that Toyota allows. He said they 

have been through two years of iterations of this sign because there are four groups to make 

happy – Toyota owners, Pattinson Group, another sign company and Mount Kisco.  He said they 

are going to add a sign onto the right side of the building that will be larger as part of the variance 

package and a monument sign that they plan to change.   

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the Board had any comments.  Heather Kornreich asked if the 

“dealer name” on the rendering was just an example.  He said it’s an example.  Heather Kornreich 

said it is not the same font; it is wider and thinner.  Jonathan Villani said it will be that “dealer 

name” font that is thicker.  Dan Loughney said the font on the building does look like the heavier 

one.  Tatiana Olferiev asked what the color would be for the monument sign.  Jonathan Villani said 

it will be a Toyota symbol which is red with the white background and a Toyota on top of it.  

Heather Kornreich asked where it would be located.  Jonathan Villani said they are replacing the 

existing monument sign with the new sign in the same location.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if 

Rivera would be on the monument.  Jonathan Villani said no, Toyota doesn’t allow anything but the 

dealer name. 

 

MOTION: 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg made a motion to approve.  Dan Loughney seconded the motion.  

All ayes. 

 

3. Rivera Toyota    Case #ARB17-16 

255 Kisco Avenue    Signage 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

Jonathan Villani also represented this case for another Rivera Toyota location on Kisco Avenue.  He 

said they are proposing the same sign going on their Service Center building.  He said this sign, in 

scale, is a lot better as it is a smaller building and they have a four foot canopy above the door that 

will house the sign.  He said they will be coming back for a variance on the Kisco Avenue elevation 

for this site to put a Toyota sign and something else.  Patti Tipa pointed out is that it’s a tough 

building.  The way the sign law is written, you cannot have signage where there is not an entrance.  

She said there is no door on the Kisco Avenue façade of this building so they cannot, as of right, 
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come to the Board for signage.  The only allowable signage they can apply for right now is on the 

side entrance over the door because it meets the criteria of the law.  She added the law builds in 

the variance option so they can apply for a variance to get signage on the Kisco Avenue façade, 

which it was they are planning to pursue.  Dan Loughney said the Rivera sign is 16” so it’s 2 inches 

smaller than the other sign.  Patti Tipa said the reason for that is that the Town is broken up into 

different sign districts and the dimensions allowed in those districts are different.  She said on 

North Bedford Road, the sign law accommodates larger signs because you are driving and the 

buildings are generally further back from the road.  On Kisco Avenue the maximum letter height is 

16”.  If you are downtown, the maximum letter height is 12” because it is more pedestrian.  She 

said so depending on where the building is located is going to determine how big the letters can be 

as per the law. 

 

MOTION: 

 

Dan Loughney made a motion to approve.  Heather Kornreich seconded the motion.  All 

ayes. 

 

4. Mr. & Mrs. Dennis Gochuico  Case#ARB17-17 

15 Valley View Terrace   Addition/alteration 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549   single family residence 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called 15 Valley View Terrace.  Mr. Dennis Gochuico, homeowner, appeared 

before the Board.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said she knows he has an application but had a question 

if all of the houses on his side of the street are ranch level.  Mr. Gochuico said that is not correct.  

He said the first house you can see one level in the front and they actual go down a level in the 

rear.  He said the next house and his house are ranches and the rest of the houses are bigger on 

his side of the street.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked when they are finished with their house will it 

be the tallest house on his side of the street.  Mr. Gochuico said he thinks so.  The closest would be 

the house three houses down from him.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked Mr. Gochuico to talk about 

what he has in mind. 

 

Mr. Gochuico said his house now is a small ranch with a car port.  He pointed out the picture of his 

house to the Board.  He said their plan is to enclose the car port and add a full 2nd floor across the 

entire width of the house.  They would be going from 925 square feet to approximately 2200 

square feet.  He showed the renderings of the left side of the house.  He said the back would get 

blown out.  He pointed out the car port, which will become a garage.  He showed the addition 

above the garage and the roof.  He said the roof plans to be a standing seam metal roof in black.  

