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Minutes 

Architectural Review Board 
Village/Town of Mount Kisco 

Wednesday June 17, 2009  

7:30 P.M. 
 

Meeting called to order at 7:30 pm, Wednesday June 17, 2009, at the Municipal Building 
Mount Kisco, New York.   

 

Members Present:      Chairman Kevin Kelly 
     Anne Houck 

    Bruce Hartleben 

           
Members Absent:  Patty Kiernan 

    Nancy Abramson 

      
Staff Present:  Austin Cassidy 

 
Staff Absent:   None 

 

Architectural Review Board meeting called to order at 7:35 pm. An announcement was 
made by the Chairman that there was not a full board and the applicant could be heard 

this evening but could opt that no vote be taken until a full board was present. No 

comments from any of the applicants. All cases were heard and voted on. 
 

Returning Cases: 

 
 None 

 

New Cases: 
 

 1. Casper & Fisher    Case #ARB09-27 
     39 Smith Avenue   Comprehensive 

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549 Sign Package 

 
Attending: Tom Casper, representing the property owner 

 

Tom Casper: I am here this evening to establish a sign package. We are one of the lucky 
ones that have a new tenant just as the new ordinance was approved. The tenant did 

not understand exactly what was going on and I believe there is a violation pending for 

putting a sign up with no permit. I cannot speak on her behalf but I am hoping that we 
can resolve that. Basically I tried to assemble a packet that everyone could understand.  

 
Anne Houck: It is very complete. 

 

Tom Casper. There are two buildings. We want to put a sign a free standing directory 
sign on the street. You have two entrances to this building. (Referring to building in 

back). This front entrance to the rear building is handicap. You really don’t know from 

anywhere in the parking lot as to where to go. This sign would be located at this 
entrance and the other would show you as to where to enter for the other tenant. Once 

you got into the parking lot you would know which entrance to use.  The final tenant is 

down around the back and that is where we ran into difficulty she was putting out signs, 
so that would be the third part of the application and that is down below. She asked if 

she could put her sign out by the archway. The application is pretty straight forward.  I 
learned at the last minute that it would be best to bring samples. I called the sign man 

and he provided me with the gray, white and black for the directory. The lighter gray 

would be the background. The sign is all dimensionally compliant. The square footage 
complies with 10 square feet. The lettering will be black and the background will be 

white. The material will be a signcrete. The height of the directory is compliant.  

 
Chairman Kelly: The directory is going to be placed where you se the directory that is 

existing.  

 
Tom Casper: This little sign in the front will have to be removed.  

 

Chairman Kelly: You are going to stay on the directory? 
 

Tom Casper: Yes I believe I will have to as the ordinance is written. The two little signs 
on the front building will stay. They are by the door. I believe there a small sign around 

the back for one of the doctor’s that identifies the entrance. There are three tenants in 

this building and four in this building so it is a complicated set up.  
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Chairman Kelly: This is presently your office. 
 

Tom Casper: On the second floor. 

 
Anne Houck: And Dina Khader is on the front and this signage on the porch wall refers 

to your entrance and Dr. Empfield has a similar sign on the back? 
 

Tom Casper: Correct. On the back building. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Now we have the Hodge podge on the door. 

 

Tom Casper: There are two doors and this one is the handicap entrance and it would 
have one of these smaller signs. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Where is that going and how is it going to be mounted? 
 

Tom Casper: At this point the proposal is to put it on the same post that is already 
there. On the side literally this door faces this way. That is the main entrance to this 

building. That is where the second directory will be.  

 
Chairman Kelly: When you say directory there. 

 

Tom Casper: This directory would go on the wall there.  
 

Anne Houck: It would replace all those signs. 

 
Chairman Kelly: This says that it is 23 ½”. It does not appear to be that wide.  

 

Tom Casper: I did not measure that. What generally is a door width? 
 

Chairman Kelly: The sides here are probably 14”. 
 

Tom Casper: I would say that it is wider than that. We can put something that would 

hang off the side of the building.  
 

Chairman Kelly: We also have this. 

Tom Casper: I just did not want to hide anything that is inside when you go in here on 
the window.  

 

Austin Cassidy: What is the signing question? 
 

Chairman Kelly: This sign is 26 ½”. They are proposing to put that sign in that space. I 
don’t see how that is going to fit there.  

