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                                     Minutes 

Architectural Review Board 
Village/Town of Mount Kisco 
Wednesday October 20, 2010  

7:30 P.M. 
 

Meeting called to order at 7:30 pm, Wednesday October 20, 2010 at 
the Municipal Building Mount Kisco, New York. Chairman Kelly 
 
Members Present:     Chairman Kevin Kelly 
     Bruce Hartleben 
    Anne Houck 
    Patty Kiernan 
             
  
Members Absent: Nancy Abramson 
       
Staff Present:  None 
 
Staff Absent:   Austin Cassidy  
 
Returning Cases: 
 

1. Mount Kisco Communications  Case #ARB10-11 
14A S. Moger Ave     Amend Sign 
Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Sign Package    
      
****No Show**** 
 

2. Northern Westchester Hospital  Case #ARB10-13        
400 Main Street     Comprehensive 

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Sign Package 
    
   Attending: Leland McKenna, GDS Inc. 
   Chris Shipinsky, Northern Westchester Hospital 
           David Hepburn, Northern Westchester Hospital 
 

Leland McKenna: We are happy to be back. After our last meeting we 
basically took all the suggestions by the board and revised everything 
so that it would meet the suggestions and now we are re-presenting 
to the board. The way that the package is organized is hopefully very 
orderly for you. The first thing that I would like to point out is we 
have all the specifications drawings in this one packet.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Before we get into it Bruce and I did a site visit and 
walked through so we may have input with some concerns whether 
some of the signs were put into the right locations. We will walk 
through those tonight also.  
 
Leland McKenna: The first thing that I would like to say is that every 
single sign that is in the package is within the town’s regulations 
except for this one sign. We talked about it last time; this is the one 
that is posted on the building. We’ve talked about it and we do have 
a final ruling on it. This is the only one that is not within the 
dimensional guidelines.  
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Chairman Kelly: That one is above our threshold. You will need a 
variance for that. We can make recommendations to the Zoning 
Board one way or another. I think that emotions have gone back and 
forth as to whether it is a good idea, not a good idea myself included. 
Let’s put this on the table for the moment and we will review 
everything else. 
 
Leland McKenna: Everyone has this location map in front of you. 
What I would like to do is go through this package. Every single 
location that is part of this space you will see a picture of it, on this 
plan and make a mark for the following sign locations, 9, 8, 7, 19, 
18, and 17. Those you will not see pictures, those are phase two of 
the project. They will not be different sign types, but we are waiting 
for the construction to be finished and for the hospital to decide what 
will happen in that back area. 
 
Chairman Kelly: On those, are there going to be any other options?  
 
Chris Shipinsky: No, not that we know of.  
 
Leland McKenna: If you would please turn to location one. Location 
one (1) is the main cube sign out front. We had very positive feed 
back on this sign at our last meeting, so there is no change with this 
sign.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Now can you just quickly if you have it. In 
comparison to what is out there right now, this is a little bit higher 
because of the base. I think that is pretty much the difference in the 
height. Bruce and I went out and we did measure some stuff. I don’t 
think that it is earth shattering. I think that the only difference is the 
pedestal that it is on.  
 
Leland McKenna: Next location is the recommendation of the ARB’s 
last meeting was to take one sign that we would have to get a 
variance for and change it so that there are two signs within the 
code.  
 
Chairman Kelly: That is location #2 
 
Chris Shipinsky: This in retrospect works best for us, in my opinion.  
 
Leland McKenna: I should have noted this at the start. The last 
design that this board saw the top part of these signs are actually cut 
out, the hospital has now made them rectangular.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: It looks better and it conforms to the cube sign out 
front. Everything will be cohesive.  
 
Leland McKenna: Location #3 this sign was shown last time and the 
board did not have any issues with this sign.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Stop right there. In your package look to just in 
front of the van (Viewing photographs) there is actually another sign 
there. Is it going to disappear?  
 
Leland McKenna: That is going.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It wasn’t addressed either way last time.  
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Anne Houck: Anything that is not listed on this diagram is gone?  
 