Mr. Gochuico showed the front elevation.  He pointed out the existing location of the front door.  

He pointed out an existing window and they are proposing two windows where one exists on the 

other side and the entire second floor would be an addition.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked Mr. 

Goguico if he brought samples of the materials.  Mr. Gochuico said he did not.  He said they are far 

off from actually building so they don’t have samples.  He said the exterior lighting will be recessed 

above the door and the garage.  He said the front porch has a stoop that right now goes to the 

edge of the car port and just a couple of feet past the door – they will take that all the way across 

to the edge of the larger bay window on the front of the house. 

 

Dan Loughney asked if the different elevations of the top roof is intentional – one side is 

intentionally higher than the other?  Mr. Gochuico said yes.  Dan Loughney asked if there is an 

interior reason that they are looking to have more height on one side versus the other.  Mr. 

Gochuico said the side that is higher is where his wife’s art studio would be.  She wanted a slightly 

higher ceiling.  Heather Kornreich asked why not keep the roofline the same on both sides, just 

raise the other one up to the same height.  Mr. Gochuico said he is not absolutely against that.  He 

said he didn’t recall if it was because of the interior ceiling height. Heather Kornreich asked if the 
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other space was a bedroom.  Mr. Gochuico said it would be the master bedroom.  He said there is 

an existing bedroom on the front that will be an office or a den.  Heather Kornreich asked about 

the diamond window in the ridge.  She asked if that is a cathedral ceiling where you can see that 

window.  Mr. Gochuico said yes it is.  Heather Kornreich said she would like to explore bringing the 

other side of the roof up because it’s not symmetrical but it’s almost symmetrical.  It seems like it 

wants to be the same height.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said it’s so close, it almost looks like a 

mistake.  Dan Loughney said there is a lot of asymmetry in the house.  He said he thinks some of it 

comes from the original design of the house where the door is to the left and what is traditionally in 

the center of the house is this window, which has kind of carried forward.  He said it looks 

intentionally non-symmetrical and he asked if that is was Mr. Gochuico is looking for.  Mr. Gochuico 

said it is not something they went to the architect with and said don’t make this symmetrical.  He 

said it was as part of their discussions as to what was going on in the home that was just a 

byproduct of the planning of the space.  Dan Loughney said as long as you like it.  Mr. Gochuico 

said he is not against having the roofline symmetrical.  It’s how it was.  As long as there is not 

something in the plan that he is not aware of that forces the lack of symmetry.   

 

Dan Loughney said he’s trying to understand how this would look in three dimensions from the two 

dimensional images.  He said over the car port there is a large piece of roof and then there is 

another piece that comes out like a dormer.  He said he believes a lot of the shapes are coming 

from the studio inside.  Mr. Gochuico said that is correct.  Dan Loughney asked if the architect had 

provided 3D renderings so they could see the project from other angles rather than just straight 

on.  Mr. Gochuico said he did not.  Dan Loughney said it may help them understand how it’s going 

to look.  He said it’s going to look different than all of the other houses.  Mr. Gochuico said they are 

purposefully not making it a cookie cutter house.  His wife is an artist.  He said they are not going 

outrageous with any colors but the with the window, part of it was to make it a little more unique.  

Dan Loughney said his last question is when the chimney is extended is it going to be brick or is it 

going to be enclosed.  Mr. Gochuico said his plan was for brick.  He said they haven’t had an 

extensive conversation about that. 

