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Minutes 

Architectural Review Board 

Village/Town of Mount Kisco 

Wednesday December 15, 2010  

7:30 P.M. 
 

Meeting called to order at 7:30 pm, Wednesday Dec 15, 2010 at the 

Municipal Building Mount Kisco, New York. Chairman Kelly 

 

Members Present:     Chairman Kevin Kelly 
     Bruce Hartleben 

    Patty Kiernan 

    Anne Houck 

               
Members Absent: None 

      

       

Staff Present:  None 

 
Staff Absent:   Austin Cassidy 

 

Returning Cases: 
 

 None 

 

New Cases: 
 

 1. Gallin Design Studio    Case #ARB10-36 

     333 N. Bedford Rd     Sign/Sign 

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package Exists 
 

    Tammy Feinman, representing the sign package. 

 

Tammy Feinman: 333 North Bedford Rd has an existing comprehensive 

sign package and we are coming in for a new tenant sign for Saw Mill 
Club East. 

 

Nancy Placona: Although this site has an existing sign package in place   

and the only item that is up for review is their logo since it is larger 
than the letter height.  

 

Chairman Kelly: The logo is not compliant? 

 
Tammy Feinman: My understanding is the primary reason the letters 

are two feet high and that is compliant but the accompanying artwork 

is subject to ARB approval. All of these signs that were previously 

approved their artwork was also reviewed by your board. 

 
Nancy Placona: Giving the location of these signs is also something 

that you should consider. 

 

Chairman Kelly: These are individual mounted letters made out of? 
 

Tammy Feinman: Stainless steel.  

 

Chairman Kelly: There is no lighting for them?  
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Tammy Feinman: My understanding it will be similar to the lighting that 

is on the rest of the complex.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any questions, concerns? The building is so 

large.  

 

Anne Houck: It is a considerable distance from the road.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Can I get a motion if there are no questions? 

 

Anne Houck: I move that we accept the sign for the sign package that 
is in existence at 333 N. Bedford Rd as presented. 

 

Patty Kiernan: I second. 

 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion. 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second. 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 
Board All Ayes. 

 

2. My Home My Planet     Case #ARB10-37 

    74 South Moger Ave     Signage 
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549  

 

    John Diotte, Property Owner 

    Mayan Metzner, Tenant 
 

Chairman Kelly: Walk us through your proposal. 

 

Mayan Metzner: WE are going to use the same awning and just change 

our name of our company from My Home to My Home My Planet. Same 
color awning, just a new logo and I would like to put the different 

product categories we supply on the valance.  

 

Chairman Kelly: Is that allowed? I thought there was something in our 
code. 

 

Nancy Placona: Is it going to use up your 30% of the text? 

 
Bruce Hartleben: It looks like it will be ok. 

 

Nancy Placona: There are other signs in the village that you allowed 

text on the signs. For example “Pins and Needles” you allowed text that 
was “Sewing Machines, Lessons Supplies”  

 

John Diotte: It will look better than a phone number. 

 

Anne Houck: That is not allowed. 
 

Mayan Metzner: I have about a hundred feet of street front.  

 

Patty Kiernan: I think we discussed in the past there are certain, like 
Pins and Needles that need some definition of what they are and I think 

My Home My Planet would fall under that category and it would work. 

It is tastefully done. 
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Bruce Hartleben: Which one is closer to the one you actually want. The 

black and white drawing or the colored picture?  

 
John Diotte: The blue one.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: The blue one is actual?  

 
Mayan Metzner: The blue one came out a little blurry. 

 

John Diotte: This is what it is going to look like, but it came out blurry. 

We gave you this as an example. 
 

Mayan Metzner: The reason why I added that is because it was clear. It 

is going to be the blue color awning.  

 
Chairman Kelly: It is going to be blue?  

 

John Diotte: Actually that is a piece right from the awning. 

 

Patty Kiernan: In this version you have commas and this one you 
don’t. It seems like a bigger spacing than the one on the paper. 

 

Anne Houck: Do you think that they need commas? 

 
Patty Kiernan: No I don’t.  Are you planning on doing the commas?  

 

Mayan Metzner: No, we like it without. 