 

Tom Casper: That is a good point. One choice is to put it out. 
 

Austin Cassidy: You have approximately a foot, foot and a half work space, maximum in 

width. 
 

Tom Casper: So that is about 8”. It could be suspended out from the building. By the 

time that you get to the door, I guess it could be smaller. I am afraid that it might be 
too small. 

 
Chairman Kelly: We don’t have a good shot of this side of the building? 

 

Tom Casper: No.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Is there anyway to do the same post detail like right there. Make 

matching everything. Just to the right I see some plantings and I didn’t know if it could 
get rid of the hodge podge on the front of this building.  

 

Nancy Placona: I believe that would be a better idea than having the projecting sign.  
 

Tom Casper: That is the door and those are the signs. This is the one she wants to put 

down there.  
 

Bruce Hartleben: This one? 
 

Tom Casper: That is the one she wants to put inside her window. It is hanging inside not 

painted on.  
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Nancy Placona: It is to be 25% or less of one window.  
 

Chairman Kelly: We are going to take this step by step. I guess counsel what we are 

thinking at the moment is to take the same detail and potentially put it right there. 
 

Tom Casper: How tall would that be? 
 

Chairman Kelly: About 36”. 

 
Tom Casper: So if you put that other directory here just high enough over the bushes. 

Would there be any question as to what it would be referring to? 

 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t think so and it is cleaner than that.  

 

Anne Houck: In terms of the flow of signage it would mean that all three of these major 
signs and they would replicate in design not in content. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Otherwise it is going to be sticking nearly a foot off the building. 

 

Tom Casper: I wasn’t proposing that. You got me on that one and I hadn’t even thought 
about that. What would that be a double post?  

 

Chairman Kelly: It will look just like this one? 
 

Nancy Placona: Will there be lighting? 

 
Tom Casper: There is lighting on this one from the top. What do you think is better, 

lighting from the top down or from the bottom up? 

 
Chairman Kelly: If it is close to the ground you could do some up lighting and it would 

be neat and clean. 
 

Tom Casper: Ok. 

 
Anne Houck; It would give you some extra lighting near the door.  

 

Austin Cassidy: Just a note that you should have shielding on any of the up lights. 
 

Tom Casper: I saw that in the ordinance and we will be sure to do that.  

 
Chairman Kelly: We have talked about and we call it building number two sign at their 

both entrances. We spoke about what Bruce mentioned at this building since we are on 
that building. This sign in the back cannot exceed 25% of the window. 

 

Tom Casper: I think it was installed as one piece. I will tell the tenant that it must be 
smaller. 

 

Chairman Kelly: If I continue down the paved area through the little arbor, I come to 
this? 

 

Tom Casper: It is hidden away. 
 

Chairman Kelly: But that is going to go, correct? Either it has to be redesigned to 25% 
or it has to go away. 

 

Nancy Placona: Yes you are correct; it must come down to 25%, or eliminate it.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Just like the earlier comment that this and you can’t even read what is 

under the arched window, and this has to be a max of 25%. Now we are down to the 
arbor.  

 

Tom Casper: Beyond that arbor and you go down and this is where the window is and 
her door. It is quite separate and apart and clearly not 25%. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Now we are down to the “Smile Design “sign. How many Signs are they 
allowed Nancy?  

 
Nancy Placona: Everything they have is the directory in the front and the directory for 

the rear of the building. Since this tenant does not have street frontage it would allow 



 4 ARB Minutes 6/17/09 

    

here to have this sign as well as being on the directory and her window signs must be 

reduced.  
 

Anne Houck: But because she does not have street frontage and inline with the recent 

memorandum this is what allows her to have that? 
Nancy Placona: Right.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Now the question is do we like the sign, and number two, just a general 

question. Right now the two entry signs that we just looked at are double posted signs. 

That one can be double posted and we have to go back and talk about colors. This one 
now is going to be double posted and is in eye shot of that one. Do we want to be 

consistent or am I missing something? I know that it is shoehorned in there.  

 
Tom Casper: This is not double posted it is single posted. There is a bracket off here that 

use to hang something and a bracket here that does hang that one. If you don’t mind 

we would like to continue to use that. The post is this gray thing with the light on top. It 
looks like it is part of the building.  