Leland McKenna: Correct.  Anything else on that location?  
 
Chairman Kelly: No. 
 
Leland McKenna: Wallace Pavilion is location #4. The 
recommendation of the board was… 
 
Bruce Hartleben: On #3 what is the height? 
 
Leland McKenna: 6’3”. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: the temporary one out there is 10’. 
 
Leland McKenna: The existing signs actually are outside of the new 
ordinance. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: There are no dimensions on here. 
 
Leland McKenna: The location for the Wallace Pavilion  signage is the 
recommendation of the hospital board that we have it on the awning. 
We took it off the awning and put it back right over the glass.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: We are also going to move the Northern 
Westchester Hospital sign also back.  
 
Chairman Kelly: That was one of our comments when we were out 
there; we were thinking you probably would not see it. It did not 
make any sense.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: Before we go on. I know a lot of people that work in 
the hospital and they mentioned that they always refer with patients 
and their families to use the main entrance.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: That becomes problematic and we are trying to 
communicate with them to be a little clearer. They do use the term 
main entrance. We have people show up at the north entrance 
because when you drive it the North Building looks like the main 
entrance. You will have people showing up at the ED (Emergency 
department) when it is completed. Because when you walk out of the 
visitor’s lot that is the first place you see. Especially out patient 
surgery we try to have them clarify. You need to use the proper 
name so people will go to the right door. We are working on that.  
 
Leland McKenna: Location #5 was always a part of the package and 
it was not pictured last time. Now we are giving you the visual.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: That is the lot across from the Wallace Pavilion.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Curiosity, is this physician parking? Nobody is going 
to get in. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: They will be carded. Keep in mind that naming can 
be adjusted down the road? Physician parking for the purpose of 
what we use that lot for now and bringing this to you it is physician 
parking. It might not be going forward.  
 
Anne Houck: You mean nurses parking. 
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Chris Shipinsky: That is what we are using it for now. Parking changes 
this will be physician parking and the RN parking will be in the North 
Lot. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Are they really designated that way? Could it just be 
staff parking?  
 
Chris Shipinsky: It could be. That is why I am being open with you 
because it may not. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Do we want to put an option in here?  
 
Chris Shipinsky: That is fine.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Are you comfortable with Staff Parking?  
 
Chris Shipinsky: I am.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Only because when we vote on this so you don’t 
have to come back with something like this.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: My next question, if we are changing a name, do we 
have to come back? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Technically yes. That is why I am looking for some 
wiggle room. If we need to go back we will.  Do you want the ability 
to call this Staff? 
 
Chris Shipinsky: Staff would be better and that is how we refer to it 
across the board.  
 
Chairman Kelly: The option or the alternate “Staff Parking”, that 
means either on you would not have to come back. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: Perfect. The next two signs that you see are two 
different options for the same location.  
 
Leland McKenna: It is in your other packet.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: This is because before giving it to my committee in 
house to look at I wanted to bring it to your board.  
 
Chairman Kelly: If we are not talking about 9, 8, 7, why are we 
talking about 6 tonight?  
 
Chris Shipinsky: Because this needs to be done as soon as the 
Emergency Room gets done. Those are phase two for other purposes. 
This is to get it into the planning for the new Emergency Department 
that is going to open in December.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Do we have a photograph of exactly where that is 
going other than the map? 
 
Leland McKenna: No, it is under construction.  
 

Chris Shipinsky: It is not built yet. We don’t need to finalize this 
tonight. I want your input on it moving forward. The first sign that see 
conforms to everything. I wouldn’t think that that would be issue.The 
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option I had to bring forward only for the urgency of finding the 
emergency room when you pull up on site.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: Personally I like the emergency sign but you don’t 
see it until you have made the two turns on the property. I would 
suggest why not the same red sign you have on sign #2. As soon as 
you come on site there is an emergency sign 

 
Patty Kiernan: Although on that sign Emergency Room is in red.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: Look at that sign compared to this sign. Wouldn’t it 
be recognized easier? 

