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Minutes 

Architectural Review Board 
Village/Town of Mount Kisco 

Wednesday January 21, 2009  

 
Meeting called to order at 7:30 pm, Wednesday January 21, 2009, at the Municipal 
Building Mount Kisco, New York.   
 
Members Present:      Chairman Kevin Kelly 

Ann Houck 
    Nancy Abramson 

    Patty Kiernan  

    Bruce Hartleben   
           

Members Absent:  None  

      
 

Staff Present:  None 
      

Staff Absent:  Austin Cassidy 

 
 

Returning Cases: 

 
1. Rich Alexander/Eduardo’s   Case #ARB08-48 

    77 S. Moger Ave     Signage 

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 

Rich Alexander, representing the application 

 
Rich Alexander: The way I recall last month we had discussion about the two different 
names for the same occupancy and I do believe that this was resolved. 
 
Chairman Kelly: From my memory there were two issues. One was the questioning of 
the size of the letters and the second and whether they can have a second sign or not. 
Third there were some outstanding issues but continue and we will address that as we 
go along.  
 
Rich Alexander: If my memory serves me this is what we proposed and it is compliant. 
It is pin mounted letters. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Compliant at 12 inches. He has the wiggle room on the “E” if he so 
selects to and everything else is all the same size. This is what he really wants to do. 
The only outstanding issue is the applicant still has violations. 
 
Rich Alexander: I am not aware. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I just want to make note that if this board approves this tonight that no 
permit shall be issued until the outstanding violations have been corrected.  
 
Anne Houck: They are not sign violations, they are other violations. 
 
Chairman Kelly: This board last year had required screening on the HVAC and all that. 
The applicant had agreed to do it and it has never been done. Unless it got done this 
afternoon it has not been completed. Now let’s get a motion to approve or not approve 
this signage. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Why not defer? 
 
Chairman Kelly: We can approve it, so that you will not have to come back. 
 
Nancy Abramson: We can approve on contingent of. 
 
Anne Houck: I move that we approve the signage for 77 South Moger Avenue with the 
noted contingencies with the completion of screening of the HVAC and any other 
outstanding violations that are currently pending. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion. 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second 
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Nancy Abramson: Aye 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
 
2. Blue Asian Fusion/Xing Ye    Case #ARB08-22 

    15 Main Street      Amend Approval 

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549   Lighting 
 

    Xing Ye, Restaurant owner, applicant 

 
Chairman Kelly: We are here and to help you a little bit and I think it is to add two lights 
to an existing approved sign. Are you the person filing this application?  
 
Xing Ye: Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I believe that your application has not been signed. Let’s do that first. 
Just to cross check that you have a sign that is totally compliant? 
 
Nancy Placona: Correct. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The “15 Main Street” on the awning was approved also? 
 
Nancy Placona: Correct. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Now it looks like these are the two lights you are proposing? 
 
Xing Ye: Yes where the two circles are. 
 
Chairman Kelly: This is to light up the sign? 
 
Xing Ye: Correct. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Are you sure you want to put them there. (Referring to diagram) Maybe 
you would like to move them to here?  
Xing Ye: Ok 
 
Chairman Kelly: Are you sure? Does that make sense? 
 
Xing Ye: Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly: So 1/3 and 1/3 in on the sign. Otherwise you will wash out on the sides 
and the sign will not be lit. Any questions? 
 
Patty Kiernan: Anything that we approve down the line on this stays approved? If we put 
lights on this now the lights will stay forever?  
 
Nancy Placona: They can come back with an amendment should they choose to change 
the fixtures. This will follow the signage. 
 
Patty Kiernan: So if we approve the lights then the lighting stays forever? 
 
Nancy Placona: Should they want to change this they would have to come back before 
your board. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: What color? 
 
Xing Ye: Black. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: How high above the sign is it going to be? I’m worried that you won’t 
have enough room and the sign will get blocked. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I believe this is six inches and probably this arch will go over the light 
band. I do not see an overall dimension from here to there. I think what you are going 
to see is it at the brick level.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: I am worried about this part blocking the sign (referring to 
photographs) Some of the halo effecting cars. 
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Chairman Kelly: If you find that these are going to be a problem, you will need to come 
back. What Bruce is saying is that this dimension here is going to come down over your 
sign. Obviously you want it to be there and that part will come up pretty high. Just be 
careful. If there is a problem you will have to come back. 
 
Patty Kiernan: I move that we approve the application for 15 Main Street as presented. 
Any further changes will need to be resubmitted.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Second. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Aye on the motion 
Nancy Abramson: Aye, on the second 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye 
Anne Houck: Aye 
Chairman Kelly: Aye 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
New Cases: 

 

1. Dunkin Donuts/Hillcrest Marshall Inc.  Case #ARB09-04 
    176 N. Bedford Rd      Comprehensive  

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549   Sign Package 

 
    Jim Lash, applicant representing the application 

 
Jim Lash: Basically we are taking the existing signs and conforming to the new 
ordinance.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Thank you for coming in so quickly. If you could just walk us through 
the proposal. 
 
Jim Lash: You see the pylon in the front that will be removed and relocated to the front 
door area. The existing pylon sign will come down to 8 feet. The pylon for Mt. Fuji will 
come off their poles and that will get relocated to the center of their building.  
 
Nancy Abramson: So their pylon will come down?  
 
Jim Lash: Yes. There will not be any pylons except for the Dunkin Donut sign by the 
road.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I would think the pylon lowered would give you more visibility.  
 
Jim Lash: Correct. 
 
Patty Kiernan: When is the Mt. Fuji going to re-open?  
 
Jim Lash: I believe some time in February. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Why sis they close. 
 
Jim Lash: They have remodeled.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Are we approving as the sign package this evening? 
 
Nancy Placona: Yes. 
 
Jim Lash: They were talking about changing their name. 
 
Chairman Kelly: If that is the case they need to come in and make application. But this 
will be the dimensions and style they will need to conform to.  
 
Anne Houck I move that we accept the sign package for 176 N. Bedford Road as 
presented.  
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Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second 
Nancy Abramson: Aye. Patty Kiernan: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
2. Acadia on Main/C&M Sign   Case #ARB09-05 
    115 Main Street     Comprehensive Sign 

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package 

 
    John Oliva, representing the application 

 

John Oliva: This is Acadia on Main and this was the former Harvey Electronics. This was 
two stores for the entire building but now it is three. One of the spaces is not ready yet. 
I guess the landlord needs to make application for that.  
 
Chairman Kelly: He was before us last month for the door. 
 
John Oliva: What I would like to propose for the tenant that I am representing is a wall 
sign with raised letters, for his portion. The package would be that the other two tenants 
would keep their awnings as their sign. His only sign would be the wall sign. He would 
not have lettering on the awning.  
 
Anne Houck: You are doing that because there are windows above the awnings? 
 
John Oliva: That would be one reason. It is a different kind of building. There are 
different situations for each building. In this situation I think it would be more 
advantageous to keep their awnings. The 75% of the length of their store would only be 
7-8 feet. Where the percentage of the awning that they can use would probably equal 
out or they would be better off keeping the awning. The landlord does not want to 
remove the awning. No one wants to recover them and everyone is being uncooperative.  
 
Chairman Kelly: With the landlord here and we are setting up a sign package. The other 
two stores are in the works. Are they aware of what is headed for here?  In some ways 
putting a sign up here there would not be any uniformity of a sign package. Not that I 
do not like the sign I think that it is interesting. The other two tenants do not have the 
opportunity to put signs because the architecture does not allow for it.  
 
John Oliva: The point about the landlord isn’t that true every time we come in for a case 
that involves the other tenant? 
 
Chairman Kelly: The point is that you are first you are setting the precedence. So 
everybody else is going to have to by your guidelines.  
 
John Oliva: This is a little bit unusual. The building next to it has the same architecture 
across the whole front of it. I think in this case it would be beneficial to have this way 
and allowing him to have a little more freedom because of just the way it is. The other 
people and we care about them too and it is a short store front.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I do not have a problem with the awnings and personally I think that 
they help. General concerns that I have is when they take the sign boxes down 
obviously the façade will need some repair. 
 
John Oliva: As part of the sign permit that would have to be removed.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I just remember the whole thing I don’t want to do anything I don’t 
want to paint it. The other half of my question is he doesn’t want to replace the awnings, 
or re-skin them?  
John Oliva: I was talking to the tenant in this store and told them that you should really 
dress up the awnings, recover them. The landlord felt that “Harvey” (previous tenant) 
had put up the awnings and paid for them and that he inherited the responsibility to 
take care of these awnings, and that could be taken either way. I think it is a little bit 
uncooperative. Nobody wants to pay for the awnings. 
 
Nancy Abramson: So the store that you are representing is this one, Acadia? 
 
John Oliva: It is just Acadia, which has this span of storefront. In essence there has to 
be a package and meet the new code.  
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Nancy Abramson: By keeping the awnings and whomever comes in would have to keep 
their sign on the awning. How do you do that? 
 
John Oliva: The other two people will the awning as their sign, but he is not having that. 
He is having a sign but no signage on the awning. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Is that painted on? 
 