 

Heather Kornreich said she doesn’t mind that it is not cookie cutter because there are enough nods 

to the other styles of architecture but she is not sure about the black on the roof.  She said she 

would need to see what that looks like.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said that is a perfect entrée to say 

that before the Board can approve anything, they need to see samples and know who the 

manufacturers are.  She said when you talk about cement board, the Board wants to know whose 

and to see it and see the roof and the brick.  She said since we talk about aesthetics here and fit, 

she doesn’t think anyone is arguing with the architecture and what the applicants want to do, it’s a 

matter of the Board seeing it so when it goes up the Board can say yes, that’s what we had in mind 

and approved.  She asked if he could get samples.  Mr. Gochuico said he would work on getting 

samples.  He asked what samples does the Board need?  Chairwoman Eisenberg said wherever you 

talk about a material, the Board wants to see who the manufacturer is and the color.  If you talk 

about brick, the Board is going to want to see the size of the brick, because there are different 

sizes, and the color.  Patti Tipa added – siding, roof shingles.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said with the 

lighting there won’t be a fixture to look at.  She asked if the recessed lights would be LED’s.  Mr. 

Gochuico said since he is cheap they will probably be LED’s.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if there 

were any other materials the Board would like to see.  Heather Kornreich said the front door.  Dan 

Loughney said he would only be interested in the door color.  Heather Kornreich said it would be 

helpful to see a floorplan to understand what is going on inside.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said also 

the garage door material.  Mr. Gochuico said he had a floor plan with him and he reviewed it with 

the Board.  He pointed out what currently exists and he discussed that they will blow out the back, 

enclose the garage, create the mudroom with an opening through the entry, they line up the wall, 

there would be a doorway out to the deck, which does not currently exist.  Chairwoman Eisenberg 

asked to also see the material for the deck.  Mr. Gochuico said the deck will be on the rear of the 

house and he doesn’t know what the materials will be yet.  He then reviewed the second floor 
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floorplan including the studio and the master suite.  Heather Kornreich asked if there was a 

cathedral ceiling in the master bedroom and the studio.  Mr. Gochuico said yes.  She asked if 

storage was maybe the reason why one area was not a cathedral ceiling.  Mr. Gochuico said it was 

the mechanicals that had to go somewhere. 

 

Tatiana Olferiev said she would ask to see the actual samples of the siding because there are three 

different types of siding proposed to see how they will work together.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said 

there are lots of small windows so there is a lot going on.  She asked when Mr. Gochuico thought 

he could have the materials.  Mr. Gochuico said he had to have time to shop.  He asked it might be 

conceivable to have it by December.  It might be tight.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked when he was 

hoping to start.  Mr. Gochuico said his wife would like to start right away but he would like to drag 

his feet a little bit longer.  Chairwoman Eisenberg suggested if December was too much of a rush, 

it could wait until January.  Mr. Gochuico said that would be fine.  Patti Tipa said they really need 

to be at a point of having decided what they are using because what the Board is voting on is what 

is going to be reviewed when he tries to get a Certificate of Occupancy for the project.  It has to 

match was what approved.  They really need to be final on choices of colors and materials.  Mr. 

Gochuico said his biggest goal coming to the Board today was that they Board didn’t say that the 

architecture is hideous and have it redone.  Heather Kornreich said she likes it.  Mr. Gochuico said 

as long as they get the right materials and then it should be beautiful.  He said they would work on 

getting the roof symmetrical and the material samples.  Heather Kornreich said it you’re going to 

make them different levels, she would rather have it look like a choice or make them the same.  

They are too close to not be the same.  Mr. Gochuico said they would have that discussion with the 

architect. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg said the Board is not going to approve anything today.  She said we’ll pick 

up where we left off when you come back.  She asked if there was anything else he wanted to talk 

about.  Heather Kornreich asked if the chimney material was going to be siding.  Mr. Gochuico said 

it is currently brick and he wasn’t planning on covering it with something else.  His plan was for it 

to be brick.  Heather Kornreich asked concrete brick or red brick.  Mr. Gochuico said red brick.  She 

said he may want to change it because with three different sidings, which looks cohesive together, 

she’s not sure she wants to add another material on the side.  Mr. Gochuico said that made sense 

and he will have that discussion with his wife and his architect. 

 

This case will be returning. 

 

Returning Cases: 

 

1. Mount Kisco Square   Case #ARB17-09 

360 No. Bedford Road   Signage and Building Alterations 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called Mount Kisco Square.  Mark Schulman, architect, and Mindy Schmidt, 

Mosbacher Properties appeared before the Board. 