 
Anne Houck: This is hung off of that?  

 

Tom Casper: Yes. 
 

Chairman Kelly: That will actually go away now.  

 
Tom Casper: Yes that bracket will be gone. It does change what you want to do in the 

other corner.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s talk about how all of these are going to get mounted. Having said 

that obviously we have that one system proposed there. 

 
Tom Casper: It is kind of what is there now although we have to replace it because the 

post that is there now is too tall. This is basically what is there in the back. 
 

Chairman Kelly: So we are going back and if we are going that route, do we do that here 

too. 
 

Tom Casper: The same type of bracket? 

 
Chairman Kelly: Same type of bracket detail throughout.  

 

Tom Casper: That sounds fine. Now on this you would do a post here and the bracket 
out this way? You would want the post by the building. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Correct. Are their any questions or comments? I think the graphics are 

terrific. 

 
Anne Houck: It seems clean and smiles. 

 

Tom Casper: The only people that are ever going to see that are the people in the back 
parking lot. 

 

Anne Houck: That is not our concern who sees it. We have to address the esthetics of it 
whether or not thousands of people see it or just her patients see it.  

 
Tom Casper: No I meant as far as consistency there is no way it can be seen from the 

street so that it would conflict.  

 
Anne Houck: It doesn’t have to.  It needs not to detracted and needs to not to be 

adverse to the style of the surroundings. 

Chairman Kelly: So you feel strongly that going back to the regular post. 
 

Anne Houck: I think it needs to be mounted in a similar fashion, but I was only talking 

about the graphics of the sign and I agree the hanging apparatus needs to be the same. 
The directory signs would go forward with the building until another design package 

came forward. So if this tenant should go her sign goes with her. Any other business 

would have to present their sign in a similar fashion.  
 

Chairman Kelly: All these tenants are on board for changing this sign?  
 

Tom Casper: Yes. 
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Chairman Kelly: Bruce do you have any other questions? 

 
Bruce Hartleben: No I don’t but we should go over it one more time to make sure. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Let’s go step by step. In the front of this site… 
 

Austin Cassidy: May I suggest something? Just checking there was all this here there 
dialog are you going to be able to transcribe that? 

 

Nancy Placona: I will refer to the photographs they will be lettered.  
 

Chairman Kelly: This is for argument sake is sign number one the front directory. 

 
Nancy Placona: It is two sided correct? 

 

Chairman Kelly: Yes. This is sign number two and three. Number four is the removal of 
the small posted sign in the front of the building is to be removed. Number five would be 

the reduction of Westchester Smile Design sign in the window to 25%. Number six 
would be the reduction or removal of the interior sign in the rear building front window 

to be reduced to 25% to be compliant. Number seven is the actual sign for the dentist’s 

office as a post sign. 
 

Anne Houck: The post sign is to mirror and match the other two signs. 

 
Chairman Kelly: That is everything. Are we counting that as the motion? One through 

seven can I get a motion to approve as discussed? 

 
Anne Houck: I move that we approve the sign package for 39 Smith Avenue as 

discussed with the applicant. 

 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 

 
Board All Ayes. 

 

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

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 
 

 2. Beehive Co-op LLC    Case #ARB09-27 

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

 
    Petra Geiger, tenant representing the application 

 

Chairman Kelly: Isn’t there a sign there now? 
 

Nancy Placona: Yes, she has a temporary sign permit. The only comment for this 

application is that the sign for the Boy’s and Girl’s Club Teen Center is a compliant sign, 
but must be moved to the entrance of the teen center and cannot be on the façade that 

it exists on now. 

 
Anne Houck: The only difference between the two signs is the dimensions. 

 
Petra Geiger: In order to maximize visibility we are increasing the size. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Is it going in the same location? 
 

Petra Geiger: No, it is going over the door.  

 
Chairman Kelly: I thought it was over a door. 

 

Anne Houck: No it is on the column right now. 
 

Petra Geiger: The column is too small and you cannot read it from across the street. 

 
Chairman Kelly: We will call that sign number one. Now the tailor’s sign. 

 
Anne Houck: What does their sign look like now? 

 

Nancy Placona: It is a light box, blue background with white lettering.  
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Chairman Kelly: This is not a light box, correct? 
 