John Oliva: That is another issue. The one across the street they actually sewed a piece 
of fabric on the bottom. The best solution is to cover them, and the most expensive. To 
get rid of the name you can paint them or try to sew something over them.  
 
Nancy Abramson: So the issue is when the other two come in we would require sewing 
the name on or put new awnings on and that would be for the whole building. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Right now I think that we need to establish that. There are a couple of 
things  The sign itself I don’t think that it is an optical illusion is there a reason why you 
didn’t center it on that space or did you just lay it there? 
 
John Oliva: Probably that.  
 
Chairman Kelly: That is minor.  
 
John Oliva: I would center it over that white pillar.  
 
Chairman Kelly: He won’t consider putting it on the awning? Say the awnings got 
redone. Maybe it is your color combination. 
 
John Oliva: The thing about those awnings is the style they are the waterfall shape you 
can almost see the bars. They are very rippled, so the flat area is where the transom is. 
This is on the bottom, so they weren’t really meant to be a main sign. Whereas other 
styled awnings might be designed to make better use of the whole awning. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I wonder if there were to get a new awning and it was shallow would we 
pick up a wider band and they could something here and here and it would all be the 
same.  
 
John Oliva: They would be incurring a lot of cost. We have to be sensitive to that. 
 
Chairman Kelly: They are all new tenants, and they are all starting over. This is in 
horrible shape and needs to be addressed, the awnings. 
John Oliva: To make new frames would be a hardship for the tenants.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I am trying to get some solutions. 
 
John Oliva: The solution is to make the landlord have to comply with the recovering as 
part of the package.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Ultimately the landlord does have to comply. Whether he pawns it off to 
the tenants or not is secondary. 
 
John Oliva: That is what is becoming the problem. He should do it.  I don’t want it to 
become his denial. I am sure that he is going to get to it. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think that this is a good graphic.  
 
Patty Kiernan: I don’t see how we can approve a sign package. 
 
John Oliva: Why can’t a sign package be different? It is suppose to be unique to the 
architecture to each building. A lot of buildings that people come with are pretty typical 
across the board. In this case it is unique. You could say he is being rewarded for having 
more fascias. That is how I see it and I don’t think that it is inappropriate. The other two 
tenants do not have the length of store to work with. They inherited an awning that the 
landlord wants to keep and in essence that is their sign. It will have a reasonable 
amount of lettering.  
 
Anne Houck: There is language in the ordinance that talks about the maintenance of 
signs. It does include cleaning. Also if an awing is being used as a sign it is a sign. If the 
awnings are not being maintained used as a sign then they don’t meet the spec. 
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John Oliva: This is a separate issue from this wall sign. 
 
Anne Houck: No this would establish the sign package for the whole building. 
 
John Oliva: How does the recovering of the awnings effect? 
 
Anne Houck: Because this would be a sign package for the whole building. 
 
John Oliva: Do you want the whole package to include the recovering of the awnings as 
part of the package? But the recovering of the two tenants they fall into the new code 
and would have a certain amount of time to comply? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Except when they come in here for an application for their sign. 
 
Nancy Abramson: How do they do that?  
 
John Oliva: They have to comply either way. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Suppose he says that we are going to recover them. We are going to 
recover them blue. It would have to match the sign. You get to decide the color first. 
Suppose these other two companies use their signage on the awnings? How do they get 
them on there, sew it?   
 
John Oliva: Are you saying that if this person leaves and they make it two stores? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Isn’t that what is happening/ 
 
John Oliva: At this point no. These three awnings are one store.  
 
Chairman Kelly: The landlord came in last month for a door there.  
 
John Oliva: The door is here. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The new door is here. This is Acadia. 
 
John Oliva: This door goes all the way to here. This picture is the length of his store. His 
store comprises of these awnings.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Ok I am wrong. 
 
John Oliva: Your point is well taken about the colors, but in essence they will always 
have this awning. These two tenants. That is the package that will be their sign. This 
person will have only the sign with no lettering on the awnings. Once we get past that 
we need to talk about long term colors. If they decide to change them they would have 
to come back. The point being that they will have an awning with lettering as a sign. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Lets step back. He is going to match as well as him and he is going to 
be different. The blue awning one day will have to comply.  
 
John Oliva: You are saying his awning is not compliant because of he changed the color 
and he wasn’t suppose to.  
 
Chairman Kelly: He is pre new code. 
 
John Oliva: He is part of the package with the new code and he will have to come in to 
comply. 
 
Chairman Kelly: He wouldn’t have to come in right away.  
 
Anne Houck: In the ordinance it states that the landlord must organize this. You are 
representing the tenant not the landlord. Correct? 
 
John Oliva: Correct. 
 
Anne Houck: We can’t grant this sign package being presented by the landlord.  
 
Nancy Placona: The landlord has signed off on the authorization form. 
 
Anne Houck: He may have done that and not realized that he had to organize the sign 
package for all the other tenants as well. You can’t just do it for one tenant.  
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John Oliva: I agree. The last time I was here for 222 Main St and I simultaneously 
represented the tenant and the landlord. The tenant with his sign and the landlord with 
his agreement and signature of the application and approval of the sign. This is the 
same thing, because he is signing off a package as well. I do not see how this is 
different. 
 
Anne Houck: When you have those signs and they are compliant in a visually compliant 
manner. This one being the odd man out to this board member is not visually pleasing. 
The awnings are not clean and that is against the ordinance. It does not meet the code. 
 
John Oliva: I think that we are bringing up to many issues at one time.  
 
Anne Houck: One it does not meet the visually coordinated effort because of the 
variance in the color of the awning. Second the awnings are dirty and particularly all of 
them. 
 
John Oliva: The way we can handle that is having something to do with the permit and 
make it contingent upon having the awnings changed. This way pressure can be put on 
the landlord.  
 
Anne Houck: The landlord has to make these decisions or we cannot approve this. 
 
Patty Kiernan: How can we approve that one sign when we don’t know what the package 
is?  
 
John Oliva: So every time someone like me comes in here we are representing the 
landlord as well as the tenant.  
 
Anne Houck: Your presentation does not meet code. 
 
John Oliva: You are saying that is doesn’t meet code because the awnings need to be 
changed. 
 
Anne Houck: Yes. The awnings are not clean. 
 
John Oliva: The original subject I would like to go back to is how the sign is part of their 
advertising and how this will be theirs and that is the package.  
 
Anne Houck: I don’t think that is visually pleasing and doesn’t make a sign package.  I 
think other board members might have their own opinions.  
 
Nancy Abramson: What we are looking for is a global package. We need to say that the 
goal is all the awnings will be the same type on every store and this one will have a 
sign. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Maybe no awnings. You could remove all the awnings.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: I think it looks great on the awnings. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think that would look real nice. Being a sign package he could dictate 
the color of the awning since you are first, and there are lot good things about being 
first. Then everybody else to play by the rules. I think the graphic is great. I think it 
would be nice if it was on the awning and it was a new awning. 
 
John Oliva: That might not necessarily be the choice because using the percentage of 
the awning for the lettering; you might not pick a background. That is a complex design 
to paint on an awning.  
Nancy Abramson: He might be entitled to more than what you put on the awning.  
 
John Oliva: Then the problem becomes do want different colors for each awning?  
 
Nancy Abramson: That is really the point someone has to decide the overall package 
that they are going to stay with the awnings. 
 
John Oliva: According to the code he would only be able to have one awning as his sign. 
Correct?  
 
Nancy Placona: Correct. 
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John Oliva: There is an interesting point, he has three awnings and he has this huge 
store. He has one amount of lettering for his awning. Then you have someone who has a 
very small storefront and has the same amount of signage. 
 
Nancy Abramson: That is what I am saying. You may not want to go with the awning 
because you are entitled to more space. You are entitled to a bigger sign, because you 
are taking up more space.  
 
John Oliva: It has to be pleasingly compliant. This building is definitely different.  
 
Nancy Abramson: What I would think and I believe somebody needs to say this whole 
awning is to be blue and this store is going to have this sign and these stores when they 
come in they are going to put their signs on the awning.  
 
John Oliva: We could easily do that right now. Those awnings should stay the green that 
they are now.  
 
Anne Houck: They should not stay the green that they are because they are very dirty 
and are in need of recovering.  
 
John Oliva: We are not trying to redesign the colors of the awnings. You can suggest 
that as part of the package they be replaced.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Unless you have the authority to tell us that that is going to happen. I 
have a proposal. Under the new ordinance we can give them a temporary sign. Why 
doesn’t he put that graphic in the window until he has a sign package? 
 
Nancy Placona: He has a sign in the window less than 25%. 
 
Chairman Kelly: In the interest of the store to be open. I think that we are very Hodge 
podge here. I think everybody should take a step back versus dictating tonight, do this, 
do this, and do this. I am uncomfortable personally and I believe there are least two 
people on the board and we can poll the board if you would like. If it were my building I 
would have gone back. And modified the awnings and gotten sign, sign sign. 
 
John Oliva: He can’t have three signs. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Or two signs. 
 