 
Leland McKenna: Bruce if it is an option for you it is very easy for us to 
change. A lot of times we will do a red band and have white lettering. 
Then it shows up better. 

 
Anne Houck: How are these being lit at night? 

 
Leland McKenna: It is reflective vinyl so when a car turns and the lights 
hit the sign it reflects back.  

 
Anne Houck: The one near the Emergency Room is internally lit? 

 
Leland McKenna: Correct. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Bruce are you suggesting that they do a band? 

 
Bruce Hartleben: I do like that sign and I am afraid that it will not be 
seen when making the turn.  

 
Patty Kiernan: Are you suggesting that they do this band there? 

 
Anne Houck: You could do both. You could do the red band with white 
lettering on the first sign when you enter the property and then also 
have the more visible sign closer. 

 
Chairman Kelly: That is the first sign that you see. That’s #2. 

 
Anne Houck: You could put the more prominent lettering for both.  

 
Leland McKenna: This #2 and you would want to have it on #3. 

 
Chairman Kelly: You would take that red band and insert it in there 
(Referring to plans). 

 
Patty Kiernan: Are you saying that sign is noncompliant?  

 
Chairman Kelly: No.  

 
Chris Shipinsky: No, what I didn’t do is take this to our committee to 
get their approval. I have the two options and we will come back to this 
meeting for the sign if we need to. I wanted to show both to get your 
input because of my job  I am more practical then asthetic. I would 
prefer to see this then to see this. My question is would you have a 
problem with either?  
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Chairman Kelly: Now that we are incorporating the red band into both 
signs now let’s go back and look at that alternative. How do we re-work 
that? 

 
Patty Kiernan: You wouldn’t or you would use the other sign? 
 
Leland McKenna: This is submitted today.  

 
Patty Kiernan: You’re saying if they decide to go with that one. 

 
Chris Shipinsky: If my committee decides to go with that one. 

 
Bruce Hartleben: You can do that sign but just change the background 
and lettering. That is a whole different sign.  

 
Chris Shipinsky: Correct. 

 
Bruce Hartleben: This one continues your wave.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Do we just take the square and bring it under the 
white line and put it in red. That would be the red square with the 
white lettering. (Chairman Kelly drawing example).  

 
Bruce Hartleben: It keeps your wave.  

 
Chris Shipinsky: It makes it a little more prominent. That is conforming 
to all the other signs.  

 
Chairman Kelly: This makes more sense. Especially now that we have 
inserted it at the location and it is consistent throughout. 

 
Leland McKenna: We are keeping this at the very top. Red band with 
white lettering.  

 
Chairman Kelly: It is substantial.  

 
Anne Houck: It will pop a lot.  
 

Chris Shipinsky: You are going to make the changes before I present it.  
 

Chairman Kelly: We really went as an open book. We were concerned 
in certain locations that you were short changing yourselves. All the 
signage in the world you are not going to see certain things. 

 
Chris Shipinsky: That is why I wanted Leland to bring this one with him 
also.  

 
Leland McKenna: Just for my purposes, the process is that we are 
tweaking some designs and obviously going to send the final drawing 
package back to the ARB. Do we have to wait another month to 
approve those designs?  
 
Nancy Placona: If you’re looking for a vote tonight obviously the board 
is not going to vote on submission unseen. They can go through your 
package and approve part of the package but you would have to return 
with the balance of signage and the board would have to review and 
vote. You case would be treated as a returning case. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Number 11 is new right? 
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Leland McKenna: No. It just wasn’t depicted.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Bruce and I thought that this was important when we 
went out there.  

 
Leland McKenna: You can see that there is a sign there in the back that 
does nothing. That is gone. 

 
Bruce Hartleben: This is a picture of the island right there... 

 
Chairman Kelly: We thought that was the location that you really 
needed.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: You are standing and you don’t know whether to go 
right or left.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Is there anything that we can do about the “Do Not 
Enter” sign and make it look a little healthier.  