 
Chairman Kelly: So this version is the one that we will go with. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: I am confused. Is this the one? 

 

John Diotte: No the blue one is but it does not have My Planet on it. 
 

Bruce Hartleben: So you took a picture of the blue and then super 

imposed the sign on it and it did not come out clear. That is why you 

gave you the black and white drawing. 
 

John Diotte: Correct. 

 

Patty Kiernan: The one on the black and white is fine, it is just the 
spacing is much different. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: In the picture it looks like the “A” is a little planet or 

is it an actual letter “A”? 
 

Mayan Metzner: Inside the space of the “A” is a little continent that is 

part of the logo. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: Ok. 
 

Patty Kiernan: So this does not have that on the drawing. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: Which one do you want? 
 

Mayan Metzner: My logo does have it.  

 

Chairman Kelly: So this would be the correct drawing. 
 



Last Revised 12/20/10 4 ARB Minutes 12/15/10 

Bruce Hartleben: I think that it looks great. 

 

Patty Kiernan: I don’t have any questions. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Then we need a motion based on those deviations. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: I move that we accept as submitted the blue print 
plan not the photograph which includes. The change in the blue print is 

there is a picture of the continent inside the “A” in “Planet” and the 

sample color which was submitted. 

 
Patty Kiernan: I second. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the motion 

Patty Kiernan: Aye on the second. 
Anne Houck: Aye. 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 

Board All Ayes. 

 
3. Steve Yang      Case #ARB10-35 

    5 North Moger Ave     Comprehensive Sign  

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package 

 
     Steve Yang, Translator for applicants, 

     Yaming Liu, Applicant 

     Leo Yang, Applicant 

 
Chairman Kelly: Why don’t you walk us through what you would like to 

do? 

 

Leo Yang: This would be an aluminum panel and we would put 

Komatex lettering.  
 

Patty Kiernan: What is Komatex lettering? 

 

Leo Yang: It is some kind of plastic material.  
 

Patty Kiernan: Does it make it look like it is raised? 

 

Leo Yang: Yes. 
 

Chairman Kelly: WE have a non compliant sign. 

 

Nancy Placona: No it is compliant; it just is going to be treated as a 
different side of the building, like you did on South Moger Ave. 

 

Chairman Kelly: This is like a stand alone building.  

 

Patty Kiernan: It is different architecturally. 
 

Chairman Kelly: That is where I am going.  

 

Anne Houck: If it is two parcels two buildings. 
 

Chairman Kelly: I am looking at this as a separate building. Does 

everyone agree? 

 
Board Replied: Yes. 
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Chairman Kelly: We are really looking at this as one building.  

 

Anne Houck: At one point this was one business, then at another it was 
two businesses. We are safe to day that this is one business, correct? 

Should you move to another location and two businesses came in here 

then you would have to coordinate two signs as a package. 

 
Chairman Kelly: I believe we should document that in the record. Talk 

to me a little more about the sign. Is it a flat panel? 

 

Leo Yang: It is 1” thick. 
 

Chairman Kelly: That is the thickness and it is not lit? 

 

Leo Yang: No 
 

Chairman Kelly: Then the orange is projecting out further, correct. And 

that sticks out how far? Because I do not see that on here. 

 

Leo Yang: The orange is vinyl. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Vinyl, so it is basically flush?  

 

Leo Yang: Yes: 
 

Chairman Kelly: The board itself is 1 (one) inch thick.  

 

Patty Kiernan: So the awning is going to be removed? There is no 
architectural feature or detail under it?  

 

Leo Yang: No. 

 

Chairman Kelly: We are compliant in demensions provided it is one 
store. 

 

Nancy Placona: Yes. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Bruce do you have any questions? 

 

Bruce Hartleben: No.  

 
Patty Kiernan: The orange and the blue, how did you end up with those 

colors?  

 

Leo Yang: The blue was our original color. The orange we thought 
would go well. 

 

Patty Kiernan: I have a little bit of an issue with way the sign looks 

against this building. This is a very pretty building with the black and 

the white. I just think that if you come in with the orange and the blue 
it doesn’t look very connected. 