Anne Houck: The blue awning is one store the next door is another store and this is one 
store. There are three stores in this building.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: Is the blue staying? 
John Oliva: That is up for debate. 
 
Nancy Abramson: What is it now a computer store?  
 
Chairman Kelly: Yes. He was in here last year.  
 
Nancy Placona: That particular store would fall under the amortization. 
 
John Oliva: I don’t think there is need to step back to far. I think we have enough 
information right now. If I come back you are going to have awnings with lettering on 
them. I don’t see the delay. 
 
Patty Kiernan: What color awnings? These awnings don’t work. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: I believe we are going to have to see samples of the materials.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I believe we are going to table this for tonight. I would like to put this 
on the agenda for next month. It would be appreciated if the landlord could come here.  
 
John Oliva: He is not cooperative. This is the same problem every time. 
 
Chairman Kelly: He was able to come last month.  
 
John Oliva: You should feel for the tenants who don’t have signage.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I would be happy to approve that as a temporary sign. 
 
John Oliva: I can do that without a package. It does not solve the building problem. 
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Nancy Abramson: I know I am being very naïve, but why wouldn’t this landlord be 
accommodating to a tenant?  
 
John Oliva: We feel the same way. Now we have to wrangle not only the tenants but the 
landlords. In the end the tenants are suffering and now it is delayed another month. I 
could just say we stick with the green awnings and be done with it. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Then we set precedence for everybody. 
 
John Oliva: That is what we are doing anyway.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I think we need the landlord to sign on. 
 
Anne Houck: The landlord is in danger of getting sited for not maintaining his awnings. 
He doesn’t like to spend money but if he gets violations he will be spending money. 
 
John Oliva: Then the tenant suffers and we have to consider that. These people are 
trying to run a business. I feel for the tenant. 
 
Nancy Abramson: The question is are you appointed to establish the sign package?  
 
John Oliva: The package that I am presenting is what I would prefer and the only other 
choice is to use the awnings as the signs. The awnings are not going to come down. 
They have to be recovered to become signs.  
Patty Kiernan: Why can’t the awnings come down?  
 
John Oliva: The tenant wants them as well as the landlord.  
 
Chairman Kelly: They could be reworked.  
 
John Oliva: Now you are talking about new frames. That is unreasonable to have them 
incur that kind of cost. To cover them alone is a big expense. They can be turned into 
signs and if you are concerned as to what color and material I can easily give you 
samples. That is what I would come back with instead of waiting the month. 
 
Chairman Kelly: if you want to force the board into a vote we could do that.  Or we can 
come back with a clear sign package.  
 
John Oliva: I understand what you are saying and if you are not happy with a sign as a 
board I am happy with that. But what is the next step; we make the awnings the signs. 
There is no other choice for this building. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Not unless he modifies the awnings and signage above the awnings. 
 
John Oliva: I am predicting that he won’t do that. 
 
Chairman Kelly: But that would be a solution. It would be a very clean solution for him.  
 
Patty Kiernan: You are going to go back to him and say that we did not approve this 
sign and we gave you suggestions for what he could do, and he is going to say I am not 
doing any of that. 
 
John Oliva: They don’t have a choice, if I represent a tenant and I come before the 
board and the board loves the color of the sign but I don’t like the sign and think that it 
is inappropriate and the board feels that we should use the awnings as signs then that is 
what we are going to do. 
 
Patty Kiernan: I don’t think we are saying use the awnings as the signage.  
 
John Oliva: If the package has to be uniform for the building. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Not uniform, it has to work all together. 
 
Nancy Abramson: If you are keeping the awnings then the awnings have to be uniform.  
 
Anne Houck: Yes, even if they are kept as awnings. In addition all awnings in town need 
to be maintained. I am not voting yes on a sign package on the building that has code 
violations on it.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: Are the awnings cleanable?  
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John Oliva: No. 
 
Anne Houck: Then they need to be maintained appropriately. 
 
John Oliva: The subject of the awnings being dirty and we all agree they should be 
recovered. I think that you feel the package doesn’t work because one person has a sign 
and then the others have awnings. Are we all agreed on that?  
 
Anne Houck: No.  
 
John Oliva: That is not what you are saying? 
 
Chairman Kelly: I am only one vote on this board. 
 
John Oliva: I believe that is what you are saying. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Some of the board is saying that.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Kevin said that originally. I don’t think so. 
 
John Oliva: So if that is not the case then the package needs to be uniform for the 
building. So we have five same awnings, all the same size and they will become the 
signs. There is no other solution. 
 
Nancy Abramson: You want the sign? Here is what I am proposing. You get your sign 
and then someone has to commit for the rest of the building to have a coherent awning 
that goes across and is the same color and style.  
 
Chairman Kelly: This is the majority of the building. This is the applicant here. Don’t we 
have to resolve this now?  
 
Nancy Abramson: We do, but aren’t we talking about a package? These two are part of 
it.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Absolutely correct.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Anne feels very strongly that these need to be replaced. So why don’t 
we say that this is the package? You need to have uniform awnings. 
 
Chairman Kelly: What color? Don’t know 
 
Nancy Abramson: They all need to be replaced.  
 
Chairman Kelly: With all due respect you are saying green. So now the landlord says I 
did not know. 
 
John Oliva: The landlord specifically said to the tenant. One of the first things I said to 
the tenant was what does the landlord want to do.? I don’t care what you do I am not 
paying for anything. The way to address the cleanliness of the awnings is to force this 
tenant through the landlord to recover those three awnings as part of the approval of 
the sign. They won’t have lettering but they will need to be recovered and that is how 
we would solve that. 
 
Anne Houck: What about the two remaining awnings, they are also dirty.  
 
Nancy Abramson: That is a different tenant. Somebody would have to replace them.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Can’t we just approve the sign package like Nancy said, and then just site 
him for the violations on the awnings, knowing that the blue awning will eventually come 
into compliance with the other awnings.  
Chairman Kelly: That will happen automatically. 
 
Patty Kiernan: So can’t we address that cleanliness separately if you got approval and 
you got approval to approve green awnings and your sign and do it that way. So now we 
set a sign package and it would be green awnings like this for the whole building and 
your sign. 
 
John Oliva: So he would have an early compliance. One of the tenants is not there yet. 
Which is the door he is putting in? Which they will have to come in anyway, which will 
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have to be recovered. You are saying to site him now to recover before the tenant 
moves in?  
 
Anne Houck: They are dirty today. He can be sited today.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Any new tenant that comes into this building that portion of the building 
needs to come up to the new code. Anybody who falls into the sunset clause (the Blue 
Awning) and it may be years before he has to comply. That is the way that the code is 
set up right now. 
 
John Oliva: That is right. 
 
Chairman Kelly: You tenant and the second tenant and that is not you problem yet will 
have to comply. 
 
John Oliva: You are establishing what they will have. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Yes you are. 
 
John Oliva: This is why we are here.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I understand that. We did not start this conversation about and 
technically you have no samples for an awning change we were just here for a sign. 
 
John Oliva: The compliance of the existing tenants is not only for the type of sign they 
will have in the future for the new code but for the up keep of the awnings. What I am 
saying is by having this tenant having to recover those three awnings which is affecting 
his store. 
 
Anne Houck: That would be a domino effect.  
 
John Oliva: This will comply and will do two things at the same time. The other two will 
have to comply one being a person who is not there because it is an empty store. The 
other one will have his period of time to come in and comply which is the blue awning.  
 
Nancy Abramson: You have the power to establish the package for this building.  
 
Patty Kiernan: They will have green awnings forever. Is that what we are saying?  
 
Chairman Kelly: That is what we are hearing. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Can I see you mock up of the sign. 
 
Anne Houck: Unless they decided to come in and change and create a new sign package.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Not only one tenant could do that? They would have all have to come 
together and agree 
 
Anne Houck: Right. 
 
Nancy Abramson: We need uniform colored awnings. 
 
Patty Kiernan: I am not found of the color combination with the sign and the present 
colored green awnings. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Ok. 
 
John Oliva: Originally I did start out with bronze with white letters. It didn’t work. This is 
his logo. 
 
Patty Kiernan: I like it. I just don’t like it with the green awnings.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I started this conversation with me and I think the graphics are great.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: Consistency is one of the reasons for a sign package. I think it is 
extremely inconsistent to have a lighted board sign above an awning and everybody else 
has their unlit sign on the awnings.   
 
Patty Kiernan: That does not bother me. 
 
Chairman Kelly: If something doesn’t go there, there will be a lot of mass there. 
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John Oliva: That was part of the theory. 
 
Chairman Kelly: That’s where I was hedging my bet. In a perfect world I would have 
modified the awnings to lower the pitch of them and have the sandwich board above 
each one of them and lit. That would have consumed more of that space. That would 
have been of the perfect world. I think you would say that it would look pretty nice.  
 
John Oliva: If the architecture were different everyone would have the board sign with 
the lights and the awnings. But it is a unique building and that is part of the code how 
do we handle each building for what we need to do. 
 
Patty Kiernan: That building could be made to accommodate what you are saying it is 
just the landlord is unwilling to do anything. 
 
John Oliva: Recovering them I think is the bigger issue.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: I think it is much more important that you have the color and the site 
line and everything consistent with the others.  
 
