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Minutes 

Architectural Review Board 

Village/Town of Mount Kisco 

Wednesday November 17, 2010  

7:30 P.M. 
 

Meeting called to order at 7:30 pm, Wednesday Nov 17, 2010 at the 

Municipal Building Mount Kisco, New York. Chairman Kelly 

 

Members Present:     Chairman Kevin Kelly 
     Bruce Hartleben 

    Patty Kiernan 

               

Members Absent: Nancy Abramson 
    Anne Houck 

       

Staff Present:  Austin Cassidy 

 

Staff Absent:   None  
 

Returning Cases: 

 

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

    Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package 

 

    Chris Shipinsky – Northern Westchester Hospital 
    Dave Hepburn – Northern Westchester Hospital 

 

Chairman Kelly: Just to bring everyone up to speed, they made 

submission for the site signage, we made suggestions. We discussed 

last appearance the way finding signs, for the North Building and the 
Cancer Center. I reviewed them a few days ago. We had concerns that 

the North Building way finding sign was too big. The applicant was kind 

enough to remove the Cancer Center portion of the sign.  

 
Chris Shipinsky: We just found it necessary for pedestrian way finding. 

It will be at the same location just a much smaller sign enough for the 

pedestrians coming out of the lot to make the left for the North 

Building Entrance.  
 

Chairman Kelly: So now this sign is compliant verses the previous sign.  

 

Dave Hepburn: This is for all of our pedestrians coming from the North 
lot to give them direction. 

 

Chairman Kelly: The only things that I thought about after this, do we 

want to continue the nice little swoosh. You are doing it on all your 

signs; you should include it on this one.  
 

Chris Shipinsky: That would be fine.  

 

Chairman Kelly: Now we are down to the Cancer Treatment Center. We 
reviewed this and we have talked with counsel to get clarification on 

whether it is compliant if we dedicated it to way finding and that it is 

adjacent to the entrance. Counsel believed we would be still in 

compliance.  
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Austin Cassidy: Also we are not calling it out as a business.  

 

Chairman Kelly: We have decided that it is not a business. This is the 
preferred location? 

 

Chris Shipinsky: It is.  

 
Chairman Kelly: You have gotten our opinion on that, I do not feel 

strongly one way or another. Bruce and I felt that maybe you were 

doing yourself a dis-service but if the hospital feels strongly there, then 

there is no problem. Does anyone have questions or concerns?  
 

Bruce Hartleben: I think that it would be in a better spot if it was to the 

left of the entrance. 

 
Chairman Kelly: They are firm on the location? 

 

Chris Shipinsky: They areonly because it identifies the building.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: I have been there many times and I cannot see that 
sign until I am at the door.  

 

Chris Shipinsky: The existing sign admittedly a very poor design choice 

where it just falls into the building.  
 

Bruce Hartleben: I am not speaking of the color, design or letters. Just 

the location. I just couldn’t see it until I was already at the door.  

 
Chris Shipinsky: That is why it is more of a pedestrian way finding 

more than a driving way finding. At that point you are already on the 

site. It is a matter of finding your way out of the parking lot and to 

where you are going.  

 
Chairman Kelly: We have gone through a lot of signs with them and 

this is the last one, until you do the mock up and you are going to 

notify us when that is going to happen. 

 
Chris Shipinsky: That is actually being designed and produced. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Having said all that can we get a motion for sign 

numbers 14, and 15.  
 

Patty Kiernan: I move that we accept the signs at the location 14 and 

15 as noted with the decorative swoosh – logo to be added to the 

North Building pedestrian way finding sign. 
 

Bruce Hartleben: Second. 

 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion 

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

 

Board All Ayes. 
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New Cases: 

 

 1. Robert Feiner     Case #ARB10-30 
     487 Main Street     Amend Sign  

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package 

 

     Steve Chester, from Sign Says 
       Robert Feiner, owner of Myong 

     Myong, owner of Myong 

 

Robert Feiner: This is the previous sign that was approved by your board. 
We loved it so much that we had it trademarked with the United States 

Trademark office. Do to circumstances beyond our control this business 

was forced to shut down. We have roots here and have had a very 

successful business and we want to continue to have that right here in 
Mount Kisco. When we found the space that was previously occupied by 

“Q” and we saw the infrastructure there and it is a blank palette we can 

take the rodeo that is in there now and put a very fine establishment for 

our customer base, which knows who we are and what we are. We saw 

that there was a sign package there and we had seen the “Q’ sign and we 
thought that we would come up with a couple of different signs. This one 

that we came up with just did not work, because it was a bad design. We 

threw that one away and came up with this design, which also did not 

work. We came up with this design and it also did not work. The best thing 
to do was to compromise on the Myong trademark slightly and add 

Gourmet, which is what we have submitted to you folks for approval. We 

know that “Q” their logo was orange and they were tucked in the corner. 