 

Leo Yang: We can change the color.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: Is the background two tone? Are there two blues 

there? 

 

Leo Yang: One dark blue.  
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Chairman Kelly: I think that is how it printed.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: So there are no stripes? 
 

Chairman Kelly: Correct. I think you are right Patty, if you tie it in with 

a black panel it would look nice with the black frame. It would probably 

be cleaner.  
 

Patty Kiernan: I just think that with this building it would be striking 

with the white and the black. Also it would make the business look 

classy. I believe we cannot force you to change the color but I strongly 
suggest that you would do the black with white letters in keeping with 

the look of the building.  

 

Leo Yang: We can change to the black and white. 
 

Patty Kiernan: I think you could use the same material. If the blue 

would change to black and the orange change to white.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: Is that really black? 
 

Chairman Kelly: I assume it is black since the awning is black. The 

frame is anodized black. It would probably look a lot cleaner at the end 

of the day.  
 

Anne Houck: I think either black, or silver. 

 

Chairman Kelly: This reminds me of Minuteman Press and that is not 
what you are. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: That would go along with Billy’s with the black.  

 

Chairman Kelly: Do you have an issue changing it black? 
 

Bruce Hartleben: Black background white letters. He is thinking white 

background black letters. 

 
Patty Kiernan: I think that it would be helpful for the business too. 

 

Chairman Kelly: I think that was a great suggestion and that it will look 

more upscale. Having said that can we get a motion? Let the record 
show that if the applicant decides to sub-divide that back into two 

stores that they will need to come back with two separate signs that 

are compliant and a package will be needed. 

 
Patty Kiernan: I move that we accept the proposed signage for the 

building at 5 North Moger Ave. With the following changes. The 

background of the sign will change from dark blue to black, and the 

lettering and the circle around the logo will be white. 

 
Anne Houck: Second 

 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion. 

Anne Houck: Aye, on the second. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye 

Chairman Kelly: Aye 
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4. Mt Kisco Sign Company    Case #ARB10-33 

    454 Main Street     Comprehensive Sign 

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package 
 

    Rich Alexander, representing the application 

    Norman Punnell, T Square Properties. 

 
Chairman Kelly: So I guess we are going to focus on 454 first? 

 

Rich Alexander: Ok. As you know 454 is across from Friendly’s and 

Conte’s is to the left and 444 is to the right with the ambulances sitting 
outside. Page one is a brief building spec. The unique thing about this 

building is that some of the occupancy’s are double occupancy’s. If you 

have been to Gerardo’s there are two entry doors, but the manger 

decided to take that door out and make it a double occupancy.  
 

Chairman Kelly: We just dealt with that. (See Above notation for 5 

Moger Ave) 

 

Rich Alexander: That is the crux of it. Page 2 briefly describes each 
occupancy frontage. Most of the occupancies have eight foot long light 

boxes which are appropriate for that zoning. They are anodized bronze 

finish with black faces and white translucent plexi letters. The 

background is opaque. The sign frames themselves are this finish 
(referred to his color chart) The only difference between these single 

occupancies and the double is the width of the storefront and obviously 

the double occupancy stores are going with the 12 foot light box, which 

is well within the specs of 75% of the frontage and or maximum 16 
feet. Basically that is it for the front. Now if you go to page 3-4 we are 

just describing for future and existing tenants the single and double 

occupancy specifications as to where the sign should go in relation to 

the storefront. That takes care of the front of the building. Page 5 has 

more specific spec sheet for the light boxes. The building owner and 
the Building Department can have a standard format to give to the 

tenant. If you want to discuss the front we can get that over with. Then 

we will go to the back. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Actually let’s just stay in the front for one minute. In a 

case where there is no tenant it will just have a name and no logo. 

 

Rich Alexander: You said no tenant? 
 

Chairman Kelly: If there was no tenant and it changed… 

 

Norman Punnell: There are two spaces there and one of which the 
hospital is using for… 

 

Chairman Kelly: That is the other building. 

 

Norman Punnell: No this is 454. There is a space that the hospital is 
using next door to Julianno’s and the old liquor store, Turner 

Construction is using that building office. That liquor store is dead 

storage at the moment, because we don’t want to use the parking 

since it is very limited. 
 