Patty Kiernan: You are saying the color of the sign wouldn’t really…. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: I am saying if that sign were not there this would not stick out. A line 
of color with all the signs on the awnings would be consistent and this sign above I 
believe would stick out and be odd man out.  
 
Patty Kiernan: That would not bother me. I would like to see the sign centered and 
possibly moved down a little bit. I think it is nice to have it there. My only issue other 
than it being centered and maybe lowed is the color of the sign with the existing 
awnings that we are now locked into until eternity.  
 
John Oliva: That is part of a package for building and I don’t see the issue.  
 
Patty Kiernan: What is part of the package? 
 
John Oliva: Every time we come in with a package for a building it is pretty much 
forever also. 
 
Patty Kiernan: That is fine.  
 
Anne Houck: But she doesn’t like that combination forever.  
 
John Oliva: The combo of the sign? 
 
Chairman Kelly: The green. 
 
John Oliva: When he moves out. 
 
Patty Kiernan: The sign will be something different. 
 
John Oliva: But is will be the same size. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Will you center this? 
 
John Oliva: Absolutely. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Will you lower it just a tad? 
 
John Oliva: Absolutely. 
 
Patty Kiernan: I do feel for the people that are trying to make a living. They need their 
sign and should not have to wait another month.  
 
John Oliva: I think that we made some accomplishments with covering the awnings. 
Now there is pressure between the landlord and the tenant. Which is a relationship that 
I can’t really solve, they have to do the right thing.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Now we are down to a color issue. All the more reason to understand 
and not to be difficult. Without seeing color samples how do we say yes to this?  
 
Anne Houck The code says we need to see color samples. 
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John Oliva: You will have a green sample which is what I will have next month. 
 
Chairman Kelly: We also have a board member that says does not like the combination.  
 
John Oliva: It is the same exact fabric. It is called forest green from Sunbella.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: It is going to be different because that awning is faded, old and dirty.  
John Oliva: But I am going to show you what it would look like new. Literally that is 
what I am coming back with. 
 
Anne Houck: I am just going to repeat the code says that you need to bring the 
samples. If you don’t bring it and we pass it and the next guy comes in and he says last 
month you pushed it through without the samples. We really need to adhere to the 
code. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think that we need to table this for tonight.  
 
John Oliva: We are delaying this for a piece of fabric?  
 
Anne Houck: Yes we are. 
 
Chairman Kelly: You can reconvene with your client and the landlord about where this 
board is headed. You can appeal it too. 
 
John Oliva: So we are not voting on the sign which what you like and some don’t like? 
 
Chairman Kelly: It is all part of the same package.  
 
John Oliva: But I will be coming back with the same sign.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: You are coming back with material also. 
 
John Oliva: That is the only difference.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Hypothetically what happens if your landlord and I am not saying this is 
the color, says good point maybe I should make these chocolate brown to match this. 
 
John Oliva: I am not saying that.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Hypothetically I am saying. 
 
Nancy Abramson: That is nice. 
 
Chairman Kelly: It would tie in your sign and then everybody else would be on the same 
page and it would tie all together. 
 
John Oliva: This is bad for the tenant. 
 
Patty Kiernan: If you came in with that sign and this is what was on the building I would 
say I don’t think that sign works with the awnings. I would say can you adjust it to work 
better with the dark green?  That is what I would day as a board member. 
 
Nancy Abramson: You are going to recover the awnings? 
 
John Oliva: If that is what the board is requesting. 
 
Nancy Abramson: It is. It sounds like you are going to have to come back. Why don’t 
you put in for the sign package awnings to be brown?  
 
Chairman Kelly: It would work with your sign better. 
 
John Oliva: So you are saying that you will approve the sign. Its’ placement centered, 
the color of the sign is fine. We are recovering all the awnings brown. 
 
Nancy Abramson: You could come with the green and the brown, that would very 
helpful. Just in case we look at it and it doesn’t work.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Any other color that you think might work. 
 
John Oliva: I am ok with brown.  
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Nancy Abramson: You decide.  
 
John Oliva: We have to decide based on the color of the building.  
We have to decide what works with the sign. I agree with the brown working. But I 
would like to start making his sign if we are allowed to so that I can make some 
progress. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Maybe we could do that. You can’t put it up. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The landlord could say absolutely “No I won’t do a chocolate brown.” 
 
Nancy Abramson: It is not the landlord that is doing it, it is the tenant. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The concern will be the color combination.  
 
Nancy Abramson: The tenant is paying for it?  
 
John Oliva: Yes. He doesn’t care because there is no lettering on the awning. At this 
point if there were no awnings he would be happy to. But if they need to be recovered 
then yes color is an issue.  
 
Patty Kiernan: He is covering one. 
 
Chairman Kelly; No there are three.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Somehow we have to remember in history and the person comes in 
for the other two it will be brown. 
 
John Oliva: That would be part of the package.  
 
Chairman Kelly: The lucky part I granted there is an expense but the first guy dictates 
for the whole building. You are dictating based on these color combinations. Now if this 
was forest green and this was a different green maybe this would have worked. I like 
this personally I think it works and it is a slick look. If this was chocolate brown I think 
that it would tie everything in together. I think that there is a clause that he can bring in 
a sample and between Austin and I we can sign off on the color samples. It would 
subject to that. 
 
John Oliva: That would be fine and is reasonable. I can bring it in the morning. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: I want to make sure and there is a lot of work that went into this code. 
It says complete sign program including actual material and samples must be presented. 
 
Patty Kiernan: They will be. 
Chairman Kelly: I believe somewhere in there we put a caveat in there for the interest of 
time and there is a way for the Building Inspector and myself to sign off on. 
 
Nancy Placona: If it is just material the applicant can bring it into my office and the 
Building Inspector and Chairman can approve so the applicant would not have to return.  
 
Anne Houck: There is precedence because the month that I chaired I came in and I 
reviewed some colors and I signed off on them 
 
Chairman Kelly: I would be comfortable if this was lowered and centered and graphic the 
way I see it. Lights centered on it. If this was recovered chocolate brown I could live 
with that.  
 
Patty Kiernan: I could also. I hate to say this at this point but what color are the light 
fixtures? 
 
John Oliva: They are black and they do come in brown. To be honest with you, he wants 
to do them and the landlord is saying that the tenant has to pay for the lights as well. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Why did he rent the store? 
 
John Oliva: We are thinking logically. This is what is happening when we get these 
people together and I come before you and you have the same questions I have. 
 
Nancy Abramson: There are plenty of empty stored in Mt. Kisco. 
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Too Many People Speaking 

 
John Oliva: You could dictate the fixtures as bronze I would be happy with that. 
 
Patty Kiernan: If the awnings were to be brown I would like to see the fixtures bronze. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s get a motion to exactly what we are doing. 
 
Nancy Abramson: I motion that the “Acadia” sign be approve as notes. The sign needs 
to be lowered, and centered. The three goose neck lighting fixtures are to bronze in 
color and placed above the sign. As part of the approval the awnings for the building 
that “Acadia” is occupying the awnings will be changes to chocolate brown. The awning 
for “Acadia” is not to have any signage on it. The Chairman will review the material and 
color during the week. When remaining tenants are ready to comply they need to have 
the same awning color that was approved today. Also the remaining tenants will be 
allowed to use the awnings as their signage. 
 
Patty Kiernan: I second the motion. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Aye on the motion 
Patty Kiernan: Aye on the second 
Anne Houck: Aye 
Bruce Hartleben: Nay 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Thank you for your cooperation. 
John Oliva: I am here for the next application also. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I really feel for the tenants but I have a real problem with landlords that 
are not cooperative who are collecting rent and we expect them to maintain their 
buildings. 
 
John Oliva: I think in the end we end up punishing the tenants also. 
 
3. Renu Beauty Salon/C&M Sign  Case #ARB09-06 
    131 Main Street     Comprehensive Sign 

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package 

 
    John Oliva, representing the application 

 

John Oliva: I am here to establish a package. This is the broad view of the building. We 
have a mix of things. According to the new code you want to have a package that is 
similar. The code for this part of town is a maximum of two foot height 75% of the 
length of the storefront. Being that I am working on “Renu” which you can see the 
burgundy awning. We decided with the landlord to maintain this arch and be able to see 
it as it use to be before they started putting up the awnings. It looks to me like these 
stores were perfectly symmetrical until they divided them. For Renu it is kind of over 
their store. In the other stores being the Mexican restaurant they can only have one sign 
and it won’t fit in the middle. If you made it in the middle it would be much smaller and 
it would not be advantageous. The way to handle the other stores is to have it off to one 
side. Ideally we would like to center it but then we would be covering the arch. 
 
Anne Houck: Doesn’t Asteca have two stores? One is the Mexican food store and the 
other is the restaurant?  
 
John Oliva: That is a good point if he was to have two types of businesses would he 
have to have two signs?  
 
Nancy Placona: I believe the name of his business is Asteca. He does not have a name 
for the second store.  
 
John Oliva: For the future how would you constitute two separate businesses within one 
storefront if it was in fact two legitimate businesses? This is going to come up again I’m 
sure.  
 