 
Chris Shipinsky: Part of what we are working on is with the DOT 
(Department of Transportation) signage.  

 
Chairman Kelly: If we are going to go through all of this process maybe 
we can get an upgrade. You have to make it clear otherwise people are 
going to want to go up that way. The building sign right behind it is 
going away. The North Building sign is gone.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: There are a couple of arrow signs that need 
correcting.  

 
Chris Shipinsky: I would put all of those arrows in the same direction at 
that location. At that point everybody has to stay to the right or go 
straight.  

 
Leland McKenna: The next location #12 is the one that previously we 
had up on the building. We have gone away from that just because of 
the sizing issues. This was the alternative that the board wanted to 
see.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: When we went out there we thought that this was a 
great spot.  

 
Chris Shipinsky: It is actually the only spot. It works.  

 
Leland McKenna: #13 it has always been in the package and it wasn’t 
pictured last time. It was on the location map it just wasn’t in the 
pictures.  

 
 

Chris Shipinsky: Nancy, for the record please make note that Mike 
Caruso is illegally parked in a Fire Zone. I would like a copy of the 
minutes when they are available. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any questions about #13? What about #14?  
Bruce and I have questions about 14. When we went out there we 
thought and we had conversations as to whether we should go here at 
one point. It doesn’t work the fictitious sign that is not there but really 
is there.  
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Chris Shipinsky: The high wall mounted one?  
 

Chairman Kelly: That one just doesn’t work.  
 

Chris Shipinsky: That one goes away. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I am just saying it doesn’t work well. We are thinking 
that you might want it there. Right on the big blank brick wall.  

 
Bruce Hartleben: Sign 15 is there already.  

 
Chairman Kelly: 15 wasn’t supposed to be there. If you look at the 
previous packages it was slated out.  

 
Leland McKenna: 15 has always been there. It was always there. You 
never got this one on the second page?  

 
 

Chairman Kelly: What Bruce and I are saying is when we went there 
and Bruce has photographs to show you the best place that we think 
and maybe you want to go back and talk to your board, is that wall. 
We were walking all over the parking lot out to the street you don’t see 
this.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: That is why this one was actually put here. For people 
who park their car there.  
 
Chairman Kelly: You just don’t see it. We are just thinking in the 
interest of the hospital you might be doing yourself a dis-service and it 
might really want to be up here. You can really see it.  
 
Leland McKenna: If I could jump in for a moment. Something that the 
hospital thought was important is that there is another entrance around 
and down on this side of the building. So by putting it to the far right 
as possible. 
 
Chairman Kelly: We are looking at this one. We think that this is in the 
wrong spot and is not doing you a service. That if it were up here you 
get a lot more bang for your buck. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: Also pointing to the North Building. We were more 
interested in the Cancer Treatment Center being short changed. Unless 
you are pedestrian traffic right there you don’t know that it is there. 
That is right at the steps. 
 
Anne Houck: People park and then they decide where they need to go.  

 
Leland McKenna: This is only for pedestrian traffic this sign. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: That is only for people coming across the walkway. 
 
Nancy Placona: Just as a reminder that it might be possible it will need 
a variance.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: I like the sign that you have for the North Building, 
the monument sign. Can you put a monument sign here that just says 
Caner Treatment and Wellness Center?  
 
Chairman Kelly: Up on the railing?  
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Bruce Hartleben: Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t know if there is enough room. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: It would be difficult. Essentially that sign is at the end 
of crosswalk. When you are coming across that is the sign that you are 
walking to.  
 
Chairman Kelly: When you are driving up you would see that. 
 
Anne Houck: When you are coming out of the parking lot and you need 
to make a decision about whether you are going to the North Entrance 
or you go to the Cancer Treatment and Wellness Center. What is this 
other entrance for?   
 
Chris Shipinsky: What you have is that building is a two level building. 
The canopy level on top is the infusion center; the lower level is the 
radiation treatment center.  
 