 

Mindy Schmidt said they have received Planning Board approval and Zoning Board approval for this 

site.   Chairwoman Eisenberg asked them to explain exactly what was approved.  Mindy Schmidt 

said they received approval for a Change of Use, which is for a portion of the Sears space to be 

changed from retail to a restaurant.  They got a waiver on the parking and they received approval 

for a dumpster pad on the south side of the parking lot for Five Guys to use.  They also got 

landscaping approval from the Planning Board.  From the Zoning Board, they received approval for 

the hanging signs as well as the additional tower sign for Five Guys.  She said the only thing they 

withdrew was redoing the parking for the entire center as it was getting too complicated.  

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the approvals enabled them to get the lease signed with Five Guys.  
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Mindy Schmidt said the lease is signed but it is contingent on the tower getting built.  She said 

they can walk away if we don’t get approval and they don’t have to pay rent until the tower is built. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked what they would like to do today.  Mindy Schmidt said they would 

like to get approval for the tower as the last design and they would like approval on one of the 

latest designs they had submitted to the Board.  Mark Shulman added the designs relative to how 

the signs get placed on the building.  Dan Loughney asked if there were additional approvals 

required.  Patti Tipa said there are two separate applications before the Board.  There are the 

building changes to the towers, the awnings and the framework for the signs and also the 

aesthetics for the signage on the building, the hanging signs and the ground signs.  She said the 

entire visual concept of the site needs approval.  Dan Loughney said he sees there are a number of 

different options. 

 

Mark Shulman said they are showing four different options.  Mindy Schmidt said there is one they 

particularly like and would be willing to modify it, which they would like to propose first.  She said, 

actually if she could propose two and tell the Board why they like one better.  She said it was hard 

to come up with so many options of the same sign without getting overcome.  Mindy Schmidt said 

they tried to pay attention to all the things the Board was mentioning, especially what Heather had 

mentioned, which made a very big difference.  She said they decided to make the grid work a little 

less noticeable and add the white backing on the signs and place the signs high on the grid work so 

they are not on the white part of the building.  The signs still pop without your eye being drawn to 

the black.  However, there is a black version that they are not adverse too but they would prefer 

raise the signs higher and eliminate two bars.  She said if you go back to the gray option, there is 

not as much grid work look above so it is more open.  She said they liked that feel better.  Mindy 

Schmidt said they would be happy to do that option in black.  They like the signs higher as it’s not 

as busy.  The first choice is the gray framework option and the second choice is a modification of 

that to black frame work.  She said they tried to put the signs where they are more even, which 

made a big difference.  Mark Shulman said they proposed the whole elevation so they could see 

what the entire façade would look like, which he felt helps a lot.  The sign placement was a concern 

for everyone and it can be seen in the overall elevation.  He said it helps when everything is at the 

same level in terms of the top of the signs.  What happens below with the secondary signage, i.e., 

Urgent Care and Radiance, depending on what the tenant wants to do, that falls below.  He said 

they wanted to keep the top of the letters consistent and let the bottom move up and down and 

they think that works best. 

 

Mark Shulman said there was the initial comment that everybody liked the crossbars, which made 

the signs busy.  He said once they put the backer behind the sign, those little spaces that got 

created between the diagonals and the signs went away.  He said they had another version that 

had more horizontal bars but they thought it got a little too busy.  He said they wanted to go back 

and provide the structural element and the cross-bracing of some of that for the overall structure 

of the building but with the white background, the issue on the crossbar goes away.  Mindy 

Schmidt said when you keep the sign lower, you draw your eyes to the different geometric shapes 

whereas when you have things up, you don’t.  They’re not as strong.  She said they did one option 

where there was nothing there with the lower signs that they didn’t really like in black at all.  This 

is why they have chosen some version of the first (gray) version.   