Anne Houck: On the photographs it shows two entrances. The reason why I was asking 
is because it would look nicer to have on one side Azteca Mexican Restaurant and the 
other Mexican Foods.  
 
John Oliva: We got ahead of ourselves and I think for good reason. How do you establish 
if he has one sign per establishment or two base on the fact that it kind of one store. He 
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could have two legitimate corporations. I guess it would be based on entrances, which I 
don’t know. He could prove that he could have two signs. When we file for his sign then 
you would see two signs on the sketch. The package would still remain which is part of 
this proposal. That is a good point. With that in mind when we take down the awning for 
Ruby Spa which and I predict is on store then he will have to have his sign to one side. 
Which would not be ideal but it seems like we should keep the arches as part of the 
architectural feature of the building. You would have a sign centered over the arch. It 
wouldn’t cover the arch.  
 
Patty Kiernan: What if you removed the arch?  
 
John Oliva: Now you are getting into repair of the stucco. I don’t want to be the one to 
tell him that. We are talking about the esthetics of having the sign off to the side. The 
package would be ivory aluminum with the raised lettering.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Can you paint the arch so it blends in with the building?  
 
John Oliva: You are still going to see the signs behind the arch. It will look like you 
covered the arch. I don’t think that will look good. Honestly I wanted to come up with a 
way to come up with two signs for this Azteca, one so it would fill up the store and that 
is part of the code that you cannot have two signs.  
 
Anne Houck: We would have to investigate whether they would be able to have two 
signs.  
 
Nancy Placona: If it is two different businesses I don’t see why they couldn’t.  
 
John Oliva: I can think of a few more places that this is going to come up. That may not 
be a good decision to make. 
 
Anne Houck: Well it is not going to come up tonight.  
 
John Oliva: The reason why I drew the other one Azteca was because I wanted to show 
you how it relates to this particular storefront. Also to show you that this other color can 
also work with the ivory. Actually if I was to design that this is what I would come in 
with, but he has not seen this because he is not part of the program yet.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Sure you don’t want a conditional approval?  
 
John Oliva: I won’t have to come back with his sign. I will have to file, so I am getting 
ahead of myself on purpose but just to show you more of the colors. This sign is going 
to have a bronze molding to match the window frames. I wanted lights but the landlord 
said he does not want to pay for them. I am afraid he might do something unusual but 
that is out of my hands. As it turns out they are going to be same length sign. Even 
though these other two stores are longer, because of the architecture they can only fit 
an eight foot sign off to the side. Where as normally they could have up to 75% of the 
storefront, but that doesn’t seem to work. Unless you could figure out a way to blend it 
in with the arch that you are happy with.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t think that would work.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Can you put an awning where the arch is? 
 
John Oliva: Then you won’t have consistent awnings because it won’t work with the 
other stores. We will have consistent signage.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Except when you get into the situation like Ruby’s where they only have 
one sign. 
 
John Oliva: I am not happy putting it off to one side. I think that it will still work across 
the board. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The question is Ruby’s two businesses a nail place and a spa?  
 
Nancy Placona: There are two doors and the landlord may divide it into two stores.  
 
Patty Kiernan: That could work. 
 
John Oliva: That could become the package. If we were predicting how the stores were 
cut up. Then you are allowing the guy to have two signs and that brings up a whole 
other point.  
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Chairman Kelly: Technically it could have been a crème plaque with nothing on it, for a 
future store. Let’s talk about the sign itself. 
 
John Oliva: I did discuss this with the landlord in terms of colors and he wanted this to 
blend with the building and they wanted the molding to blend with the windows. That is 
how we started that.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: I am agreeing with everything that has been said.  
 
Chairman Kelly: The thickness of the font on the new going to read well. 
 
John Oliva: That is their logo and you can see their paper sign and they have the “R” 
and that drove the design. 
 
Chairman Kelly: That’s a good point. I was just looking out for them. 
 
John Oliva: For the record the comic store will have to come back and I am not sire this 
is what they are going to use. That was something that I suggested.  
 
Nancy Abramson: They will have to remove the neon.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: Which one is correct the one in the window or the one that you are 
showing?  
 
John Oliva: The sign that I am presenting is the correct illustration. 
 
Anne Houck: I move that we accept the “Renu” sign as presented and is representative 
of the sign package that will continue at 131 Main Street 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second 
Nancy Abramson: Aye. 
Patty Kiernan: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye  
 
Board All Ayes 
 
 
 4. Gallin Design Studio    Case #ARB09-07 

     333 N. Bedford Rd     Comprehensive 
     Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Sign Package 

 

    Michael Gallin, Architect 
    Jim Diamond, Property Owner 

Michael Gallin: We presented some architectural improvements to the site back in 2007. 
Including façade and site improvements and a signage package for the site. At the time 
the board was happy with what was being presented on the building itself but asked us 
to come back in terms of the signs at the main entries to the property and the site 
circulation signs. We are back now to discuss those signs again along with the, and 
obviously the ordinance that has changed since 2007. We are here also to address the 
needs for the complex and the sign package. The signs involved in the site I touched on 
briefly. There are two signs being proposed at the two main entrances from Bedford 
Road. They are post and panel signs proposed to direct people in the parking lot. The 
site is 70 acres and 7 of which are in Bedford.  
 
Chairman Kelly: That sign there we cannot comment on it is in Bedford’s district. Unless 
I am wrong? We do not have a say on that sign. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Isn’t there a monument sign?  
 
Michael Gallin: That is in Bedford at this entrance. There are some existing signs at the 
south entrance, Simone Autobody. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t remember asking them to come back. 
 
Nancy Placona: They did make presentation and your board was not pleased with the 
proposal of the directory and you did ask them to return. 
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Michael Gallin: There are some smaller signs being proposed to highlight the secondary 
entrances and then there is the primary tenant signs proposed on the building. Let’s go 
from the buildings backwards. There was some misunderstanding. The owners 
understood that because of the general concept of the building signs was approved at 
the last ARB meeting it was ok to install. They did not understand that they needed to 
get a separate permit. They received building permits for all the spaces and façade 
work, but not a separate permit for the signs themselves. What you are looking at is 
actually the existing signs that we would like to retroactively get approval for. Including 
for Safe Haven Self Storage, Grand Prix New York, Air Mac Distributors, and Wine 
Enthusiasts.  
 
Jim Diamond: I think that several of these signs were previously approved by this board 
but a permit was not pulled with the building department. Since then the sign ordinance 
has changed.  
 
Anne Houck: I believe the Grand Prix was previously approved. I have never seen any of 
the others.  
 
Michael Gallin: The previous application included the Grand Prix NY and Safe Haven 
Storage and the Air Mac. 
 
Anne Houck: We never saw the visuals on it. They were never presented to this board.  
 
Chairman Kelly: They were just concepts to set the record straight. Grand Prix was a 
friend and I was very concerned when they came before the board as to how to vote on 
that. If I remember correctly the conversation went that we did not have these finalized 
and we were only here for Grand Prix because we were in a pickle it opened before it 
was suppose to open. 
 
Michael Gallin: The signs were for example the Safe Haven, and this is the actual 2007 
submission.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Did we ever approve those signs?  
 
Nancy Placona: No 
 
Chairman Kelly: So we need to start over and talk about each sign. I don’t know how 
this continually happens where signs just keep going up.  
 
Jim Diamond: I believe they were approved. They are in the application. 
 
Michael Gallin: It really doesn’t matter, because we are here for the comprehensive sign 
package and we are submitting the proposal for the overall site. What was clearly 
presented was the concept of the signs on the building to be mounted 24” letters. 
 
Chairman Kelly: There were no graphics and none of that was approved for individual 
signs. 
 
Michael Gallin: The graphics were shown in the material. 
 
Chairman Kelly: We can easily pull the notes from the meeting and I do not want to get 
into a debate. I know we did not approve everyone of these signs. I was actually 
commending the architecture on Grand Prix and we were just focused on that. We did 
talk about some directional signs at that time. We did talk about how to deal with 
signage issues up at the front and that was it. 
 
Michael Gallin: How would you like to proceed? 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think we need to take one by one. We obviously have approval from 
all the tenants? 
 
Nancy Placona: The property owner is here to represent the tenants. 
 
Michael Gallin: Shall we talk about Grand Prix or is that a non issue?  
 
Chairman Kelly: It is a comprehensive sign package so let’s talk about the whole 
building.  
 
Michael Gallin: The concept for the building signage and it is important to keep in mind 
the vast scale of the site. You are approaching this building from a great distance. The 
concept of the sign is the lettering will be 24 inches and individual letters similar to this 
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type of construction. Except for the face will be painted for this particular tenant. In 
addition there will be accompanying logo or artwork that will compliment the sign to help 
identify each of the tenants. To create identity the length of the façade is such that they 
are at least 300 feet long and we need as much graphic identification for each tenant as 
possible. For example on this entire length of the building here there is only going to be 
three signs so it is important that they are clear and graphics are at this location. The 
signs will be illuminated by spot lights above the canopy.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Explain that again. 
 