Anne Houck: There are two separate treatment centers for two 
separate levels of treatment.  
 
Chairman Kelly: This one you can’t even read that.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: You are right you can’t.  
 
Chairman Kelly: That is what started this whole thing with Bruce and I 
going back and forth. Where do you see anything for this wing and 
think about it and you keep saying pedestrian but you are driving up 
and you are confused you are not sure where you are going. What do 
you see first? We thought that maybe this possibility and maybe you 
need to go back to your board and talk with them. I am not trying to 
strong arm you, but we are really thinking about where do you see the 
best location?  
 
Chris Shipinsky: The only thing that we are concerned about is once 
you park and the people walking out. Which was more or less was the 
whole purpose of that sign.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Do you think that they are not going to see it at that 
point? 
 
Chris Shipinsky: That one on top?  
 
Chairman Kelly: We did not take a picture from that angle. I know 
when we were out at the sidewalk all the way out, we would see it.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: The only thing that I feel we need to do, is still have 
something to direct. I have no problem getting it up here. I still have to 
find another way with another sign at one point, to direct people which 
way. As you are driving into the North Parking Lot, again I have to go 
back to the whole thing people are confused right off the bat. They are 
either coming in for a surgery, they have other things on their mind. I 
don’t know how much they are going to pay attention to as they are 
driving. As they get out of their car and start walking to a building with 
so many different entrances, out patient surgery and all that. They are 
all told to come through the North Building entrance. It is all just trying 
to make it as clear as possible to direct them to whatever building. 
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Chairman Kelly: Bruce, I don’t know if there is enough room there to 
do it with the rail.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: It is on the outside of the rail.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: You are out of the line of sight. It might not be 
prominent enough 
 
Chairman Kelly: Skip over #13 and #14 and continue. Now we get to 
#15 and do we need it there? If this the graphic, same thing and it is 
not much difference that what you have now, except it is illuminated.  
 
Leland McKenna: It is satin aluminum. This will be prominent.  
 
Patty Kiernan: You are putting on this side because of the… 
 
Chris Shipinsky: The funny thing is that this is the cancer Center 
building and actually this is the North Building. I am just concerned 
about the North Building way finding.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Now we go to #16. 
 
Leland McKenna: It is very straight forward.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Is there any reason why we don’t have that little 
swoop like we had on all the others?  
 
Nancy Placona: It is considered a way finding. 
 
Chairman Kelly: All I am asking is should we incorporate that little 
swoop of color. It seems to be the logo of the hospital now. 
 
Leland McKenna: We can do that. I think that the initial intent was to 
and the size of the sign is still small, they wanted to maximize the 
space. I think that is a fair point.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: Within code can we make it a little bigger? 
 
Chairman Kelly: It is a way finding sign. I think that it is within reason.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: It is still prominent enough so it can be seen. 
 
Nancy Placona: the height of that is 6’? 
 
Leland McKenna: The sign itself, just the panel is 21” high by 33” wide 
and yes 6” for the posts (to the top).  
 
Chairman Kelly: That would be my only input, to try to match. What 
does everyone else think? 
 
Board all agree. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Can’t you keep this one as a way finding sign? Maybe 
they can make it smaller.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: What if we just did the way finding there for the North  
Building?  
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Chairman Kelly: Do you want to go back to them? They may not like it. 
I think Bruce and I walked around there pretty well. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: Do we need to consider maybe another monument 
back here somewhere? I am talking more the northeast corner of the 
Cancer Center.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: Isn’t radiology there? 
 
Chris Shipinsky: Radiation down below. We are addressing as a whole 
on that corner of the building. That was one of the reasons we dropped 
it there.  
 
Anne Houck: It doesn’t really tell the individual whether they are going 
for an infusion treatment or radiation. 
 
Chairman Kelly: It will need to be added here too. Clarification that  
there are two different services.  
 
Leland McKenna: If I could jump in because this is directly from Joel. 
He wanted it simplified just for the Cancer Treatment and Wellness 
Center. He did not want to separate them. That was directly from Joel.  
 