 

Dan Loughney reviewed the first choice of the applicants – the signs are primarily high(er) with the 

main pieces all above the structure.  It has three bars on the top, no bars on the bottom and there 

are crossbars on the bottom of the grid work.  Mindy Schmidt said that was correct.  Heather 

Kornreich asked if they preferred the grid work in gray or black.  Mindy Schmidt said her office is 

divided.  She has decided to let the Board make the decision.  She said she likes the gray because 

it makes the rest of the center come to life and draw your eye more to the sign lettering than the 

black does.  She said when you look at the black there is a competition with the lettering.  Dan 
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Loughney said he agrees that the black fights the sign.  Tatiana Olferiev said she liked the gray.  

Chairwoman Eisenberg said she also liked the gray.  Heather Kornreich asked if they liked it so that 

the parapet is just behind where the cross bracing is located.  Mindy Schmidt pointed out their 

preferred option where the signage is higher so there is nothing in front of the parapet but the 

crossbars (SK34).  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if they were comfortable that there is enough 

screening from Foxwood Condominiums coming down the hill.  Mindy Schmidt said they were 

comfortable.  She said having the lettering with the goosenecks they will not have anything that 

will draw the light.  And the trees in the background are very heavy.  There is a lot of foliage up 

above.  She said the only thing the condo was concerned about was the lighting in the parking lot, 

which has been addressed with the Planning Board. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg said they have finished off the railing nicely.  She said she believed the 

Board brought it up in the first meeting that there was some comment about the railing ending 

abruptly.  Heather Kornreich said it was where it was ending near the red roof.  She said it 

terminates better in gray.  Dan Loughney asked if the diagonals would be the same angle as the 

roof peak.  Mark Schulman said they are trying.  Heather Kornreich said when you push up the 

Radiance Med Spa sign, they have a logo that pops up higher than the grid work.  She said it looks 

like the lighting would be interfering with the signage.  Mindy Schmidt said the gooseneck lights 

are higher.  They would make sure that the turn of the light would be over that.  Mark Schulman 

said the lighting would also be gray as opposed to the black.  Mindy Schmidt said the gray would 

also take care of the glare of the light bouncing off the black rather than the gray.  Heather 

Kornreich pointed out that Radiance is the only one that extends above the height that is 

consistent with the rest of the signs.  Mark Shulman said they were lining up the top of the letters.  

Mindy Schmidt said they tried putting it lower so the top of the Radiance flower was at the tip and 

it made the rest of the signs look disjointed.  Heather Kornreich asked about adding one more 

horizontal bar.  Mindy Schmidt said they didn’t want to do that because it would become busier.  

Heather Kornreich asked what if that was done in the silver.  Mindy Schmidt said they didn’t think 

the flower coming above really hurt anything.  She said it really goes to preference more than 

anything.  The bars interfere too much with the awning and makes it busier even in the gray.  Dan 

Loughney said overall it really works.  If you are looking at the whole thing, we were concerned 

about the tall towers and the short towers but between the signage and the towers that it is a 

separate building from Petco.  Mindy Schmidt added they have a different type of roof as well.  Dan 

Loughney said this together looks nice and the work that has been done on the landscaping makes 

the building much more visible than it had been.  Mindy Schmidt said they have about 240 more 

plants coming in the spring that are low. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the Board was ready to take a vote on SK34.  Heather Kornreich 

said she is concerned about the gooseneck lights and that it seems there is a very little amount of 

play.  If you don’t get it just right, you’ll have to lower the whole thing, which will throw the 

consistency off.  She said right now it looks like the gooseneck is coming between two petals.  Her 

concern is when they build it that the lighting is going to work.  Mark Shulman said they will have 

to choose the right lamp with the right spread and gooseneck.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said she is 

not so sure that the goosenecks go with the new design.  She said they seem awfully small for 

what has been created.  The design has a lot of presence but to her the goosenecks do not.  Mark 

Shulman asked if the Board would prefer an internally illuminated channel letter.  Chairwoman 

Eisenberg said she might.  Dan Loughney said if you look at the Urgent Care sign, there is a light 

over the “R” and a light of the “A”.  He said there is probably going to be a dark spot over the “NT” 

in the middle.  He said the lighting may be insufficient.  Mindy Schmidt said they would be willing 

to accept that change.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said it would be cleaner. 
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MOTION: 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg made a motion to approve SK34 as presented with the change in 

the lighting from goosenecks to internally illuminated channel letters.  Heather Kornreich 

seconded the motion.  All ayes. 