Chairman Kelly: I was just thinking graphic wise and sign wise very 

simple. 
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Rich Alexander: I thought you meant if there was a vacant occupancy it 

should be a blank. 

 
Chairman Kelly: No. It is just simple.  

 

Rich Alexander: There is a little asterisk here that in some cases 

accompanying art work logs, graphics, maybe proposed to be larger 
than the letter height and shall be subject to review appropriateness by 

the Architectural Review Board. 

 

Patty Kiernan: So there will be accompanying artwork.  
 

Chairman Kelly: They would have to come back before the board. 

 

Rich Alexander: That is right out of the law. 
 

Anne Houck: That would be appropriate.  

 

Chairman Kelly: So do we want to go to the back? 

 
Rich Alexander: The back currently has a few different signs going on. 

We are proposing awnings for the rear. In the front there is an 

overhang which sheds some of the weather away from the entry way 

and the rear has none of that. I think the look of it would dress it up 
with the awnings. There is one existing Letter “E” on page 6. We are 

just proposing to match that. All along the rest of the occupancies as 

well.  

 
Chairman Kelly: However height dimensionally they are different.  

 

Rich Alexander: The reason being if you notice and you look at “B” for 

example. Look at the “B” where the arrow is. The tip of the arrow on 

“B” there is services running along that portion of the building and they 
terminate before “E”. So “E”, the reason it is the height it is because 

there is no electrical service running on the outside of the building.  

 

Chairman Kelly: Is there any reason why they couldn’t all be the same 
height if they were small?  

 

Rich Alexander: No.  

 
Chairman Kelly: If the smaller height, I see the services there and I 

see why. Why don’t we just make them all that height to match? I can 

see the difference in width because of the situation with the doors and 

glass then they truly graphically line up to the tops and bottoms. 
 

Rich Alexander: They would.  

 

Chairman Kelly: If we are going to put all new ones there anyway.  

 
Norman Punnell: “E” is already there.  

 

Chairman Kelly: So that is probably what is driving it.  

 
Anne Houck: Your proposal is that “E” is to remain as is and the rest 

would be like the new ones. 

 

Rich Alexander: But the rest would all be the same height. They project 
and their height is all the same. 
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Patty Kiernan: Are they in the correct position? 

 
Anne Houck: It is over their entrance. 

 

Patty Kiernan: It is not over, what is the door next to it?  

 
Norman Punnell: The door to the left of “E” is mechanical. 

 

Rich Alexander: If you look at page 7 it is actually a little more 

appealing view. Page 7 is a scale elevation and gives you a better idea 
of how it could look. 

 

Anne Houck: Is there lettering on the awning?  

 
Rich Alexander: we have written lettering into here that would comply 

with the existing law which is the 30% of the awning face. If you look 

at page 7 you will see there is an example for future tenants in the 

building department to give somebody an idea of how big 30% is. 

 
Chairman Kelly: My only comment would be if and when these needed 

to be replaced (awnings) they do have a life expectancy. At that point 

in time then you can have then all match. 

 
Rich Alexander: I believe that is fair. 

 

Nancy Placona: Do you have an example of the color.  

 
Patty Kiernan: Jockey red, sunbrella. 

 

Rich Alexander: Thank you. There is no color number:  

 

Patty Kiernan: It does say pantone on the paperwork 8187C. 
 

Chairman Kelly: You think that it will be sunbrella?  

 

Rich Alexander: Yes. 
 

Chairman Kelly: What do they call it? 

 

Rich Alexander: Jockey red.  
 

Chairman Kelly: I am going to take out the pantone color since that is 

not what it is going to be. 

 
Rich Alexander: Then “E” is going to match the other awnings when its 

time has come.  

 

Chairman Kelly: What is up with this door? 

 
Anne Houck: The sign “Occupancy F” that is not an entrance.  

 

Rich Alexander: We are talking about the… 

 
Norman Punnell: The entrance is on the right.  