Anne Houck: What is this sign? 
 
Leland McKenna: It is a No Smoking sign. 
 
Anne Houck: Is there anyway to put a monument here? I don’t know if 
the space allows.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I think you are hearing that we think that you are 
doing a disservice there and I think that you need to study that one.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: Keep in mind yes the two levels of the Cancer 
Treatment building are two different things, but when you go into the 
North Building it is six different things.  
 
Chairman Kelly: True, I would not be going to that one section at all. If 
it is on a the way finding. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: You can actually go to both services through either 
door. The elevator is right there when you get inside. As a matter of 
fact we kind of accommodate on all different front with the ramp and 
the valet parking. We have the handicap parking coming in here at the 
lower level that first row of parking is all patient parking only. Visitors 
cannot park there; it is all Cancer Treatment and Wellness patient 
parking only. So they can go in either.  
 
Chairman Kelly:  Then are we going to temporarily table sign 15? Do 
you have to go back to your board and talk with them?  
 
Chris Shipinsky: Just for my clarification so I know what I am bringing 
back? We are good with Cancer Treatment and Wellness Center? Are 
we good, can I still do some sort of North Building pedestrian way 
finding at site #14?  
 
Chairman Kelly: I do not see why not.  
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Leland McKenna: Just so I am clear, we would need a variance for 
location #14? 
 
Nancy Placona: I believe you would need a variance for #14 and 15. 
 
Leland McKenna: Because they are not directly at the entrances.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: Let me clarify one other thing. If we took location #15 
and put it on the stair tower where we are talking about? That would 
not require a variance?  
 
Nancy Placona: Yes, it would. It is not at the entrance.  
 
Chairman Kelly: We can make a recommendation to the Zoning Board. 
In the interest of time I would introduce a couple of alternatives like 
this and get them to Nancy, so we can all look at them and not drag 
this out forever.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: I just want to whittle down on the alternatives what is 
going to be the easiest. This is still a ZBA? 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think this board would probably recommend to the 
ZBA to approve something like that.  It is also the most logical.   
 
Chris Shipinsky: I am talking about this wall where the No Smoking 
Sign is.  
 
Leland McKenna: That is at the entrance.  
 
Chairman Kelly: You should go out there and see what is really the 
best.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: I want to go in the right direction.  
 
Chairman Kelly: We were thinking somebody who is upset and not 
thinking clearly where they are going. What is the best location? That is 
how we were treating all the signs when we walked it.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: That is kind of tucked away  
 
Chairman Kelly: I would say go out and walk it to see what works.  So 
that is going to be tabled #14 and 15.  
 
Leland McKenna: Just from my notes on the second page where it has 
all the sign sites, I just want to get a quick summary and make sure 
that I have everyone’s thoughts accurate. Sign type C. The board has 
no problem with that sign as is.  Sign type M1, the change we are 
going to make is when we see Emergency and Ambulance it will be a 
red band with white lettering. Sign type M2 same red band, white text. 
I will skip to Sign Type P we are just going to add the swoosh. Sign 
Type WM will be shelved for now. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Not really. We are talking about a North Building 
directional, probably with the same swoosh, smaller in that location.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: Cancer Treatment tied in with site 15 is what we have 
to work on.  
 
Leland McKenna: We are talking about a monument sign. 
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Chairman Kelly: No it can be mounted right to that wall. It is a simple 
clean location way finding sign. 
 
Leland McKenna: This is an aluminum panel, do you want to keep it as 
an aluminum with the swoosh?  
 
Chairman Kelly: We have not seen the sign. I think that it will be 
smaller, in all fairness. I think that it would be smaller and I think it 
can be in keeping with all the others. 
 
Leland McKenna: Going on to the lettering. On the next page, Wallace 
Pavilion, I believe you said would be good as is. Cancer Treatment and 
Wellness Center… 
 
Patty Kiernan: That is what I would like to see on the spot. That would 
be  if we determined it to be ideal. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think that is what probably should be there.  
 