 

Patti Tipa said the next piece is the ground signs. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the 5 Guys sign was their approved logo.  She asked if they needed 

the word “burger” on it.  Mark Shulman said they do not.  Mindy Schmidt said their sign is also 

going to be on the side as well.  She asked if the Five Guys sign is also approved.  Chairwoman 

Eisenberg said yes.  Heather Kornreich said she didn’t think the Board had voted on it.  Patti Tipa 

said that would be part of the signage approval along with the ground signs and hanging signs. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked (with regard to the hanging signs) what the chain made out of.  Mark 

Shulman said it’s a gray metal to match the color of the rails.  Mindy Schmidt said the background 

would be white and the letters would be red picking up the red awnings.  Chairwoman Eisenberg 

asked if the signs complied with the code.  Patti Tipa said they had received variances for those 

signs and dimensionally they are compliant.  Mindy Schmidt said they could also do the signs in 

oval but they are for when people are walking underneath, they want people to be clear where they 

are going with the building signage so high.  Mark Shulman said they will be hanging above the 

door level at about 8’6”.  Mindy Schmidt said they felt the presence of something underneath 

would be a draw.  Dan Loughney asked if the letters would be the company logos, i.e., Five Guys 

would look like Five Guys, or are they all going to be a standard font.  Mindy Schmidt said they are 

all going to be the same font, all caps, in a block font.  She said it is more of a directional sign than 

an advertising sign.  Dan Loughney asked if the font is the official font of the shopping center.  

Mindy Schmidt said it is going to be a similar font to the monument signs.  Dan Loughney said the 

monument signs font seems taller and thinner.  Mindy Schmidt said it has to be in order to fit all of 

the names on it.  There are 9 tenants.  Heather Kornreich asked if they would be the same fonts 

also.  Mindy Schmidt said it is very similar to what’s there now.  In this particular sign they have 

listed everybody by square footage – the more square footage, the higher you are on the sign.  

Dan Loughney asked if they had mocked it up for themselves so they could see how it would look.  

Mindy Schmidt said they have.  Heather Kornreich asked if the ground sign is in the same location 

as it is now.  Mark Shulman pointed out on the plan where the signs would be located.  He showed 

the existing monument signs that will be eliminated and the other ground signs that will be 

replaced and pointed out where the new ground signs will be placed.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked 

if the signs would look the same.  Mindy Schmidt said they would look the same.  Heather 

Kornreich said the location of the northern sign is very important location because if you miss the 

turn.  Mindy Schmidt said that was the complaint of a lot of tenants because people didn’t want to 

turn around.  She said they are also hoping with the ability to look into the center and individual 

advertising and the site’s advertising people will know to come and having a 360 North Bedford 

Road or Mount Kisco Square was important.  Mark Shulman said the package also has two similar 

way-finding signs, which replace two existing way-finding signs so all the signage is consistent 

throughout.  He pointed out their locations.  He said there are less tenants on these signs.  Mindy 

Schmidt said one side will say Staples because they have a sign that has some of the site tenants 

so they need to do likewise.  They will be the end cap businesses and Staples.  Dan Loughney said 

his only concern about the signs with block capital letters is it’s just going to look like a group of 

letters.  All the different words are going to blur together.  He feels the font is too big for the sign 

the way it is rendered so if they go with that, there will be visual issues.  Chairwoman Eisenberg 

asked if they wanted to alternate the color for each tenant.   