 

Rich Alexander: The door is here. (Referring to photograph). This is the 

entrance to Occupancy “F”. The unique thing about this is that is a 
utility room. This is more or less a directional sign. Do you have the 
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Google image on the back page?  The Google image shows….If you 

follow this line here, which is what you are seeing. Nobody would know 

that there is an entrance there. It is more of a directional sign.  
 

Chairman Kelly: So it is true that it is a service a entrance at this point. 

 

Rich Alexander: No it is used and it is not a service entrance. That 
opens right into the laundry matt. Given the parking situation a lot of 

times you know people will pass the front and look for a spot and if 

there are none they will park in the back and use that entrance.  

 
Norman Punnell: Most of the people go in through that door. 

 

Rich Alexander: The main thing is the parking lot tapers down very 

narrow in that area. The line of sight is not good so that is there only 
way of notification unless they put a bracket there and hanging a sign. 

Considering that is an alley way. I think considering that an alley way, 

because I believe you make mention in the law, about alley ways. 

 

Nancy Placona: The alley ways are very specific as to the promenade 
area in the downtown district.  

 

Chairman Kelly: What is the definition of a directional sign? 

 
Nancy Placona: (reading from the sign law chapter 89) A sign limited to 

provide information on a location of exits, entrances, and parking lots 

on a property, normally located at points of egress and ingress. This 

shall also include way-finding signs as defined herein.  
 

Chairman Kelly: It’s maximum size. 

 

Nancy Placona: Is there a maximum size. Is the name of the business 

with an arrow? 
 

Anne Houck: That is not a way-finding sign.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: I must have looked at this three or four times and I 
never saw the arrow. How about a sign right over the door that is a 

blade sign? 

 

Nancy Placona: Blade signs are only permitted in the downtown 
promenade district. He could apply and go before the Zoning Board of 

Appeals.  

 

Chairman Kelly: There is no sign there now? 
 

Rich Alexander: Yes you can see in the photo a piece of it sticking out 

on the right hand side. 

 

Chairman Kelly: I have to admit that I have never been behind there. 
 

Rich Alexander: This would be well within specifications for this zone 

for a wallboard. I know the law says you are entitled to it and that it is 

unique. The law says that you are entitled to two signs with the second 
one has to smaller and this is.  

 

Chairman Kelly: But it is not at an entrance either. 

 
Nancy Placona: The law states that it has to be over an entrance.  
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Chairman Kelly: We had this with Jos. A Banks. I understand it, but 

technically it has to be over the door.  
 

Bruce Hartleben: What was the name of the place on Lexington, the 

Autobody shop that has an entrance to a food business? 

 
Nancy Placona: DiLisio, the owner of the building. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: There was the name of the business with an arrow.  

 
Nancy Placona: It was a directory. 

 

Rich Alexander: Can this be along the same line? It is almost a safety 

issue if you think about it. EMS or firefighter looking for the laundry 
matt.  

 

Chairman Kelly: I understand the logic of it. We just can’t set a 

president here. 

 
Rich Alexander: This does not sound like the way finding that Nancy 

read. I don’t know if they specifically mention exit or entrance. 

 

Anne Houck: It doesn’t say that. It is as if you are in a large parking lot 
and it is directing you to turn right or left. This is a identification sign.  

 

Chairman Kelly: What is that door, mechanical too? 

 
Norman Punnell: Mechanical not for the building but for the laundry 

matt.  

 

Chairman Kelly: When we discussed the hospital and it was a little bit 

different.  
 

Nancy Placona: Way finding? 

 

Chairman Kelly: Could they put it next to an entry door? 
 

Bruce Hartleben: I think the arrow should be a little bit bigger.  

 

Chairman Kelly: We have to make it clear.  
 

Norman Punnell: This is kind of a soldier that sits out that physically 

sits out from the wall and from where the view that this photograph 

was taken from you can’t really see it. But if you are coming in from 
this way you could see it. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: Ok. 

 

Chairman Kelly: So are you all comfortable with that? The 
understanding that for emergency visibility or lack of visibility to have it 

adjacent to the door would be acceptable. Nancy we should pull these 

for future reference. This has all been helpful. 

 
Nancy Placona: We have a book in the office with copies of all the 

packages. 

