
ARB Minutes  1 February 26, 2020 

Minutes 

Architectural Review Board  

Village /Town of Mount Kisco  

Wednesday, February 26, 2020 

7:30 pm 
 
The meeting was called to order at 7:35 PM, Wednesday, February 26, 2020 at the Municipal 

Building, Mount Kisco, New York by Chairman Dan Loughney.   

 

Members Present:  Chairman Dan Loughney 

    Nick Bagley 

Dan Gagliardi 

    Andy Gonzalez 

    Heather Kornreich 

     

Members Absent:              None   

 

Staff Present:  Patti Tipa, Board Secretary 

     

Staff Absent:  Peter Miley, Building Inspector 

 

New Cases: 

 

1. Theodore J. Bodnar   Case #ARB20-05 

23 So. Moger Avenue   New Storefront 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

Chairman Loughney called 23 So. Moger Avenue.  Marc LaPointe from Friedland Properties and 

Olga Kovalemko from Bodnar Architecture appeared before the Board. 

 

Chairman Loughney asked the applicants to tell the Board about the project.  Mr. LaPointe 

explained at the rear of 23 So. Moger Avenue, they created a new space for lease.  While there is 

an interior ramp for accessibility, they decided to put a ramp outside for easier handicap 

accessibility.  He added the existing steps are beat up and misshapen.  Their plan is to do the site 

work and a white box inside the space.  They are replacing the glass opening for this space with a 

fresh glass opening and door.  He said he believes the review tonight is for the storefront.  The site 

work was approved by the Planning Board.  Patti Tipa said all of the outside changes to the site – 

the new planting beds, the ADA ramp and improvements was approved by the Planning Board.  

The ARB is responsible for the aesthetics of the building. 

 

Chairman Loughney asked if there was a rendering of what the building is actually going to look 

like once it is finished.  Olga Kovalemko pointed out the elevation in the submission.  Chairman 

Loughney said he thinks the challenge that the Board is having is trying to understand what this is 

going to look like.  Ms. Kovalemko went through the submission with the Board.  She said the door 

will be a 6’ wide door with transom and two large windows.  Heather Kornreich asked if there was a 

rendering showing what the steps and ramp are going to look like.  Ms. Kovalemko said they do 

not.  Chairman Loughney reiterated that it is difficult to know what the building is actually going to 

look like without a rendering of what the doorway and windows are going to look like, aside from 

the black area that has been overlaid the current picture.  Mr. LaPointe said in looking at a 

photograph of the elevation basically the scope of the review today is removing the existing glass 

and replacing it with new glass.  He said there aren’t any extraordinary issues involved with that.   

Heather Kornreich asked if it’s going to look like the photograph – black on black.  Ms. Kovalemko 

said it will be clear glass with a dark bronze frame, similar to neighboring properties.  She said the 
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rendering just printed dark.  Chairman Loughney asked if the new door is flush or in set.  Ms. 

Kovalemko said the existing window is on an angle and they want to make it 90 degrees.  They 

reviewed the demo plan to see the changes.  Heather Kornreich asked if there is going to be any 

treatment to the surface of the ramp.  Mr. LaPointe said it is a concrete ramp with landscaping in 

front of it. 

 

Chairman Loughney asked if the wall was changing at all with the storefront change.  Mr. LaPointe 

said a brick base below the window is going away.  Chairman Loughney again reiterated that 

without a rendering showing the actual changes, it’s very difficult to see what is being proposed. 

He asked if they would be able to produce such a rendering.  Mr. LaPointe said at this point, having 

priced out the job, they are better off not doing anything and his recommendation to his employer 

from a cost benefit analysis is let’s not do this work.  He said going through this project with all of 

the different agencies – the DEP, the Planning Board, this Board and the Building Department, this 

is just basically glass 9 feet tall and about 20 feet wide.  It is the least objectionable scope of 

something to come before an Architectural Review Board.  And since going through this process 

since October, it’s an opportunity for the owner to leave it as it is.  He said the intent is to beautify 

their properties and he is quite surprised that an issue as innocuous as a piece of clear glass in a 

frame, basically replacing an existing frame that is clear anodized with a bronze anodized finish.  

Chairman Loughney said he appreciated Mr. LaPointe’s concern; however, the purpose of this 

Board is to rule on how changes to structures in the Town are going to look and what the Board is 

struggling with is understanding the changes you proposed and how they are going to look so we 

can provide that approval.  The Board is not here to say no to things but are challenged with what 

the building is going to look like.  Heather Kornreich added when the Board approves these 

changes, the Building Inspector needs to look at what has been approved against what has been 

built to see if it complies.  She said we don’t have a drawing saying it’s going to be this.   

 

Mr. LaPointe said they are not here to review the ramp.  Patti Tipa said they are not here to review 

the ramp but the Board is here to review the end product of what the project is going to look like 

when it is done.  What has been provided is not reflective of all of those pieces together.  Mr. 

LaPointe said he was told by the architect, Mr. Bodnar, that the review tonight was for the 

storefront and that the exterior work has been approved.  Patti Tipa said that is not incorrect and 

the ARB is not here to approve landscaping or the location of the ramp.  That has all been done by 

the Planning Board.  However, when you are changing the rear of the building significantly by 

adding the ramp, from what it looks like now, and a railing and stairs and the new storefront, she 

said, the Board is looking to see a rendering of what that is going to look like completed.  Heather 

Kornreich said they have not been shown a picture of the building in context of what is going on 

with the buildings on either side of this building.  Mr. LaPointe said he didn’t know much more of 

what a sill, a jam and a head detail on storefront framing would be.  Heather Kornreich said the 

whole façade is what the Board is considering right now, not just the window.  Ms. Kovalemko said 

they are keeping the existing light, they are keeping the canopies.  She pointed out doors and 

windows to remain and pointed out the storefront change to be made.   