 

Mindy Schmidt said she tries to bring a different view when she passes the center and there are 

lights shining into the sign over here.  She said what she found with that particular sign, which is 
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blue with white lettering and the lettering is lit.  She said what happens is it looks very industrial 

like an office building more so than a shopping idea.  So the idea is how do you do a sign that kind 

of incorporates the new look without it not looking like that and how do you put your logo on.  She 

said right now the 360 is in a square and they felt it didn’t work itself out.  She said she doesn’t 

have a good enough reason to go back to the drawing board on the design.  This seemed like a 

good design that goes with the building architecture.  Mark Shulman said he thinks you could have 

the tenant use their font as long as you control the height of the letter so they are consistent on 

the panel in the same location.  He said he didn’t care if it was a different color or font because 

that might help differentiate their sign.  Dan Loughney said you would recognize the shape of the 

logo.  Mark Shulman said as long as the height of the letter is controlled and consistently placed on 

the panel, you will get that differentiation, especially if you are in a car.  Patti Tipa asked if the 

ground signs were internally lit.  Mindy Schmidt said the letters will be internally lit as they are now 

but there are also some ground up-lights that are buried in the grass.  Heather Kornreich asked if 

the sign would be black as presented.  Mindy said she would do gray for consistency.  Heather 

Kornreich said if they are going to do gray, they should make it different from the bottom.  Tatiana 

Olferiev said she thinks the gray will be less visible and she prefers the black.   

 

Heather Kornreich said if the tenants now become not red letters maybe the bottom where the 

address is could that be red.  Mindy Schmidt said the center’s guidelines required the majority of 

the tenant lettering be red so they were just trying to be consistent with that so everybody’s 

wording is in red.  Mark Shulman said he thought it should be neutral so it doesn’t conflict with the 

sign.  He said he thinks the red would be a little too bright and it would be distracting.  

Chairwoman Eisenberg said there was one comment for the sign framework to remain black and 

not go gray.  She asked if anyone else agreed with that.  Dan Loughney said they are far enough 

away from the building.  Mark Shulman said they brought it up because they changed the color on 

the building, would it make sense to change that.  He said he thinks it provides more contrast and 

more of a framework around it.  Mindy Schmidt said they are open.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said 

she likes the idea of gray for two reasons:  one, it is sticks with the building but the other is that 

the Stark building is gray now and silver and it is beautiful and you can see it easily at the corner 

where that light is (118 North Bedford Road) by Guard Hill Manor.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said it 

stands out and is attractive.  Patti Tipa said they have a new sign at the entrance on North Bedford 

Road that is blue and gray.  Mark Shulman said they could go with something in between, more of 

a charcoal gray that is a little bit darker.  Mindy Schmidt said she liked that idea where it kind of 

makes the red pops and it doesn’t blend in.  There is a lot more visibility that they are creating, 

especially during the day.  The backlighting at night will take care of the visibility but during the 

day, she thinks charcoal is a nice contrast.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked the Board members were 

good with that.  They agreed.  She asked for any other comments on the ground signs, the 

directional signs and the hanging signs.   

 

MOTION: 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg made a motion to approve the signs as presented with the border 

being charcoal gray, the tenants can use their own logos or typeface but the size will be 

uniform or to scale and the colors will be red and they will be backlit.  Heather Kornreich 

seconded the motion.  All ayes. 

 

2. Northern Westchester Hospital  Case #ARB17-13 

400 Main Street    Rooftop Chiller 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called Northern Westchester Hospital.  Chris Shopinski, Northern 

Westchester Hospital; Matt Velezis, Northwell Health; and Anthony Stark, Perkins Eastman; and 

Megha Thakkar, Perkins Eastman appeared before the Board. 
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Chris Shopinski said they have returned with a couple of options, trying to get away from looking 

like a sea/air container being dropped on the roof and trying to blend in with other architectural 

aspects of the building.  He said the only option that they stayed away from was the signage option 

because Northwell Corporate has a submission in for a rebranding effort of the Hospital and they 

didn’t want to interfere with that and end up at Zoning.  He said he would have Matt walk the 

Board through the options that we are bringing forth from the recommendations the Board made at 

the last meeting.   