Anne Houck: I motion that we accept the comprehensive sign package 

for 454 E. Main Street with the following stipulations. Number one the 
awning on the rear side of the building be accepted as presented with 
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the agreement that when the awnings for occupancy designated “E” be 

replaced in the future that it would be duplicated the same as “A-D”. 

Further occupancy “F” which has no awning is allowed a sign adjacent 
to the rear entrance and to alien with the size of the door and no larger 

and have a clear way finding arrow to designate their entrance.  

 

Patty Kiernan: Second. 
 

Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second. 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye 

 

5. Mt. Kisco Sign Company    Case #ARB10-34 

    444 Main Street     Comprehensive Sign 
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package 

 

    Rich Alexander, representing the application 

    Norman Punnel, T-square Properties, representing the  

    Property owner 
 

Chairman Kelly: Let’s switch gears and look at 444 Main Street. 

 

Rich Alexander: This is a two story building. As you are looking at the 
building that we were just talking about to the right. To the right of this 

building is the hospital property. There are two commercial occupancies 

on the first floor and we have written in here that there are future 

possibilities exist for multiple second floor tenancies. The storefront 
and one faces two sides. Refer to page 3 it shows the side facing the 

parking area. We are proposing wallboards on this detail as shown. If 

you look at the front page. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Let me just ask you a question. Since they are 
virtually the same material should they almost match the other 

building? I don’t know and I am just wondering. In this case they all 

blend as one building other than height. I don’t feel strongly about 

wallboards or other. Maybe you have a good reason why.  
 

Rich Alexander: Page 2 it has the specs for it and it is matt black, 

aluminum, which is very close to the anodized finished.  

 
Chairman Kelly: I was just wondering if you made them the same. I 

don’t know. It is your building. Let’s have a dialog about it. I don’t 

know why different there might have been a reason why you wanted 

them different. I don’t know. 
 

Norman Punnel: I don’t have any problem with that. That is just how it 

developed when I took over the building.  

 

Rich Alexander: The light boxes have the black panel.  
 

Norman Punnel: These have a different kind of awning. 

 

Anne Houck: This shed detail is going to remain? 
 

Rich Alexander: Yes. The store to the left uses it for their signage. We 

want to make it look like it. 

 
Chairman Kelly: This is the same height? 
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Rich Alexander: Yes. 

 
Chairman Kelly: When reviewing it however this item on page 3, you 

are calling out the copy on that side elevation. I do believe that it is not 

allowed. I think that you can have the awing or the band on the 

window. There is not an entrance there. Correct me if I am wrong.  
 

Nancy Placona: Correct. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Unless you want to go for a variance. You cannot have 
copy on that.  

 

Rich Alexander: Ok. 

 
Chairman Kelly: That is not to say. 

 

Norman Punnel: Even though it is on a corner. 

 

Chairman Kelly: The code states that I need a public entrance there. 
You can have 25% of the window can have copy on it. That is ok. 

 

Rich Alexander: We did discuss a parking lot. I was under the 

impression that since this a parking lot that we would be able to have 
graphics on the awning. I looked at the law again and it does state that 

we cannot have it. It is written so if you read it quickly you can be 

confused or misinterpret it. If you have a second entrance and a 

parking lot either way I misinformed you.  
 

Chairman Kelly: I realize that the ambulances park there all the time. 

If I were the nail salon I would have my copy up high not low. 

 

Rich Alexander: In the event the business has a secondary…oh public 
entrance on a separate street frontage or parking lot. There is no 

entrance.  

 

Norman Punnel: Actually there is an entrance further back here. It is 
not used by the business.  

 

Nancy Placona: That would have to be a public entrance and the sign 

would have to be located at the door.  
 

Chairman Kelly: I like the idea of matching the board color; it will tie 

the whole building together.  

 
Patty Kiernan: Are you keeping the canopy over the door?  

 

Chairman Kelly: Viewing the photographs.  

 

Norman Punnel: I think that it is flush. 
 

Chairman Kelly: You look at page 5 and it is pretty clear. 

 

Rich Alexander: I think that might be copper.  
 

