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Minutes 
Architectural Review Board 

Village/Town of Mount Kisco 
August 3, 2006 

 
 
Members in Attendance:    Nancy Abramson 
       Anne Houck 
       Kevin Kelly 
       Frank Tortorello 
 
Members Absent:     None 
         
 
Staff Attending:      Karen Schleimer 
        Austin Cassidy 
  
Staff Absent:      None    
         
 
 
The Chairwoman Abramson called the meeting to order at 7:35 p.m. 
 
 
Returning Cases: 
 

1. Plants & Things – Case #05-49 
403 Lexington Ave. 
Frank & Bobbi Randazzo 
 

Bobbi Randazzo: You are looking at the sign for Plants & Things located at 
403 Lexington Ave. We do have a temporary sign there now that was 
approved by your board. We tried to choose natural colors. Nothing that 
would stick out. I don’t know if you are aware that we will be living 
upstairs. We are not looking to have a bright sign. It will blend in with the 
wood. The only color that the sign man gave us is the back ground color 
and it is slightly off. We want off white. The green is the lettering, the 
purple will be the vase and the flower will have color. 
 
Anne Hock: What are the rules regarding number of colors. 
 
Chairperson Abramson: I believe we are keeping it to four.  
 
Bobbi Randazzo: Is the background considered or are we at four? 
Chairperson Abramson: The background is considered. 
 
Bobbi Randazzo: One side of the sign is not very visible from one side.  
 
Chairperson Abramson: This is not a retail store correct? 
 
Bobbi Abramson: We are consultation and delivery and most of work is 
done online. That is why we did not use the word florist. 
 
Chairperson Abramson: You will not be getting walk in business. 
 
Bobbi Randazzo: These days all the customer needs is phone number or 
web site. 
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Chairperson Abramson: Why is this word bigger than plants and things? 
My opinion is you would see floral design center first because it is in caps. 
It is just something to think about. I think floral design center should be 
smaller.  
 
Frank Tortorello: You could move floral design down and block the letters. 
Just space it out a little better.  
 
Bobbi Randazzo: I could make the adjustments that you are requesting.  
 
Chairperson Abramson: could you eliminate one color? 
 
Bobbi Randazzo: Can I eliminate the purple and use two tones of terra 
cotta?  
 
Anne Houck: It would just be shaded. 
 
Frank Randazzo: Tell us what you don’t like about the colors. 
 
Anne Houck: The colors are fine.  
 
Bobbi Randazzo: I prefer the terra cotta over the purple. The purple I like 
because of the contrast. If ok with you I prefer the terra cotta. It gives 
the sign depth. 
 
Frank Tortorello: I like the frame of the sign. I do think you should 
eliminate a color.  
 
Bobbi Randazzo: I am assuming that each case is judged individually. I 
am happy to do whatever you request. As long as it is not glaring I don’t 
believe you are setting precedence. 
 
Chairman Abramson: We will have applicants before us pointing out that 
there are five colors why can’t we? We need to keep with the four colors. 
 
Frank Tortorello: It is a nice design.  
 
Anne Houck: It is a lovely sign.  
 
Chairman Abramson: Do we need to look at the height of the sign? It is 
the same height as existing? 
 
Anne Houck: Sign width is 30 inches and sign length is 48 inches. The 
frame is to be the hunter green the same as the lettering.  
 
Bobbi Randazzo: If the bottle were empty that would give us four colors.  
 
Chairman Abramson: Right. 
 
Bobbi Randazzo: We thought about drilling a hole and putting a live 
flower in. But it would be gone daily. 
 
Chairman Abramson: You are going to come back with your colors.  
 
Frank Randazzo: We were hoping not to. 
 
Chairman Abramson: You are going to be moving stuff around here so we 
would like to take another look at it. This is getting redesigned. 
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Kevin Kelly: You are headed into the right direction. 
 
Bobbi & Frank Randazzo: Thank you. 
 