 

Matt Velezis said the simple things that occurred were they moved the stair to the rear of the 

enclosure as was discussed in the last meeting to clear up the front of the façade.  He said in the 

package there are three options.  The last option is the original container appearance discussed in 

the beginning for a reference.  He said the two others – one is what’s called the mullion option.  It 

matches that section just to the north.  He said the next one is a vertical flat panel.  He said both 

are similar but those were the directions they were going to get away from the horizontal 

corrugated look.  He said they have a proposed color matched to the building and he showed the 

Board a sample of the actual product as well. 

 

Anthony Stark said the material is a typical aluminum composite metal panel.  It’s just two pieces 

of aluminum sandwiched with the core.  He said it gets bent and then clips hold it onto the framing 

underneath it.  He said it has a monolithic coloring.  Matt Velezis said it is factory painted and this 

product used in the mullion option would use both panels that you see – it would be the mullion 

portion and the flat panel.  Anthony Stark showed the Board the color samples with the brushed 

aluminum look that will match the existing mullions that are they are trying to mimic.  Matt Velezis 

said the color would be an off-white or bone color.  Anthony Stark said the bricks are pretty white 

with just a tinge of yellow.   

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if they had a favorite.  Matt Velezis said he likes the mullion option.  

Chris Shopinski said as an organization they brought it forth to senior administration and the 

mullion option seemed to make more sense coming from the Board’s recommendation in trying to 

match that section of the building.  Dan Loughney asked if that would be Option #1.  Anthony 

Stark said yes.  He said you could see the mullions in the renderings.  Heather Kornreich asked if 

there is actually some relief to the mullion option.  Anthony Stark said yes, the mullions stick out 4 

inches.  Chris Shopinski said it is a true mullion.  It’s not just a change in color.  Matt Velezis said it 

definitely adds character.  Dan Loughney said he sees how they are bringing the element from the 

center over.  He said the windows are slightly larger and then it goes back.  Anthony Stark said all 

of the walls have different mullions.  Dan Loughney said the pattern is a smaller one, a larger one 

and then a smaller one and the other pattern is larger, smaller, larger.  He said it doesn’t look like 

it’s trying to match but it looks like it’s trying to oppose.  Matt Velezis asked if Dan had a 

preference either way.  Dan Loughney said he thinks the second option looks better to him.  Matt 

Velezis said in Option 2, when you are looking down on the panel, you have none of that mullion 

appearance.  It’s just repetitive flat panels.  Anthony Stark said the panels are available any width 

up to 5 feet.  Matt Velezis asked if the Board was leaning towards option one with the reversed 

layout – narrow, wide, narrow, wide instead of wide, narrow.  Dan Loughney said that’s how he 

would lean.  Heather Kornreich said she agreed with narrow on the side to start the pattern.  She 

said she prefers that idea to the plain vertical option.  Anthony Stark said it is easy to reverse.  He 

said they were playing with the size of the larger panel in order to get it to work out evenly.  

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the colors are ok with everybody.  The Board members said yes.  

Chris Shopinski said to keep in mind that the Wallace Pavilion windows are aluminum coming in 

from circa 1970.  He said there is another aluminum tie in there too.  He said all of the windows in 

that elevation are brushed aluminum frame.  Heather Kornreich asked Tatiana Olferiev if she 

agreed with the pattern being narrow on the outside.  Tatiana Olferiev said she agreed. 

 



ARB Minutes 11 November 15, 2017 

MOTION: 

 

Tatiana Olferiev made a motion to approve option one with the reverse pattern and the 

materials and the applicants are to send in a rendering showing the pattern change.  Dan 

Loughney seconded the motion.  All ayes. 

 

Minutes: 

 

September 13, 2017 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg made a motion to approve the minutes of September 13, 2017.  

Dan Loughney seconded the motion.  All ayes.   

 

Meeting adjourned at 9.10 pm. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

Andrea Eisenberg, Chairwoman 

 

/pat 