Chairman Kelly: That is where you are proposing before that you would 

have additional signage if there were no tenants upstairs.  

 
Rich Alexander: A directory.  



Last Revised 12/20/10 14 ARB Minutes 12/15/10 

 

Norman Punnel: The EMS has moved its primary location from this 

building. They maintain a small office. The present thinking is that the 
hospital will use the rest of that space up there for their own purposes. 

We certainly would like to keep the flexibility for the future. 

  

Chairman Kelly: That was the only thing I saw when I looked at this. 
Anybody else see anything?  What would be nice is if it was painted out 

the same color as the rest. 

 

Norman Punnel: The ownership there has just changed. I am sure they 
will be very accommodating.  

 

Chairman Kelly: What was it? (Inside window ornamental feature.) 

 
Patty Kiernan: The bakery. It looks like a railing.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: That does not look painted over.  

 

Anne Houck: No it is not. 
 

Norman Punnel: It has been added since they took over. Do you want 

it a different color? 

 
Rich Alexander: At one point they were wheeling brad trays around in 

the bakery. Maybe the feel was that they might break a window. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Just a question. Do you think those should be painted? 
Page 5. 

 

Rich Alexander: Are you talking about the door? 

 

Chairman Kelly: Yes. Do you think that you should try to match the 
graphic color? I am not trying to dictate, I am just asking the question. 

It might freshen it up a bit. 

 

Norman Punnel: I think it would dress the front of the building up.  
 

Anne Houck: If you are going to have the black anodized aluminum 

going straight across, a black door would smarten up the whole façade.  

 
Chairman Kelly: What do you think? I am asking your opinion. 

 

Rich Alexander: I like it. I like the idea. 

 
Norman Punnel: I think that it would work. 

 

Chairman Kelly: It is not a hardship is it? 

 

Norman Punnel: What do we do about the piece over the door? 
 

Chairman Kelly: I think that it is copper.  

 

Norman Punnel: I have never noticed it before. 
 

Anne Houck: I think that it would be a good idea. It would be nice. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Do you want to leave it to the discretion of the owner?  
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Rich Alexander: Yes. 

 

Anne Houck: The space between the door and the copper, is that 
painted white? 

 

Chairman Kelly: The panel above the door?   

 
Anne Houck: There is a light there, but behind it. It looks as if… 

 

Chairman Kelly: It could a panel, it could be glass. 

 
Norman Punnel: It is not glass. Probably metal.  

 

Rich Alexander: Are talking above the door? 

 
Chairman Kelly: Yes right here. (Referred to photos) 

 

Rich Alexander: It probably is an old transient. Paneled over? 

 

Chairman Kelly: That is what I am wondering. It might be. If it is glass 
down the road it would look nice for them to go back to glass. I don’t 

see a frame, do you? 

 

Rich Alexander: No. 
 

Chairman Kelly: It might just be aluminum panel. I think it would be 

nice if you could get the owner to paint the door to match. I think that 

it would freshen it up. It is your decision. Especially if you start getting 
more tenants up there.  

 

Rich Alexander: So I will make these changes.  

 

Chairman Kelly: So based on that is everybody ok? Can we get a 
motion? 

 

Bruce Hartleben: I am not going to do this one because I don’t 

understand the changes that we talked about. 
 

Patty Kiernan: I move that we accept the sign package as proposed 

with the exception of the awning on the side of the building will have 

no copy on it. The board suggests that the building would look fresher 
if the front door was painted black. That is left to the discretion of the 

owner.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 

Patty Kiernan: Aye on the motion 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye on the second. 

Anne Houck: Aye. 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 

Minutes:  

 

October 20, 2010 – Patty Kiernan: Motion to approve 
     Bruce Second: Aye 

Patty Kiernan: Aye on the motion 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye on the second 

Anne Houck: Aye 
Chairman Kelly: Aye 
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Board All Ayes 

 

November 17, 2010 – Patty Kiernan: Motion to approve 
                Bruce Hartleben: Second 

 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second 
Anne Houck: Aye 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

Board All Ayes. 

 
 

Respectfully Submitted By,  

 

 
Nancy Placona, 

Board Secretary 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 