 2. Casa Linda – Case #05-70 
     237 Main St. 
     Ana Civita, applicant 
 
Ana Civita: As you recall our last meeting we agreed to remove the light 
box and replace with a wood hand carved sign. This is what we came up 
with. I received a letter that was sent and said that this was approved. 
 
Frank Tortorello: Did you receive a violation? 
Ana Civita: Yes and I went to court and paid the ticket.  
 
Chairperson Abramson: You were supposed to come back with what the 
sign looked like before you put it up. 
 
Ana Civita: oh I am sorry but I did pay the fine. 
 
Chairperson Abramson: The sign looks nice and I understand that you did 
not understand that you had to return to us for the final approval. 
 
Anne Houck: I motion to approve the sign as presented. 
 
Frank Tortorello: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes to approve as presented. 
 

2. 272 N Bedford Rd – Case #06-22 
Tom Walsh, representing the applicant 
 

Tom Walsh: The board has asked me to make some changes from our 
previous meeting. In front of you is the change in the free standing sign. 
With the square footage that was requested. Also a depiction of the sign 
on the property and site plan showing that the sign is within property 
boundaries.  
 
Kevin Kelly: From the last time we were allowing the street number. The 
other concern was whether or not this was on the property or not. We do 
have a site plan here but it is difficult for me to depict the exact area. 
 
After discussion the board requested the following amendments. The 
installation of one free standing sign to replace the existing. The 
materials are to be baked enamel aluminum with Plexiglas sign faces 
decorated with high performance vinyl with the color bronze. There is to 
be no ground lighting and the sign will be on a brick base of 30 inches in 
height. The entire height of the sign is to be no more than 6 feet by 6 
feet in width. It was advised by the board that you submit a drawing to 
show the setbacks so as to know that the sign would sit in its proper 
place on the property. 
 
Anne Houck: Motion to approve as amended. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes To Approve As Amended. 
Austin Cassidy: For the audio record we will need verification, this show 
five feet into the property line. We will need that verification. 



  4 ARB Minutes 8/3/06 

  
3. Lexus – Case #06-14 

275 Kisco Ave 
Sam Scatterday, representing Lexus and Gary 
Gianfranseco, architect 
 

This application has been before the board several times and it involves 
the demolition of an existing 97.120 sq foot existing building. Along with 
the associated surface parking and site improvements. This will lead to 
the construction of a free standing 48.713 sq foot building that will house 
an automobile dealership, sales and storage. The applicant will provide a 
landscaping and storm water management plan. Acrylic polymer color 
grey will be used for the fascia, columns and wall exterior. EDPM roofing 
membrane on a flat roof will not be visible from the ground. Glass and 
aluminum system, color black will be used for the windows. The exterior 
door is to match the same system as above, with the overhead doors 
made of insulated fiberglass and painted light grey. Proposed lighting for 
the building is shielded full cutoff wall packs to be used recessed down at 
the canopy. Lighting for the parking the areas are to be Bollards located 
at the front entrance and drive. Parking areas will utilize shielded full 
cutoff type fixtures, with a maximum 15 feet high. The maximum foot-
candles are not to exceed 5.0 foot-candles on-site and 0.2 foot-candles at 
the lot lines. The rooftop units will be set back from the building face 10’-
15’ and are to be screened by a 4 foot tall building parfait to a height of 
18 feet .6 inches above finish grade. This equipment is not to be visible 
from the street 
 
The signage is as follows. The wall sign it will be of fascia lettering made 
of an acrylic material. The sign width is 12 -16 inches. The length will 
vary the lighting is to be internal black by day and white by night. The 
ground sign will be of a monument style to represent the brand. The sign 
length will be 7 feet and a width to feet 4 inches and the material to be 
aluminum. This will be eternally lit with black painted background and 
gold acrylic lettering and logo by 2'6" in height on a 1'6" bays. Black 
background and white acrylic letters with internal illumination. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Motion to approve as amended. 
 
Anne Houck: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes to approve as amended. 
 