Petra Geiger: Correct, this is a wood sign.  

 
Chairman Kelly: With the two lights above. Do you have lighting in the soffit of your 

store?   
 

Petra Geiger: Yes. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Do you have permission to make any modifications? 

 

Petra Geiger: Yes. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Based on that do we want to make a motion with the terms that have 

been discussed? 
 

Bruce Hartleben: What about the Boy’s club Sign moved or removed? 
 

Chairman Kelly: It will have to be moved to their entrance. It will not be apart of this 

application? 
 

Nancy Placona: Yes it will be part of this application and the comprehensive sign 

package since it is involving this building. 
 

Anne Houck: Do we know where it is going to go? 

 
Nancy Placona: It has to be moved to the entrance façade.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: They don’t have any street frontage, are they allowed a second sign? 
 

Nancy Placona: If they want to appeal they have that option with the landlord consent.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Are they aware of this change? 

 
Nancy Placona: I will notify them of the ordinance and the sign package that the 

landlord has applied for. 

 
Bruce Hartleben: Do they have street frontage: 

 

Chairman Kelly: Yes. 
 

Anne Houck: They get street exposure from the north as cars come down from the 
intersection. It is hard to read anyway. 

 

Chairman Kelly: I suspect they will be back here.  
 

Bruce Hartleben: I don’t understand why it would have to be moved.  

 
Nancy Placona: A sign has to be over an entrance with the new ordinance. Since there is 

an application before you tonight regarding a comprehensive sign package, that sign will 

then have to come into compliance as far as the location. This sign currently is 
dimensionally compliant; it just has to be relocated. It is also compliant with the 

materials as to what is being proposed in the sign package before you. 
 

Anne Houck: I move that we accept the sign package as discussed to include a white 

border around the Mt. Kisco Tailors & Cleaners sign with the curved edge matching the 
Beehive Co-op sign and to include a removal and relocation of the Mount Kisco Boys & 

Girls Club Teen Center sign over their entrance to their facility on the south elevation of 

the building.  
 

Petra Geiger: I just want to notify the owners that they do not have to do their sign 

right away.  
 

Nancy Placona: Tonight you are establishing the package so now they would fall under 

the amortization guidelines.  
 

Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 

Board All Ayes. 
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Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second. 
Chairman Kelly; Aye 

 

 
  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
         3. Lou Levy     Case #ARB09-29 

     Cabrera Shopping Ctr.   Façade Alterations 

     Henry’s Deli Complex      
     351 Lexington Avenue 

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 

     Lou Levy, contractor 

     Michael Piccirillo, architect representing the application 
 

Michael Piccirillo: This is set back from the road quite a bit. We are proposing to do a 

whole new front façade. We have a mixture of stucco and brick façade with brick veneer 
with fiber glass columns to match the stucco, and a metal roof. These windows are 

existing on the apartment; we would make the egress compliant. We would come across 

with the new façade. There are currently two stores one Henry’s Deli and the retail 
store. We tried to reflect some of the other brick buildings across the street and next 

door. This section down below is actually thin brick. The upper section is going to be 

stucco brick to match in color. These are the samples of the stucco brick, but obviously 
it is going to be this color to match. We also have a sample of the metal roof.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: You said that this was going to match that neighbors building? 

 

Michael Piccirillo: As far as the color and I made note that they had a green canopy. This 
is our storefront and our glass. The crown up top will be stucco. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Are you doing a green aluminum span? 
 

Michael Piccirillo: Just the copping cap. 

 
Lou Levy: The top cap is going to match the roof that is aluminum and galvanized. It is 

a heavier gauged roof not the lighter. That will be the same band as here and then from 
here down will be the drive stucco along with the molding. Down below we are going to 

use the real brick because of all the traffic. On top and it will match color and it will be 

acrylic. This is a blue synthetic stone which is very realistic looking. It has a cap that is 
on the top and existing. This is the cap on top of the brick. It is 2 ½” like a Wayne’s cap. 

That is going along the wall and also it is going to at the top of those columns. It is 

cultured but very realistic. We forgot to bring a sample. 
 

Chairman Kelly: How big is this window, the one you are changing? Square feet. 

 
Michael Piccirillo: It would be 5.7.  

 
Lou Levy: It is a full egress; there is an active apartment up there.  