Michael Gallin: For example there will be a spotlight above shinning up to it. They are 
not internally lit.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s go through this very carefully. All signs and letters and overall 
length are compliant. We are larger with the graphic which they are allowed to do. 
 
Nancy Placona: At the discretion of your board.  
 
Chairman Kelly: We have talked about that with other applications. I just want to walk 
through this very carefully. Any questions on Grand Prix? Or do you want to walk 
through each one of these before we make a decision because it is a sign package. Let’s 
move on to the next one.  
 
Michael Gallin: Short of the colors I am not to sure what I can add to each of the signs.  
 
Nancy Placona: All the signs are compliant for dimensions with the exception of Safe 
Haven. Given the fact of where it is it works for the building. The logo is 52” and it 
works with the sign and that is why it is up to the board to decide if that is acceptable.  
 
Nancy Abramson: I think all the signs work and it is not like they are all next to each 
other. It is not like we are talking about the CVS complex and all the signs there. There 
are plenty of buffers here and they all seem to be well placed on the building and it 
makes sense esthetically. I would like to focus on what the public sees and that would 
be the monument sign at the entrance. Do you have anything to do with the monument 
at the Bedford side? It is very large. It is a little overwhelming.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I am being very cautious; being that we have an applicant went and did 
whatever they wanted to do. I just want to make sure that we review each one of these 
signs and make sure we don’t miss anything. No disrespect to Nancy but she is not the 
eyes of the world and she could of missed something. She is usually dead on. I just want 
to look at each one of these just to make sure we are really compliant. I think we are.  
 
Nancy Placona: On your interior signs can we get measurements. 
 
Michael Gallin: On the previous application the signs were 6 feet and 8 feet tall. This 
application we changed them to 5 feet and 6 feet tall. We have reduced the scale of the 
signs. The general graphics are similar to what they were originally. A basic post and 
panel sign. There is the top band and a logo for the site and the address and then there 
are slats that go underneath. Typically they are 72”.  
 
Chairman Kelly: 60” or 72”.  
 
Michael Gallin: Each of the locations there is a note at the bottom for the size. 
 
Patty Kiernan: This photograph is the sign in Bedford?  
 
Michael Gallin: Yes. We are trying to be comprehensive. Location 1 and 5 are located in 
Bedford. Location 10, 23, 24 are technically in Mt. Kisco but you will only see them in 
Bedford. The town line is about 10 feet off the building.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Location 2 is the one that I would like to discuss. Location 1 is not us 
correct? 
 
Michael Gallin: Correct. Location 1 and 2 are similar signs. The current location 1 sign 
that is out there is being modified. The number of tenant slats that are shown on the 
side was too busy and it has been modified to accommodate the 4 larger tenants and 6 
smaller tenants on the right side of the sign. That simplifies it. What you are seeing here 
in this photograph is the photo shop graphic verses what you are seeing out there today.  
 
Nancy Abramson: This I remember we talked about the monument sign.  
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Michael Gallin: It has changed significantly. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Did we discuss anything about logos this size or just discuss the look 
of the monument sign?  
 
Nancy Placona: The discussion was the esthetics of the monument sign.  
 
Nancy Abramson: My opinion is and looking at it in Bedford and certainly improving on 
what we see here, there are so many logos here. It is overwhelming and it takes away 
from the beauty of that particular sign and it looks messy.  
 
Chairman Kelly: We had conversations at length trying to keep on these signs trying to 
keep the font all the same. I don’t know if this ever got into the ordinance Nancy?  
 
Nancy Placona: That is something that you cannot dictate that.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Why?  
 
Nancy Placona: It is a very gray area, and then you start to design their sign.  
 
Chairman Kelly: What did we just do with the UPS store and their monument sign? 
 
Nancy Placona: 487 Main Street the tenants and landlord all agreed to have all the same 
font and size on their monument sign.  
 
Chairman Kelly: That is what I thought, and from my heart and forget as a board 
member I think potentially you might be doing a disservice to the tenant and they may 
not be realizing it. To read that as you are driving down the road you couldn’t read it. I 
am wondering simply the names it may read better. I wish I sign gentleman was here 
but I think he has gone home. 
 
Nancy Abramson: With all due respect it just looks so messy.  
 
Patty Kiernan: I agree that the sign is a very clean lined sign and then you have all the 
text and it detracts from the sign.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: I like the logos on there. If you are trying to find a store like Grand 
Prix and in your mind you are looking for that logo you look at that you don’t have to 
read it. You can see it faster by recognizing the logo shape. I have studied a lot of 
human computer interfaces and graphic designs on computer interfaces and that is what 
I think reads faster. It looks messy but it reads faster by keeping the shape of the logo. 
You are driven to the shape not actually reading it. 
 
Jim Diamond: Several of our tenants are extremely concerned about how their brand is 
presented. For example the Wine Enthusiast is a large and nationally know and their 
brand is a critical part of their business. So having their brand presented a certain way is 
critical to them. I think that if we tried to put their brand in a generic font I think that 
they would not be happy about that.  
 
Nancy Abramson: I would take out all the logos and I disagree with Bruce. I think that 
there are way too many competing fonts here. I think that is the issue. 
 
Patty Kiernan: I agree with you, I do think looking for a place you do tend to look for 
those logos. I also agree that it looks very busy and cluttered.  
 
Michael Gallin: The tenants originally asked for the logos in color. Your concern rose to 
the surface quickly. We came with a compromise with the black and white but at least 
still giving them their identity. One challenge on the site is, because of the sign 
ordinance there is no variation of the size allowed based on the size of the site. We have 
a30 acre site and we have the same size sign that a half acre site next door. We have 
tenants like the Wine Enthusiast is 120,000 sq feet. Grand Prix is more than that.  
 
Jim Diamond: Wine Enthusiast is 130,000 square feet. 
 
Michael Gallin: These are big businesses. We understand your concern. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Are you talking about their building? They don’t have a big enough 
sign on their building?  
 
Michael Gallin: No, the sign on their building admit tingly is not seen at all until you are 
there. 
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Nancy Abramson: They are happy with the sign on their building?  
 
Michael Gallin: Yes, nobody has complained about that. 
 
Nancy Abramson: That is as big as it can be. 
 
Jim Diamond: The problem is like several of these businesses like Grand Prix and Safe 
have are destination businesses. In all of the businesses right now are being negatively 
impacted by the fact that it is difficult to find them. Even people who know generally 
where our building is. I lunch with someone yesterday that said they drove by our 
building 3 times and still not finding the entry way into the site. Given the scale of these 
businesses Grand Prix 130,000 square feet and the size of their business it is a peculiar 
situation. 
 
Anne Hock: They knew where they were located when they rented, with all due respect.  
 
Michael Gallin: We are not denying that.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I think less is more in this case. You look at “The Park” it is crystal clear 
and you can read it.  I am just think about driving down the road, and my colleagues 
don’t necessary agree, but that is ok. Let’s talk about the layout and all that and we can 
continue whether there should be font changes or not.   
 
Nancy Abramson: I have no issue with everyone having their distinct font, but I do have 
an issue with the logos. When I saw it on the Bedford sign I just thought it was too busy 
and the whole concept of the sign package is that you don’t have different signs next to 
each other that don’t work together.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Look at how well that actually reads even though it is not the best. 
 
Anne Houck: I don’t have an issue with it and it is messy, I think it does the job. I am 
glad it is not in color because I would not have gone for that. 
 
Michael Gallin: Obviously 333 and “The Park” are the most important. The lease 
obligations to the tenants they have some recognition on 117. We tried to come up with 
a balance of the scale with 333 and The Park and the tenants sign. We feel with the 
constraints of 30 square feet and the location and contents that there was a reasonable 
balance.  
 
Nancy Placona: Michael would you duplicate the layout the same as on the Bedford sign?  
 
Michael Gallin: Yes. 
 
Nancy Placona: Only because you have represented it a little different.  
 
Michael Gallin: In terms of the order of the tenants, no that is part of the politics’ of the 
tenants. The actual order of the tenants would be different. 
 
Nancy Placona: Why. 
 
Michael Gallin: Everybody wants top billing.  
 
Nancy Placona: This is two sided correct? 
 
Michael Gallin: Yes. People have a certain understanding of their importance.  
 
Anne Houck: I motion that we accept the sign package as presented. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second 
Patty Kiernan: Aye 
Nancy Abramson: No 
Chairman Kelly: Aye, noted I have a funny feeling you are coming back. Tenant number 
2 I am struggling that you can’t even read what it says and that they made a tactical 
error there. 
 
Nancy Abramson: I know we are in the middle of a vote but RDI is half logo. 
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Bruce Hartleben: It would be the shape of the logo that you are looking for. You don’t 
have to read it.  
 
Chairman Kelly: You going 40 mph you can’t read it. 
 
Michael Gallin: If it is in text you are not going to read it. We don’t want you to read it 
going 40mph.  
 
Chairman Kelly: You got your approval.  
 
5. Joseph & Sabrina Seidman    Case #ARB09-01 

    206 Spring Street     Alterations/ 

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Additions 
 

    Joseph & Sabrina Seidman, property owners 

 
Joseph Seidman: What we are trying to do is an addition to half the house to make a 
schooling room and one more room. We have six children and it is tight now. 
 