4. John & Patricia Petrick – Case #06-17 
45 Willetts Rd 
Jim Bossinas, representing the applicant 
 

This applicant was before the board a month ago and needed to return to 
amend the original approval. The scope of the work has been reduced. 
There will be no work done on the Willetts Road façade. The Emory Rd. 
façade will have the two-story addition omitted. This is now proposed as 
a second-story addition over the existing portion of the one-story family 
room. The balcony is omitted from the one-story addition. The materials 
to be used are cedar shingles. The colors are to be yellow to match 
existing with cedar moldings and fascia trim, with white trim to match 
existing. The roof materials are to be asphalt shingles. The windows are 
to be wood to match existing. The door will be French door at rear 
mudroom collar white. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Motion to approve the amended site plan 
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Anne Houck: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes to approve as amended. 
 
 6. Premier Collection – Case #04-69 

Tom Coughlin, applicant, Rich Stavridis, Don Murphy,    
Louis Ramumnia 

 
Tom Coughlin: We have some exciting news for you. We have purchased 
BMW. Since that purchase there will need to be some adjustments to the 
building. Fortunately the change is very positive. We would like to review 
those changes with you. The first change is the front of the building will 
be much cleaner.  
 
Frank Tortorello: The agenda says amend previous signage approval. 
 
Anne Houck: This is much more than amended the signage. 
 
(Inaudible, plans over microphone.) 
 
Tom Coughlin: There was a Landrover tower. This was going to be the 
Jaguar and Landrover Center. Jaguar decided to move the business up 
scale and phasing out the X type. We ended up with the volume being to 
low.  
 
Frank Tortorello: Let’s see what it looked like before and then go through 
the changes. 
 
Tom Coughlin: The glass is not going to change. 
 
Frank Tortorello: You are changing some of the materials? 
 
Tom Coughlin: Yes. This section of the building is going to be one foot ten 
inches higher. Not the highest section just this section here. This area has 
not changed at all. We have the same rounded tower that we had. We 
use to have the Landrover tower here which is now gone. What we now 
have is a lucabond up and around here. There is a slight color change. 
(Inaudible, plans over microphone) 
 
Anne Houck: The color is beige? 
 
Tom Coughlin: Yes.  
 
Frank Tortorello: Have you raised the roof of the building?  
 
Tom Coughlin: This is what has been approved and this is what is being 
proposed. 
 
Nancy Abramson: It would be helpful if you would walk us through what 
the changes are. 
 
Tom Coughlin: What has changed is this tower is now gone. Now we have 
the lucabond that goes around the building. The glass is the same glass 
that we proposed before. We have a much cleaner design. There will be 
some sign changes. Before we had Landrover here and Jaguar over here. 
Now we are going to have the BMW. This is going to be 1 foot 10 inches 
higher than what this area of the building was. The total height has not 
changes. The highest point of the building has not changed. It is only this 
section in here that is the 1 foot 10 inches higher. 
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Kevin Kelly: I am looking at the elevation 17 and I believe it is a 17 foot 
ceiling height. I see 16 there. The structure is the same.  
Frank Tortorello: You raised the roof? 
 
Tom Coughlin: We raised the first floor ceiling in the showroom. We 
thought it was to low for the displays. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Explain where the other 10 inches are now. 
 
Louis Ramumnia: At the roof line.  
 
Frank Tortorello: You are going to have to come back with the sign. 
 
Tom Coughlin: Right. We just want to show you that we are changing the 
sign based on what was done. 
 
Anne Houck: To finish on the building materials. The glass remains the 
same.  
 
Frank Tortorello: The second floor spanchel? 
 
Tom Coughlin: That will be black. We have samples.  
 
Frank Tortorello: This is not a shadow box? 
 
Tom Coughlin: No. 
 
Frank Tortorello: I recall a green color in the glass. 
 
Tom Coughlin: We can put in white. 
 
Frank Tortorello: You can put glass with a grid on it to hide the spanchel. 
I don’t think black glass is good. Keep it as close as you can to the grid 
line. There are a number of ways that you can do that. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Can we confirm that we are now 1 foot 10 inches higher that 
is ok under the regulations? 
 