Leland McKenna: This sign in the location that it is currently in. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think that you should look at what you want to do. It 
is the stair tower wall. Potentially, they may go crazy. I think that is 
the best impact for you. 
 
Patty Kiernan: If they do put a sign there, do we not want to weigh in 
what that sign would be.  
 
Chairman Kelly: They are going to have to come back for that sign 
anyway at this point. That is all in conjunction with what happens. 
 
Leland McKenna: The last sign the large Northern Westchester Hospital 
is on the shelf for now. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s talk about it. My initial reaction, I said do we 
want to be like Westchester County Hospital?  At first I was against it. I 
have been thinking about it and asking people. I have asked you a 
million times. What do you think? 
 
Bruce Hartleben: I am neutral but leaning towards putting something 
there. It depends on how it is lit. I would not want some beacon in the 
night.  I think something nice would be appropriate there.  
 
Patty Kiernan: I agree that there should be something there.  
 
Anne Houck: Lighting would be crucial. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: Just a very low glow. 
 
Anne Houck: The technical specs are, individually led back lit channel 
letters. Can we talk about how bright it would be?  
 
Chairman Kelly: If it is back lit I don’t think it will be all that bright. If 
we are going for a variance, do a mock up and hang it from where it 
would be located and get a better idea. The last thing you want to do is 
go build this sign and put it up there and say “Oh my God, you can’t 
read it”. Or it is ridiculously too big. It is a beacon and you don’t want 
to go by it and say “What does that say?” We had that conversation 
with the BBQ place, and we were really pushing them to make it 
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bolder, you could not read it. I just wonder that it would pay to do a 
mock up.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: You have 21 feet of width with this size letter, how 
many feet does the word Westchester stand? 
 
Leland McKenna: 205 inches, 17 feet 8 inches. 
 
 
Chairman Kelly: You should go and look at it, or maybe it is the width 
of each letter, and how bold it is. I don’t know. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: If you could make us a banner and then we drop it 
from the parapet and snap some pictures of it. 
 
 
Chairman Kelly: If you know when, maybe some of us and go and look 
at it. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: My last big adventure was floating weather balloons in 
the visitor’s parking lot to show how high the parking structure was 
going to be. I am used to doing this. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I am looking out for you guys, because I have changed 
180 degrees. If it is done right people would not object to it and then 
we can make a motion to present to the Zoning Board that we would 
be in favor of that.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: If we were to go through this exercise, would you be 
receptive to a Saturday morning invitation? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Saturday would work. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: I will bring it back to my board. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think it is worth the time. You and I talked about 
adding the logo (swoosh). Play with that. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: The reason, branding tends to change and that is an 
expensive sign to change if we invest in the branding.  
 
Chairman Kelly: That is my two cents tonight.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: Let me bring it back and see if the interest is still that 
strong that they want to go to the ZBA for an approval and if they want 
to go through that approval I sure Leland will make the banner for 
about $1.50. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think that you know now that you will get some 
support on this end.  Especially if they want to do a site visit? We can 
invite the Zoning Board at the same time. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: I will take it back and if the interest is that strong then 
we will go through the exercise. Obviously we would not bring it to you 
if we did not have your support to begin with. 
 
Chairman Kelly: To recap the only thing that we are holding onto is 
#14, !5 . You are going to do your homework on that  and go back to 
your board and we will see you back here. 
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Bruce Hartleben: What is the schedule for these types of signs? Is it 
valet? 
 
Chairman Kelly: In all fairness we should know about all those signs. If 
it going to be removed document. 
 
Chris Shipinsky: That is another pedestrian sign at the crosswalk that 
everybody walking to the building from that parking lot. That is what 
that was set up as. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think that there are one or two others on the site 
that you need to look at. Random signs and maybe when you come 
back to do the other side list those signs.  
 
Chris Shipinsky: Not a problem.  
 