Chairman Kelly: do you have photographs of the actual house?  
 
Nancy Placona: Yes. 
 
Sabrina Seidman: What you see in the upper right hand corner is a porch and a foyer 
that we would like to do in the future. We were going to go for it but decided to do it 
later. What home we have not included in the photographs is the one across the street 
which is in construction which will be a very large home.  
 
Joseph Seidman: They have been before you.  
 
Chairman Kelly: This is a shaker style home? 
 
Joseph Seidman: Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Can you walk us through the materials? 
 
Sabrina Seidman: The bottom portion we would like to keep the brick and we would do a 
vinyl siding. This is what we choose this for the siding and this for the trim.  
 
Chairman Kelly: This is the ivory if I remember correctly. 
 
Sabrina Seidman: It is called prairie wheat.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It is going to read some what yellow.  
 
Sabrina Seidman: Then for the roofing it is shaker. It will have a nice brown look.  
 
Joseph Seidman: It is one large 9 foot. 
 
Nancy Abramson: You are just adding one room? 
 
Chairman Kelly: They are adding a bedroom a sitting area and a bathroom.  It goes from 
front to back. I personally think the porch elevation is a much stronger elevation and it 
helps balance out this whole thing. In my opinion it is weak the way it is. 
 
Sabrina: We were hoping to do that next year.  
 
Joseph Seidman; Are you saying weak visually or construction wise?  
 
Chairman Kelly: Weak visually. You look this and it balances it out. This is such a strong 
element standing by itself.  
 
Patty Kiernan: So this is definitely going to go at some point but you don’t know when? 
 
Sabrina Seidman: It entailed a variance and a good chunk of money that we could not 
put out all at once.  
 
Anne Houck: What were the variances? 
 
Sabrina Seidman: We are going to be infringing on the setbacks. Because of the porch it 
would be nine feet and the foyer. Right now we don’t need one. 
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Bruce Hartleben: I like the porch.  
 
Sabrina Seidman: So do we. 
 
Chairman Kelly: That is my predicament. I would of asked the Zoning Board to approve 
something like that since it would be such a substantial improvement to the house.  
 
Sabrina: Seidman: The interesting thing is the setback that we are infringing upon if you 
actually measure from the curb it will be the 25 feet that is required but because our 
property doesn’t start but 10 feet from the curb. It appears that it is in keeping with the 
setbacks.  
 
Patty Kiernan: I don’t have any questions. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Design wise looks like it is placed on top of the house.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It looks a little hodgepodge the way it is. That is why I strongly trying 
to figure out how the client can do that. It really softens the whole massing of this. 
 
Joseph Seidman: You mean you don’t like how it is symmetrical. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think the way it is right now is extremely weak. That is my personal 
opinion and I am an architect. When I first opened this up I said this is what is there and 
this is what they are doing this is a great improvement. Then I saw the rest of the plans 
and I understand the hardship of the plans and the budget.  
 
Joseph Seidman: To be honest with you the additional room is not a luxury for us.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I understand that. 
 
Nancy Abramson: We are talking about the design wise. We don’t know this architect 
and we usually do know the ones that come through. This current house has some great 
angles. This one now I don’t quite understand how it quite works. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: How far are you over to need a variance? 
 
Sabrina Seidman: I believe our steps begin at the setback.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Kevin do you have any suggestions as an architect, a way to give the 
extra space? 
 
Bruce Hartleben: How about the porch without the mud room? 
 
Chairman Kelly: You are still going to need a variance if it is encroaching on the 
setbacks.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Does the architect have any other options?  
 
Sabrina Seidman: He did a partial as well as a full addition.  
 
Joseph Seidman: That was out of our league.  
 
Anne Houck: The bigger addition was positive also. 
 
Joseph Seidman: Even if you approve contingent upon the porch being done within two 
years or don’t they do that? 
 
Chairman Kelly: That is a very good question. Bruce what do you think? 
 
Bruce Hartleben: When you said it begins at your steps is that current or proposed? 
 
Sabrina Seidman: Current. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: When I look at the drawings it is the roof columns and rails that add 
the weight to that side of the house not the room. I am not an architect and all you are 
adding is porch and a roof you are not adding more heated living space should not be 
too much of an additional cost.  
 
Chairman Kelly: The new entry is going to be additional. I am concerned it is never 
going to get built down the road. It may be the best of intentions. 
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Sabrina Seidman: You enter my home into my living room there is no place to put 
anything. We will be doing this.  
 
Chairman Kelly: You still need the zoning Board for approval.  
 
Nancy Abramson: We have no control on that and it could take awhile. 
   
Nancy Placona: You would apply for a building permit and then the Building inspector 
would issue a denial and that would begin the process for the Zoning Board. How long it 
would take you to get through the process would be determined how complex your 
variance request would be. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The applicant is not in a situation if they got the approval and it would 
be easy to approve this tonight subject to the Zoning Board saying yes. I think the 
majority of us like the scheme two.  
 
Joseph Seidman: Scheme two would be improving the porch.  
 
Anne Houck: The applicant is applying for scheme one tonight because that is what they 
can do. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Is there anything you can do with the roof line?  
 
Joseph Seidman: You mean it is too simple on the left side is that it? 
 
Nancy Abramson: It does not connect esthetically. 
 
Joseph Seidman: When you say it is too simple on the left you mean it should be more 
ornate. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Visually the weight does not balance. The addition of the porch balances 
out the visual of the entire house. It looks like something is missing. It is the addition of 
the porch that makes this all work. 
 
Joseph Seidman: It there any precedent of saying yes tonight to scheme one under the 
condition of or is that not possible. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I am really torn here. I am probably one of the biggest advocates for 
the home owner to try and help you through this. I am saying in good consciences I am 
having a hard time approving this and feeling awful about saying this. It just doesn’t 
work well at all and I am struggling for an easy fix until the time and the budget allows 
for that.  
 
Anne Houck: We really could approve contingent upon. 
 
Chairman Kelly: It would be subject to the Zoning Board of Appeals. 
 
Nancy Abramson: When they build this, this part of the house would stay? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Yes.  
 
Nancy Abramson: It is not like they can lift this whole roofline and keep the angle? 
 
Chairman Kelly: This part sticking out is called a rake and that line is that line. You could 
keep that. 
 
Nancy Abramson: They are. 
 
Chairman Kelly: No it is being removed.  
 
Nancy Abramson: But it is here. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The rake is being removed. This piece here is coming off and now flush 
the whole way. This plane here is all the same plane. That line there is the one above, 
this is recessed. But this, your original house this part here sticks out and that is called a 
rake. I see what you are saying do you keep that temporarily to try. 
 
Nancy Abramson: I understand you are trying to get us to tell what it is that is 
troublesome about this. There is no dimension to it any longer. It is too flat when you 
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take all of this out and putting almost like another building on top of it. It does not have 
any relation to the current structure.  
 
Joseph Seidman: Would a different configuration of windows change it up on the upper 
left. 
 
Patty Kiernan: I don’t think that it is the windows.  
 
Joseph Seidman: You said to simple on the left and I thought maybe that might help. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t know what your timing is on this overall project is. 
 
Joseph Seidman: ASAP 
 
Chairman Kelly: Are you going to do this in the winter or the spring? 
 
Joseph Seidman: Now if possible. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I was thinking maybe Thomas should do some overlays and send them 
to the board. 
 
Sabrina Seidman: What is an overlay? 
 
Chairman Kelly: It is alternatives as how to fix this and stay compliant and not have to 
go before the Zoning Board of Appeals. You all know that we like this and what do we do 
if this never happens. You may get denied and the Zoning Board may say where the 
hardship is? That is the idea of the hardship. The only hardship is that I don’t have a 
foyer. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Except you as Chairman could explain that.  
 
Patty Kiernan: If you contacted the architect and told him this works fine and this does 
not and how can we bring the two together.  
 
Chairman Kelly: My dilemma and this is truly the set back there is not much I can add 
on to this and not violate the zoning. I was going to tell you to put a little shade with 
some brackets and I may not be compliant. I don’t have a survey to even verify that. I 
don’t know how close you are. 
 
Joseph Seidman: You are saying that you can’t come up with a fix without going for a 
variance.  
 
Nancy Abramson: We are trying. But your architect might be able to come up with 
something. Is there anything in the back?  
 
Nancy Placona: The backyard drops off pretty steep. 
 
Patty Kiernan: So your only choice is to go up.  
 
Joseph Seidman: Yes.  
 
Chairman Kelly: The suggestion would be is to ask Tom to do some overlays, and 
sketches to show a couple alternatives as to what can be done. He has the flexibility to 
move a couple of windows around, he can do a couple things.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Would anything help angle wise if his changed? This is my issue this 
does not relate to this.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It looks like a collision right now. That helps it. If he starts touching that 
he might as well build over there. The more he touches the more money he will get into 
 
Patty Kiernan: I am just wondering if a little arch. 
 