We clearly are tucked into the corner and we are following the sign 
package to the 12” letters to the spacing on the raceway and in keeping 

with everything else that is there width, lighting. What we are requesting 

and the landlord has approved this by his signature on the application, is 

that we be allowed to keep our trademark name in its trademark red. 

Which everyone knows us as. We are hopeful everyone will find us quite 
easily and not have an accident because they went by us. This is what we 

are requesting for us to keep the continuity of what was approved 

previously in our other location and take that with us and keep that within 

the realm of the sign package and the requirements of the plaza.  
 

Patty Kiernan: So the variation is the color and the font? 

 

Robert Feiner: It is the size the length and the color white.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Actually it is compliant in length and height. So we are 

only looking for the deviation for the color red.?  Gourmet is already in 

compliance. 
 

Robert Feiner: That is correct. Since “Q’ had their color of orange and you 

take away that one letter we are only asking for a deviation of four letters. 

It is our trademark and it is something that our customers recognize. We 

are tucked in closest to Leonard Park rather than out on the street.  
 

Myong: WE are hoping that the red will pop out.  

 

Chairman Kelly: The entry sign will remain the same colors. 
 

Robert Feiner: It will be the brown background and the white lettering.  

 

Chairman Kelly: Are there any questions? 
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Bruce Hartleben: You cannot tell by the pictures the depth of the letters.  

 

Robert Feiner: He (Steve Chester) made all the other signs, so they will 
match.  

 

Chairman Kelly: Let’s let the record show that the depth of the letters are 

the same profile as to the existing.  
 

Bruce Hartleben: I motion that application that has been submitted 

matches existing structure and noted that “Myong” is in red. 

 
Patty Kiernan: Second. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the motion. 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 

Board All Ayes. 

 

 2. John Bainlardi     Case #ARB10-32 
      681 Main Street     Comprehensive  

      Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Sign Package 

 

 Ira Grandberg, Architect 
 George Gasbar, Grandberg Architect 

  Elena Bainlardi, Property owner 

 

Chairman Kelly: Let the record show that I am an acquaintance of George 
Gasbar. 

 

Ira Granberg: As you can see there are signage backgrounds to receive 

the sign. We are showing the first one Dunkin Donuts and it is a wood 

carved sign. It is going to fit within the brick space.  
 

Chairman Kelly: The awnings will just be on the two ends. 

 

Ira Grandberg: The town asked us to remove the side awnings because of 
clearance issues and visibility and traffic. What we are showing you is the 

signage in the three storefronts that would be the three tenants on this 

side. There will be a window sign behind the window in Dunkin Donuts, 

which would be a clear non- illuminated. In the back of the building there 
is a little courtyard that is going to have an awning over the middle and a 

window sign and it will have two more. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Dunkin Donuts sign is not over the entry way. Isn’t that 
an issue? The one in the window they can have as long as it is not more 

than 25%. Don’t we have an issue with the sign not being over the front 

door. 

 

Ira Grandberg: The awning is over the doorway for weather protection.  
 

Chairman Kelly: The reason why I bring that up we had an applicant Jos A 

Banks, last meeting or two meetings ago. Can you look the code up on 

this? 
 

Ira Grandberg: Not being aware of the criteria.  
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Chairman Kelly: I do not believe I have any issues up front. Potentially 

that awning can be raised up a bit and put over the front door? Graphically 

it looks like you have the room. 
 

George Gasbar: It could be raised slightly. Not enough to put a decent 

sign there. 

Chairman Kelly: We would like to eliminate a trip to the ZBA.  
 

Chairman Kelly: We even just had this conversation with the hospital.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: If an awning is put there is there room for a sign? 
 

Patty Kiernan: What kind of sign is that?  

 

Chairman Kelly: I assume that is a carved sign. That awning is brown 
also? 