Tom Coughlin: Yes we are well under. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Are there any other elevation changes? Sides? 
 
Tom Coughlin: The north side changes.  
 
Louis Ramumnia: This was a brand item with a shed a roof. This is a 
stairwell that is outside in place of this.  
Frank Tortorello: I agree it is a better look.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Were you going to need to change the height anyway?  
 
Tom Coughlin: We were going to have to change something because we 
needed to have another 10 inches in this area here. 
 
Kevin Kelly: For signage purposes only? 
 
Tom Coughlin: Yes. 
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Frank Tortorello: They picked up a foot and the second foot they wanted 
the building to have more of a face. 
 
Don Murphy: It was to level everything out. 
 
Austin Cassidy: (inaudible) 
 
Tom Coughlin: We have not filed our final drawings. 
 
Austin Cassidy: Will this have an impact on the lighting? If so you will 
have to go before the Planning Board. 
 
Tom Coughlin: This will be after hours and it will be dark. 
 
Austin Cassidy: I will check with the Planning Board to see whether or not 
it would be at a significant visual impact with the additional elevation of 
the lights. I don’t know if it is going to be a big deal for them. 
 
Kevin Kelly: We are tonight just to approve the architecture of the 
building, no signage. You are coming back again with the sign package. 
 
Louis Ramumnia: We were just trying to give you an idea of what the 
sign sizes were.  
 
Frank Tortorello: The placement of the signage will be critical. That is my 
esthetic concern. 
 
Austin Cassidy: The planning board’s concern will be the lighting.  
 
Frank Tortorello: What about the rail? It can’t be that.  
 
Viewing of Plans and too many people speaking 
 
Louis Ramumnia: It is an aluminum rail. It does meet code.  
 
Kevin Kelly: Are you going to park cars there?  
 
Louis Ramumnia: We are going to put chairs and tables out there.  
 
Too many people speaking 
 
Frank Tortorello: Is roof top equipment going to be seen from any site 
line. 
 
Louis Ramumnia: No. 
 
Kevin Kelly: I would like to see the roof plan. 
 
Viewing of the site plan 
 
Kevin Kelly: We are not locating mechanical equipment on that at this 
point in time. I don’t see them on here. I would hate to see you put it up 
there and be ready to open your store and you get a phone call from the 
building inspector and not give you a C of O because of a violation. 
 
Tom Coughlin: We have a beautiful building here and the last thing I want 
is to have that happen. 
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Nancy Abramson: You have to come back for the railing, and we are not 
approving any signs tonight. No black glass and no visibility of mechanical 
equipment. 
 
Frank Tortorello: I make a motion contingent upon above notations. 
 
Anne Houck: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
New Cases: 
 

1. Corners – Case #06-25 
360 N Bedford Rd 
Michael Hay, representing applicant 
 

Michael Hay: We are here tonight to request that we be allowed to move 
the store sign two doors down from its present location. The sign will be 
downsized. The client would like to keep the same sign same letters 
minus the logo that is shown on the left hand side. We just want to move 
the sign. 
 
Austin Cassidy: Just for the record the ratio of requirement on that site is 
the signage cannot exceed with respect to the storefront. 
 
Michael Hay: The storefront is 31 foot wide storefront. 
 
Anne Houck: Motion to approve as presented. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes to approve as presented. 
 

2. Richard & Kristine Mullen – Case #06-27 
14 Fairways Drive 
Richard & Kristine Mullen, applicants 
 

Richard Mullen: We are here tonight to seek your approval for a detached 
two car garage. It is designed to have a lot of continuity between the 
house and garage. All the elements from the house will be carried over to 
the garage.  
 
Kristine Mullen: The house was built in 1970 and is a Dutch colonial. The 
side of the house faces the road. If you come up Fairways you see the 
Dutch detail on the side of the house. You don’t see the front of the 
house. The front door faces the driveway. We did do an addition on the 
back of the house. 
 
Anne Houck: The Dutch detail on the side of the house will be carried 
through on the garage? 
 