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t know if he can with the setbacks. I don’t want to draw on their 
plans. Let me make a few suggestions on your drawings. I am trying to brake up some 
of that mass. When you are down here it is almost three stories. There is a lot here. 
There are some things that can be done to soften this and still not change the integrity 
of the house.  
 
Joseph Seidman: Obviously we would not need a variance for the house.  
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Chairman Kelly: This and I don’t know the setback. You have a rake here and that is 
probably a foot and a half with the shadow. Without a survey I cannot be that specific 
and I am just guessing.  
 
Patty Kiernan: You architect should be able to.  
 
Chairman Kelly: There may be a survey in Town Hall.  
 
Nancy Abramson: See how he has added a little texture to that.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Frankly I may have saved you money. See this window here is probably 
$2,500 and these are about $300.00. I am loosely sketching and obviously they are 
double hung. They may have a little window head on them. Just to give them a little 
more character. Down the road you could still do this by taking that little piece off the 
arch. If the Zoning Board says no you are still and if they say yes you really didn’t waste 
only about $500.00 in materials. 
 
Joseph Seidman: So if Tom does these overlays. 
 
Chairman Kelly: You can give Tom my number and I will speak with him.  
 
Joseph Seidman: So this would table our meeting? 
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t see in good conscience that we could approve this. 
 
Patty Kiernan: You can return next month. 
 
Chairman Kelly: He can send me the overlays ahead of time so we can save some time. 
I am just one person here and I believe it is cutting down on some of the mass. I think 
you saved money and I am not trying to tell you what to do. You may be in love with 
that window. 
 
Sabrina Seidman: No. I was hoping to start construction in two weeks. I was not found 
of that window to begin with. I like this look better.  
 
Chairman Kelly: There are a few ways to soften this. It is only a month.  
 
Sabrina Seidman: I just wanted to get going on this. 
 
Patty Kiernan: This is going to work better for you in long run and you will be happier.  
 
Nancy Abramson: Do you understand where we were coming from, it just did not 
connect. I don’t know what kind of relationship you have with your architect. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I gave you my number and he can call me. The last thing I want to do 
is dictate your house.  
Sabrina Seidman: I do like it better.  
 
Nancy Abramson; You need to ask him for more dimension. 
 
Sabrina Seidman: I am just afraid we will need a variance if anything comes out. 
 
Chairman Kelly: That is probably 18 inches but without a survey I can’t tell. I will come 
in on Friday and look at the survey and see if you are ok. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Sometimes it is helpful to have the architect at the meetings. 
 
Chairman Kelly: We do need the survey to make sure that what you can be done.  
 
6. Peter Smith        Case #ARB09-02 

    211 Kisco Ave      Alterations 

    Mt Kisco, New York 10549 
 

7. Peter Smith       Case #ARB09-03 

    211 Kisco Ave      Comprehensive  
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549   Sign Package 

 
   Peter Smith, Architect, representing both applications 

 



 27 ARB Minutes 1/21/09 

  

Peter Smith: Why don’t I quickly run through what this project is... He is going to use 
10,000 square feet of a 16,000, which has triggered Planning Board approval and ARB 
approval. In order for the building to have two occupants we need another entrance. 
This use to be Ideal Electric building. These are the plans. The floor plan of the building 
is Kisco Ave is here. To enter the parking lot you enter from Hubbells Dr here park and 
then go into Ideal Electric. What will be happening now and whatever tenant this is and 
we don’t know that right now will enter the same way as Ideal Electric did. My client will 
be entering from the opposite end of the lot where the dumpster is. The dumpster of 
course will be relocated. There will be a new entrance and a second front. That elevation 
is here. I can leave these drawings with you. This is the parking lot elevation; this is the 
Kisco Ave elevation. The building is very plain. The south side facing Preston Way will 
have three windows for the new door. The metal on the building, there is a metal fascia. 
Probably in 1977 when it was built it was black and now it is charcoal grey. The metal 
that I am using will match the faded metal. It will look like it has been there. Along with 
the signs as well as the enclosures.  
 
Anne Houck: A 1977 building restoration.  
 
Peter Smith: That is basically the architectural portion of it. The enclosures of the 
mechanicals equipment these four point and then there is the signage.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Is there any lighting by the doors.  
 
Peter Smith: There is the reset lighting by the doors, and that will be lit from within. 
There is no lighting here other than bollard lighting. Signage, the Ideal Electric signs will 
come down. One of the things that I did not put on the sign application was that there is 
a standing sign on Kisco Ave and that will be coming down. There is a sign on the wall 
and that also will be coming down. There are three signs that I would like approval for. 
One is a standing sign at the entrance to the driveway on Hubbells Dr. and it would be a 
flat metal paneled sign. It would be white lettering on a black sign. It would be a matt 
black or charcoal to match the metal on the building with a white number for the 
address. There would be a simple prism shaped light that would just light the sign itself. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Is the intent to have the name of client under this? 
 
Peter Smith: There might be two tenants on it. Just to identify any trucks that would be 
making a delivery.  
 
Nancy Placona: On the north and south elevation the maximum sign height is 24 inches. 
Right now you are showing them larger. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Right now lets’ just stay on the standing sign. You are not showing it, is 
this two sided? 
 
Peter Smith: No it would be black on the back. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s talk about the monument sign is it compliant in size?  Potentially 
there may be tenants’ names on the sign.  
 
Nancy Placona: This has to be a sign package because this would be a multi tenanted 
building. 
 
Anne Houck: The owner is a tenant and his name could go on the sign. Then you would 
leave a space for the second one. 
 
Nancy Placona: You would have to show the dimensions of the lettering for the tenants. 
 
Peter Smith: I have done that. I put it on this up to date one. I have 5” for the number 
and any other lettering would be 2” in height. 
 
Anne Houck: What would the font be?  
 
Peter Smith: It would be Helvetica, I am very boring.  
 
Chairman Kelly: the monument sign itself is ok in size. 
 
Nancy Placona: You would have to make notation that two tenants would be sharing that 
sign. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Your concern was the general sign Nancy and I cut you off. 
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Nancy Placona: The north and south elevations.  
 
Peter Smith: High on the building as you are driving on Kisco Ave you would just see the 
address.  
 
Nancy Placona: On those signs the maximum height of those sign is 24” and letters size 
12”. 
 
Peter Smith: I have them listed larger. Maybe if we could amend that now.  
 
Chairman Kelly: The number can be no higher that 12” and the sign height no larger 
than 24”. Any maximum width here? 
Nancy Placona: The width is fine.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I see no number here. If that is 24. 
 
Peter Smith: I had 3’ in width, but if we be 18” wide and 24” high? That would work for 
me. 
 
Nancy Placona: The maximum sign length not to exceed 16’ feet. 
 
Chairman Kelly: This is not his sign.  
 
Nancy Placona: He would be ok. 
 
Peter Smith: It would be a black metal sign with white letters. Also a light on it similar to 
the monument sign.  
 
Anne Houck: What is going to be stored in here? 
 
Peter Smith: He is going to be keeping his art collection here. 
 
Chairman Kelly: There is no name on the building? 
 
Peter Smith: No name. There might be a person there maybe 20 hours a week. 
 
Nancy Abramson: This is art that goes to museums? 
 
Peter Smith: Yes.  
 
Anne Houck: Can we get a tour? 
 
Peter Smith: I would love to have one myself. 
 
Chairman Kelly: We need to have a motion unless anyone has any questions. 
 
Anne Houck: I would be please to make a motion that we approve the architectural 
changes and the sign package for 211 Kisco Ave. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye on the motion. 
Patty Kiernan: Aye on the second. 
Nancy Abramson: Aye. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Nancy I am giving you this back because it superseded the other one. 
 
Nancy Placona: Minutes for 10/28/08 can we get a vote? Kevin, Anne, and Bruce present 
 
Anne Houck: Motion to accept the minutes for 10/22/08. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye on the motion 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye on the second 
Chairman Kelly: Aye  
Board All Ayes. 
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Nancy Placona: Minutes for 12/17/08, Nancy Patty and Kevin 
 
Nancy Abramson: Motion to accept minutes 12/17/08. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Second 
 
Nancy Abramson: Aye on the motion 
Chairman Kelly: Aye on the second. 
Patty Kiernan Aye. 
 
Nancy Placona: The first notice for neon signs has gone out to the merchants. They will 
have until March 1, 2009 to comply. 
 
Nancy Abramson: My concern is the sign on N Bedford Rd 353. The open for lunch sign 
is attached to an already approved sign and it does not belong there. It needs to come 
down. A sign is a sign and you cannot add to it. Nancy please look into that for us. If the 
sign needs to be changed they have to come back to our board. 
 
 
Nancy Placona: NWH I would like to put them on your next agenda for review for an 
approval. They are very close with the planning Board to a resolution on the Emergency 
Department. You have seen their power point. Now we need materials and color and 
review for their approval with this board.  
Now with CVS they are coming back to you for review. I would request that your board 
take a long look at the 4 display windows represented on their plans.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I will take some photographs of another CVS and their display windows.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Motion to adjourn. 
Nancy Abramson: Second  
Board All Ayes 
 
Respectfully Submitted By,  
 
 
Nancy Placona, Board Secretary 
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