Chairman Kelly: You are going to look for a motion from us for 
everything except 14 and 15. You are going back to your board for the 
tower sign. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: I am not too sure exactly what is approved. 
 
Anne Houck: I have checked everyone of them. I motion that the 
Northern Westchester exterior signage that the following signs be 
approved as reviewed and or as amended in the minutes. Sign #1 has 
been approved. Site #2 Type M1 approved as amended by the 
admission of a red highlight for the “Ambulance and Emergency” 
lettering as discussed in the minutes. Site #3 Type M1 amended the 
same as #2. Site #4 approved as presented. Site #5 amended to read 
alternate “Physician, Staff, and Employee Parking”. Site #6, choice 
number one as amended with red highlighting for the cross and 
emergency lettering. Site #11 approved as amended to change the 
arrows to improve direction for the driver. Site #12, Approved as 
presented. Site #13 approved as presented. Site #14 &15 are tabled 
for further discussion. Site #16 Approved as amended to include the 
logo as presented in other signs.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion. 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
New Cases: 
 
1. Brian Donovan, L2M Architect   Case #ARB10-28 
    36 E. Main Street      Awning/Façade 
    Mount Kisco, New York      
 
 No Show 
 
2. Eliza Elizardi       Case #ARB10-29 
    192 Main Street      Comprehensive 
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549   Sign Package 
 
    Frank Oudheusden, Sign Stop, Representing the applicant. 
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Frank Oudheusden: My client has put over a hundred thousand in 
renovating this building. What I am applying for is to establish a sign 
package. This particular sign for the salon is similar to the existing 
signage. This is aluminum wall board. The sign height is 22’ and length is 
8’ not to exceed 75% of the store front. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Have we had this applicant previously before us? 
 
Nancy Placona: The signs on each side of the salon, Medrano and The 
Barber Zone, currently are compliant with our code. This applicant is 
coming in to establish the comprehensive Sign Package. The other two 
tenants get to keep what is existing. This has not been before you. 
 
Chairman Kelly: This application is triggering the sign package, but you 
are compliant on the other two. We are keeping it simple. I just want to 
confirm.  
 
Nancy Placona: You did approve Medrano, but it was before the sign law 
went into effect.  
 
Anne Houck: But it is still compliant with the new sign law. 
 
Chairman Kelly: It is white background, red and blue lettering. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: What about the red border?  
 
Chairman Kelly: I hear you. 
 
Anne Houck: It is nice that it is the middle.  
 
Patty Kiernan: It would be nice if the others also had the border. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t feel that strongly about it. Is everyone ok this 
submission? If so can I get a motion? 
 
Patty Kiernan: I propose the sign package for Eliza’s Beautiful Nails Salon 
at 192 Main Street is approved as presented. “Eliza” 9” lettering Cardinal 
Red, “Beautiful Nails Salon” 6” letter height and the color is vivid Blue. 
The sign length is 8’ and sign height is 22”. There is also a red border and 
the font is commercial script (modified) The material is aluminum and a 
white background.  
 
Anne Houck: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion. 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the second. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Do we know if an applicant has to be here to be 
reviewed? 
 
Nancy Placona: Yes, you cannot have a vote unless they are present. 
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Chairman Kelly: Sprint Communications, does anyone have any concerns 
or questions? They obviously need to put Mt. Kisco Communication on the 
sign that was already approved. Do I have a motion to approve this sign? 
Patty Kiernan: I move that we approve this sign for 14 A. South Moger 
Ave., Mount Kisco Communications.  
 
Chairman Kelly: With the understanding that should they need to come 
back to this board for anything they will have to appear. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second. 
Anne Houck: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The next one was Joseph A. Banks and there are details 
that we need to discuss. This will need to be tabled.  
 
Anne Houck: I move that we approve the minutes from the meeting of 
September 15, 2010. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second 
Patty Kiernan: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Adjourned meeting  
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted By, 
 
 
Nancy Placona,  
Board Secretary 
 
 
 
  
 
 