 

Chairman Loughney said he appreciates that the landlord is looking to improve the building but he 

said it sounds like the applicants will not be able to turn around and provide a rendering of what 

the new building is going to look like.  Mr. LaPointe said the only reason they are doing this is 

because they are five or six months into it and maybe at this point they should look at different 

opportunities.  He said they are just here for a piece of glass in a frame.  What the other buildings 

look like they have no control over.  Chairman Loughney said this building is a bit outdated, dirty.  

He asked at the end of this project, is the building going to look substantively better.  Mr. LaPointe 

said in terms of the appearance of that area, they had to complain to the Town.  It is Friendland’s 

property, but the Town has an easement on it and doesn’t maintain it.  He said if anything, it’s 

them wondering why the Town isn’t maintaining their property.  It becomes overgrown.  He said 

they have spent 6 months to get approval on basically innocuous items.   
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The Board requested a small recess to discuss this project and then asked the applicant to return 

to the meeting.   

 

Chairman Loughney said the Board discussed the different concerns they have with what they 

understand the proposal to be and how they imagine how the building is going to be.  He said he 

appreciates what Mr. LaPointe said about the process and how long things tend to take but this 

application is here before the ARB for the first time today.  He would like to separate what has 

taken place with what the application is for tonight.  He said the Board understands that they plan 

to paint the metal on the remaining door and windows to match the new storefront and they plan 

to power wash the building.  Chairman Loughney said the current canopies look quite dated and 

damaged.  The Board proposed that these canopies are wrapped with the storefront material to 

have it tie into the building.  He said alternately, the buildings around this building have awnings 

on the rear of the building to cover these canopies.  The Board would like to see those proposals as 

part of the rendering that they would like to see. 

 

Mr. LaPointe brought up that several years ago he attempted to establish a sign package for the 

rear of this building and there was potential for one or two tenants.  He talked about 4 background 

panels across the building with trim, dimensional letters and gooseneck lighting.  He said the Board 

asked if he had a tenant and he said he didn’t and the Board told him was too soon to talk about 

this.  He found it to be arbitrary and capricious much like this meeting.   He said what they are 

doing here is substantially building maintenance; short turn maintenance for a portion of the 

building.  He said he is not happy with what they are proposing.  He has grander ideas about what 

could happen here.  So to spend more time, effort and money. 

 

Chairman Loughney said the Board is here to rule on what is being proposed.  The Board would like 

clarification on what is being proposed.  He said they have suggested one substantial change to 

either clad the canopies or to propose awnings over the canopies.  Mr. LaPointe said they would 

wrap the canopies in anodized metal to match the storefront.  It will look like an eyebrow tying into 

the window framing.  Chairman Loughney asked them to provide a color rendering of what the 

façade of the building will look like when the project is complete.  This project will return. 

 

 

2. Karle Subdivision    Case #ARB20-06 

155 Croton Avenue    New Single Family Residence 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

Chairman Loughney called Karle Subdivision.  Mark Elliott, representing the property owner, 

appeared before the Board. 

 

Chairman Loughney asked Mr. Elliott to tell the Board about the project.  Mr. Elliott said the project 

is building a new “for sale” home.  The property owner had an oversized lot, which was subdivided 

to create this lot.   

 

Mark Elliott said they are proposing a two-story, stick built house with standard custom framing.  

The house will be facing Turner Lane, right at the exit of the parkway.  He reviewed the proposed 

materials with the Board.  The Azak is white.  It’s a composite solid material, which will be used for 

the trim, corner boards, window and door trim and the eaves going up to the roof.  The siding 

material is a Hardi-Plank in a soft blue/darker blue range.  Chairman Loughney said the rendering 

looks like the gable ends looks shingled and the rest planked.  Mark Elliott said Hardi-Plank makes 

both types of siding.  They will be the same color or maybe a shade or two off to give it a little 

tone.  Heather Kornreich asked which color would be darker.  Mark Elliott said the gable ends might 

be darker by a shade or two.  The trim is white all around.  He said the roofing will be an asphalt, 
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architectural shingle in a slate color with a bit of red in it.  Chairman Loughney said the renderings 

do not have a chimney.  Mark Elliott said there is likely a direct vent out the side of the house.  

Chairman Loughney said he sees that the doors are brown and asked if the window frames are 

white.  Mark Elliott said they are white.   

 

Motion:  Andy Gonzalez made a motion to approve as presented.  Dan Gagliardi seconded 

the motion.  All Ayes. 

 

 

MINUTES: 

 

April 17, 2019 

 

Motion:  Heather Kornreich made a motion to approve the minutes of April 17, 2019.  

Dan Gagliardi seconded the motion.  All Ayes. 

 

January 22, 2020 

 

Motion: Dan Gagliardi made a motion to approve the minutes of January 22, 2020.  Nick 

Bagley seconded the motion.  All Ayes.   

 

 

 

 

Meeting adjourned at 8:30 pm. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dan Loughney, Chairman 

 

/pat 