Kristine Mullen: Correct. Right now we have no garage. It will be multi 
purpose cars, bicycles, lawn equipment. We have been before the zoning 
board for our variances and approved.  
 
Kevin Kelly: They allowed a five foot set back from rear yard and side 
yard? 
 
Kristine Mullen: Yes. 
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Austin Cassidy: The backyard over looked a commercial parking lot. 
 
Anne Houck: How are the colors represented the same as the house?  
Kristine Mullen: It will all be the same, white with black shutters, red 
front door.  
 
Richard Mullen: The garage door is similar to a carriage door.  
 
Anne Houck: Is this going to be stained or painted? 
 
Richard Mullen: It is an enamel finish, white. 
 
Anne Houck: Do you have the material for the roof?  
 
Richard Mullen: Right now we have dark gray on the house and that will 
be carried through to the garage. 
 
Frank Tortorello: Motion to approve as presented. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes to Approve as Presented. 
 
Returning Cases: 
  

8. Crème De La Crème – Case #05-14 
     Lot 2 Morgan Drive 

Brad Schwartz, counsel for the applicant, Cheryl Evan, 
representing Crème De La Crème via conference call,  

     James C. Alberts, president of Casco Architects 
 
Brad Schwartz: We certainly appreciate the accommodations to allow 
Cheryl from crème to be on speakerphone. Before JC walks you through 
the revisions from last time, Cheryl would like to make one brief 
statement and then we will turn the presentation over to JC. 
 
Cheryl Evans: I just want to say thank you. I recognize the meeting had 
to be changed from last week. And I did have an opportunity to introduce 
myself to some of the board members. Crème is very interested in 
moving forward in Mount Kisco. We hope tonight will give us that 
opportunity. Unfortunately I could not make it back there tonight. I do 
appreciate you taking the time to make this opportunity available. I will 
be here to answer any questions. I am going to allow the local team, to 
make the presentation. 
 
Brad Schwartz: thank you. 
 
James Alberts: Crème has been before you a few times. Most recently at 
the June meeting. At that June meeting, we presented a concept and this 
board made many recommendations. We responded to those 
recommendations. We have come back to you with what we believe a 
totally different building. We have modified the elevations substantially. 
The elevations of the walls were reduced by roughly 15%. The side wings 
were altered. The building at now is roughly 3 feet lower from the original 
version. In addition, we have revised the colors used. We have used 
those colors and a horizontal banding fashion. In order to give the 
building, a lateral feeling. We feel like using it in the lighter colors on the 
top of the building and burying the heavier colors. Down closer to the 
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ground. It also brings the scale of the building down as well. The building 
is essentially the same materials. We had talked about before. The color 
palette is different. The front would be cream. We have dropped the 
cornice entirely from the building. The second band is mocha. The third 
band is a Siena Brown. The upper bands are all stucco, sand finished. We 
are putting it on masonry.  
 
Frank Tortorello: California stucco. 
 
James Alberts: Exactly. The lower banding is created in a split faced 
block. This is a Butterfield, which is intended to come close to the mocha. 
Then we have rust that is intended to be close to this Siena. This is all 
masonry. The original is essentially the same building with a different 
color palette. We have actually toyed with other colors. Most of the rooms 
in the front area are very high. 
 
Frank Tortorello: If this could be transparent, it would be nice. This would 
not bother me at that was tinted glass. I don't think it should be stucco. 
 
James Alberts: I think what you're asking for is possible. 
 
Frank Tortorello: I think the proportions would be better. 
 
Kevin Kelly: I am curious as to why you elected to eliminate the crown 
molding detail at the top. 
 
James Alberts: one of the comments of the board was that the building 
was too massive. While it is institutional, and we intend for it to be 
institutional, we tried to reduce the monumental aspect, and that is why 
we took the crown molding away. 
 
Frank Tortorello: I don't know if you need to introduce an additional color. 
Maybe do some recess paneling, on top, but in the same color. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Like a shadow box detail. 
 
Frank Tortorello: I s some of that parfait? Is the equipment going to be 
hidden? 
 