 

Michael Piccirillo: It will be code compliant.  
 

Chairman Kelly: We are not tonight approving any signage? 

 
Nancy Placona: No signage.  

 

Chairman Kelly: This is just calling out where potentially signs are going to go? 
 

Michael Piccirillo: I drew the sign band here and along with Henry’s Deli. 

 
Chairman Kelly: The clock?  

 
Michael Piccirillo: The clock will be a surface mounted clock and not back lit.  

 

Lou Levy: It will be an active clock.  
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Bruce Hartleben: Will there be chimes? 
 

Lou Levy: No. 

 
Anne Houck: How much is the space from the columns? 

 
Lou Levy: That is about five foot.  

 

Michael Piccirillo: It is four feet. We are going to do stamped concrete for the walkway.  
 

Lou Levy: The walkway is going to be concrete and a blue stoned curb. Right now they 

do have some concrete bumpers. We are actually going to bring it out a little further 
with a concrete curb and take away the bumpers that are there and bring it out about 

eight feet. Right now the overhung roof is six feet. The purpose for bringing the curb out 

that far is so we can eliminate the concrete buffers and the cars do not pull into the new 
pews. 

 
Austin Cassidy: If the board approves this we will need for the purpose of record a 

rendition of the actual lighting fixtures on the building.  

 
Lou Levy: They are on the plan and they are a little faint. 

 

Anne Houck: They are on the right side elevation 3, and 4. 
 

Chairman Kelly: I noted it on the plans for approval. 

 
Anne Houck: I have no other questions. 

 

Chairman Kelly: This triangle here and here? 
 

Lou Levy: That will be like a gable we will make the same with detail and molding, the 
same standard seam material. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Any questions? Can we get a motion? 
 

Anne Houck: I make a motion to approve as noted for 351 Lexington Avenue.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: Second.  

 

Board All Ayes. 
 

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

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 
Minutes for May 20, 2009 were not approved due to lack of quorum for vote, moved to 

the July 15, 2009 agenda. 

General Discussion: 
 

Chairman Kelly: Austin and I had conversation as to what degree do we think that this 

board needs to review if a building comes and wants to change from siding to stucco?  
No architectural changes. 

 
Austin Cassidy: We are talking residential only. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Do we think that needs to come before this board? 
 

Anne Houck: I have one concern. Some of the vinyl siding applications have erased 

previous architectural existing features of buildings and contractors are famous for doing 
that. I know that their goal is to reduce the maintenance and increase the 

weatherproofing of the building and other worthwhile goals. As an Architectural Review 

Board member that is a concern of mine. I don’t know if that is within the prevue of any 
other person besides this board. 

 

Chairman Kelly: We struggled with this conversation also. I could take it even further 
with replacing wood clapboard with vinyl clapboards just because of maintenance and 

the details are basically still there. Is that something Austin or I could sign off and say 
that it is not necessary to come to the board?  Or is it a judgment call by Austin to say 

that there is no material change here or would we want them in front of the board no 

matter what? I am looking for direction from everybody. We both struggled saying it is a 
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very fine line. I will play devils advocate, your house if you decide to change to shingles 

do you think that it should come before the board? 
 

Bruce Hartleben:  You said stucco to clapboard, that would allow people and it is 

accepted and they don’t come before the board then people would change from stucco 
to clapboard and that seems to me that is a big enough deal where they should. I would 

rather air on the side of them coming in. Then there is a smaller degree where it is just 
clapboard and they are just changing the material from wood clapboard to vinyl siding.  

 

Chairman Kelly: If it is going to match the concept of the original, it probably would not 
have to come before the board. So if it were wood clapboard and changed it to vinyl 

clapboard, probably would not have to come here.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: So if it is a geometrical change then it should and if it is a substance 

change no. That might be the objective way to measure it. 

 
Chairman Kelly: I think that is a fair standard. If it is a change of architect by materials 

it should come before this board.  
 

Anne Houck: There are many buildings in town where that has been done.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Like the bicycle shop, I would love to know what is under that complex. 

There is probably a beautiful building hiding under that. Motion to adjourn. 

 
Respectfully Submitted By, 

 

 
Nancy Placona,  

Board Secretary  

 
 

  
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

  

 
 

 