 

Ira Grandberg: Yes.  

 

 
Nancy Placona: Read from the code:  

89.11.1 A 

Each business establishment shall be limited to (1) principal sign of any 

type permitted within such district at the primary public entrance. In the 
event that a business has a secondary public entrance on a separate street 

frontage or parking lot, an additional sign may be permitted at the 

secondary public entrance. In no event shall the size of the additional sign 

exceed the size of the principal sign. In the case of a building with more 
than one business establishment, no additional (secondary) signs are 

permitted on any portion of the building that is not occupied by that 

business establishment. In no event will there be more than two (2) signs 

on any building for an establishment. 

 
Chairman Kelly: My only question about that, forget about what the code 

will allow. This building juts out. It looks like it is getting closer to the 

intersection. Would this obstruct?  

 
George Gasbar: Of course it will, but it is not the primary sign.  

 

Chairman Kelly: I am just thinking that if it was there and there (referring 

to the site plan) Was there anything else in the code? 
 

Nancy Placona: Nothing that jumps out.  

 

Chairman Kelly: I am just worried about setting the precedent, that it 
would come back and bite us in about 30 seconds. 

 

George Gasbar: So each tenant will be in for their own sign correct? 

 

Chairman Kelly: Going forward it is just an administrative process as long 
as it is compliant. Then Austin can sign off on it. I don’t remember 

anywhere else in the code where it states that. 

 

Austin Cassidy: The primary word is “At” Because of how the buildings are 
formed with different angles I am sure that you can have  some latitude 

like that. 
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Chairman Kelly: I am just confused because we did send Jos A Banks back 

regarding their rear sign because it was not at their rear door. I don’t 

know if you were here for that.  
 

Austin Cassidy: Is the word “at” in conjunction with the door?  Is it door or 

entrance? 

Nancy Placona: Public entrance. 
 

Austin Cassidy: Again what is entrance? You have a rear stairway is that 

the entrance at the bottom of the stairs. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Is there anything else?  Then let’s have a motion. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: I move that we accept the application as presented. 

 
Patty Kiernan: Second. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the motion. 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second. 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 

Board All Ayes. 

 

 3. Brian Donovan L2m Architect   Case #ARB10-28 
     36 E. Main Street     Awning/Façade 

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549 

 

 NO SHOW 
 

 4. Nancy Coyne      Case #ARB10-31 

     4 Stratford Dr.     Residential/ 

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Alterations 

 
    Megan and Kristen Coyne, property owner daughters 

 

Megan Coyne: We are here on behalf our mother she is the homeowner. 

Basically she would like to replace two windows with a bay window. These 
are the photos and these are the windows that are here now. On the left 

photo that is the exact window that our mother would like to put in.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: This is the house? 
 

Megan Coyne: No this is it right here. We have some landscaping in the 

front. 

 
Chairman Kelly: The neighbor across the street has three double hung 

windows, your mom has a 6 panel in the middle and then the side window 

are double hung.  

 

Megan Coyne: That is not the exact model. I think that she was just 
showing that it was the style of the neighborhood.  

 

Chairman Kelly: It looks like a copper cap. Are you planning on shutters on 

either side? 
 

Megan Coyne: Yes. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: Non functional. Are you keeping the bushes there? 
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Megan Coyne: She might reduce it a little bit. She does want to keep 

some.  

 
Patty Kiernan: No questions and no concerns. 

 

Chairman Kelly: It is pretty straight forward. 

Patty Kiernan: I move that we accept the application for 4 Stratford Dr. as 
presented. 

 

Bruce Hartleben: Second. 

 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion. 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second. 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 
Board All Ayes. 

 

Chairman Kelly: There is some business that we need to take care of. As 

you know Nancy Abramson’s term is up in December and she has informed 

us that she will not be renewing her term. She has given the Village 
11years of dedication and we would like to wish her well. We will have to 

keep our ears open for a new member. Bruce you are going to renew your 

term? 

 
Bruce Hartleben: Yes. 

 

The minutes for the October 20, 2010 meeting will be voted on at the next 

Architectural Review Board. Patty Kiernan is to review. 
 

Meting Adjourned  at 9:30 p.m. 

 

 

Respectfully Submitted By, 
 

 

 

Nancy Placona, 
Board Secretary 

 

  

 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
 