James Alberts: The parfait before we were confident that it would shield 
all the units. Now with the design change, the details have not been 
worked out. These units vary in height from 36 to 50 inches maximum. 
We had a study done on the original design, and the original parfait 
height, we simply lowered the roof and lowered the elevation of the 
parfaits. We have not reevaluated this roof height. I still hope to be able 
to screen it with the parfaits alone, if they can't be in the past we have 
used individual screens are round.  
 
Frank Tortorello: I think you can put some more into the top. The glass 
and the windows. 
 
Kevin Kelly: I believe we are headed in the right direction. This is a 
positive forward movement into getting a better looking building. I wish I 
could see the rendering and more accurate colors. Comparing the front 
and back elevations it does take on different looks. I know it is hard and 
getting the plotters to match. 
 
James Alberts: The sun has set in that particular place and that does 
change the colors. 
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Kevin Kelly: I am seeing a lot more orange in this front elevation than 
reality would have.  
 
James Alberts: This is just showing the orientation of the sun. The lighter 
color is trying to hide the mass. I do not have any problem with bringing 
that collar up. 
 
Frank Tortorello: That is all parfait?  
 
James Alberts: No. 
 
Kevin Kelly: I respect your concerns about being to chunky up top. I think 
if we carefully detail that out.  
 
James Alberts: Is it your expectation that this internal band would 
remain? 
 
Kevin Kelly: Maybe not a different color but maybe a band to give a 
shadow line in there.  
 
James Alberts: The band would remain but this would become the 
dominant is what you are proposing?  
 
Frank Tortorello: Yes. 
 
Kevin Kelly: I would like to see this all tied together. Is there lighting on 
this building and where is it?  
 
James Alberts: You guidelines do not allow any visible lights. We have to 
be careful with lighting overlapping on adjoining sites. We can however 
up light the building from the landscaping, as long as the light source is 
not visible. We may have some lighting on the landscaping to give the 
building character at night. The light will be very subtle. There will be 
security lighting. 
 
Frank Tortorello: You have made some head way.  
 
Kevin Kelly: When you come back next month, hopefully we can put this 
to bed. Maybe you should come with three design studies for the board to 
look at so that you would not have to come back again. Maybe altering 
the shadow band or maybe it is something else. You also may look at it 
and decide it is too chunky and bring the lighter band up a little higher. 
Instead of taking a chance and showing one, come with three alternatives 
and we can agree on one. You have made a lot of progress. I think I was 
harsh and said that looked like a Costco. We are getting far away from 
where we were and going in the right direction.  
 
James Alberts: The structure is going to be somewhat below the parfait 
line. So if we did emulate the structure on the outside of the building, I 
believe it would be an artificial application or something that looked like 
structure. 
 
Kevin Kelly: You have obviously spent time on your sign.  
 
James Alberts: We have three options for the sign.  
 
Kevin Kelly: It is going to relate to your building. That blue color. Should 
it tie back into the building a little bit more? I am just wondering. Maybe 
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the pencil line blue is something to explore. Bring the detail up on the 
band. I do like where we are going here. Maybe that would be a design 
study. This is only a suggestion.  
 
James Alberts: My take a ways are, put glazing in the archway. Extend 
the mocha up and eliminate the white. 
 
Frank Tortorello: Maybe extend the white down. I am not crazy about the 
mocha color.  
 
Kevin Kelly: I like the mocha. 
 
Frank Tortorello: The white would reflect what is around it.  
 
Anne Houck: If you had the white with the mocha band. It would give it 
more rhythm. 
 
Frank Tortorello: You can do a lot of things. You can even have where the 
mocha color starts you can have a single band white band above and 
then go back to this color again.  
 
James Alberts: Use the rust color at the top instead of the light? 
 
Frank Tortorello: No, use the rust color in here. Make this a white band 
and go back to the rust. If you had another white band here it might be 
ok. I would like to see this in small doses. You would brighten it up. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Do you want to ask the applicant to tone down the mocha?  
 
Frank Tortorello: I think to get back to what I said before. They have 
come along way with this. The top is still unresolved. The mocha and 
white on top is not resolved. The design is not quite finished. I think there 
are a lot of options. From my perspective I could get rid of the mocha 
completely. Add another white band and make the white crown on top a 
little bit bigger. Make it wider; you would have to play with it for the 
proportions if you did that. Make the band on top as wide as the mocha 
band is now and then you get a strip of the darker color that is equivalent 
of the white. Then you have another white strip. You have a lot of 
options.  
 
Kevin Kelly: I would like to see the design to follow your sign. I would not 
have to see all the elevations, personally. Come up with several versions. 
 
James Alberts: Just have the alternatives at the next meeting?  The board 
will then will select one and we would not have to come back. 
 
Kevin Kelly: Do we need to see all four elevations.  
 
Chairperson Abramson: No.  
 
Kevin Kelly: If you came back with 3-4 design studies, I am hoping this 
board can say we like that study and make the building look like that and 
hopefully we can approve at that point in time.  
 
Austin Cassidy: If you look at the sign element you do not have that mix 
going on in the building. What if you introduced some of the white and 
blue trim accent trim like in the sign? So that canopy would be reduced 
massive look. That might visually lighten things a lot. Take a little of the 
weight of that aspect.  
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James Alberts: You are proposing to use the blue cap. 
 
Austin Cassidy: You are using your elements over at the building, the 
mocha, Siena, the white. We do not have the white happening other than 
the canopy. The only thing that breaks it up is the blue lettering. Whether 
or not that could be a visual link.  
 
Frank Tortorello: What is the canopy aligned with the bottom of that 
band? 
 
James Alberts: We didn’t modify the scale of the canopy. 
 
Frank Tortorello: Look at that before you come back. It would seem to 
me that a life safety concern with those massive columns between the 
driveways. Someone steps out or loses a child’s hand for a second the 
child would be in the line of traffic before being seen. That will block your 
visibility. I think the columns should be as open as possible. That would 
lower your risk. 
 
Kevin Kelly: I am worried they would come back looking like spaghetti.  
 
James Alberts: We lowered the mass and the split faced block. We didn’t 
ever change the proportions because of the size of the drive thru. If we 
reduce the proportions it will look flimsy. I understand your concern. I 
wonder if we not have the walk thru there and force people to walk 
around it.  
 
Kevin Kelly: They will do it anyway. The shortest distance between two 
points.  
 
Frank Tortorello: It is just a safety concern. 
 
Chairman Abramson: Are we going to look at the sign? 
 
Frank Tortorello: I think the sign might change with the alterations of the 
building.  
 
James Alberts: The sign is to go here. 
 
Frank Tortorello: It is a big sign, 10 foot. All the more reason to review. 
You have a major sign on the canopy. This is not to attract people looking 
for a place to send their kids. We just had this discussion with another 
applicant and they lowered their sign to 7 feet. 
 
James Alberts: You had commented on the fence. You felt it was massive. 
What we are using is a Huntington style and proposing it in the mocha 
color. This rendering show it in white. The client prefers the mocha.  
 
Kevin Kelly: I will wait until we see the final rendering of the building. We 
have direction on the sign and the fence, and we will reserve judgment 
on the color.  
 
James Alberts: You have given us some great feedback. 
 
Frank Tortorello: I think you can break that plain back. Maybe a coping 
here and slope it back. There is a way to break that mass and you can do 
it differently. We are going to need site line of roof top equipment. 
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James Alberts: How far away from the building do you expect a view? 
 
Frank Tortorello: Curb line, center line of roadway. 
 
James Alberts: Thank you very much. 
 
Minutes: 
 
Members in attendance have no objection to approve minutes from 
4/26/06.  
 
Frank Tortorello: Motion to approve minutes from 6/28/06. 
 
Anne Houck: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes to approve.  
 
Meeting adjourned 10:45 p.m. 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted By,  
 
 
Nancy Placona 
Board Secretary 
 
 


