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Minutes 

Architectural Review Board 
Village/Town of Mount Kisco 

Wednesday November 18, 2009  

7:30 P.M. 
 

Meeting called to order at 7:30 pm, Wednesday November 18, 2009, at the Municipal 
Building Mount Kisco, New York.   

 

Members Present:      Chairman Kevin Kelly 
     Bruce Hartleben 

    Patti Kiernan 

    Anne Houck 
           

Members Absent:  Nancy Abramson      

      
Staff Present:  Austin Cassidy 

 
Staff Absent:   None 

 

Returning Cases: 
 

 1. David Robles     Case #ARB09-47 

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

 

     David Robles, representing the application 
     Mike Jacobs, sign designer 

 

David Robles: This is a proposed sign package for 309 N. Bedford Rd., the entire 
building. Last time we came we only had proposal for the front and now we have 

included the ground signs and the rear of the building. We have some before and 
after as to what everything will look like on the front we would like to have channel 

letters mounted on to a raceway. Similar to what is across the street at the strip mall 

where CVS and Blockbuster’s is. We have individual comparisons for the front and the 
back.  

 

Chairman Kelly: You are here representing the Verizon store, correct?  
 

David Robles: Yes, but I am representing all the tenants. We are the tenant but the 

landowner has asked us to do this. We have a sign off from the landlord and 
everybody is on board. We have also notified all the tenants and they have signed off 

as of receiving the letters that were sent to them. The difference between last time 
and this appearance is if you turn to the ground signs, we are proposing and currently 

there are three ground signs now. Each one will have a change. The 309 N. Bedford 

Rd sign that has the For Rent sign on it, we want to remove it all together. There is a 
newer sign that says 309 N. Bedford Rd that is mounted on a pole; we plan on 

removing the pole and put double posts in there. We have a virtual so that you can 

see what it would look like. The next page to the right shows the double posts. We 
also would like to carry it over to the back. The sign that you see that appears to be 

off the premises AMIL CARS Auto Repair will be removed. This sign faces Ice House 

Road.  
 

Anne Houck: The sign that is near that back entrance, one post is on a grassy area 
and one post is in the parking area. Is that a safety issue? 

David Robles: We have no idea. I can look into it.  

 
Mike Jacobs: We can put it anywhere that you want. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Is there a survey?  
 

David Robles: No.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Nancy do you know if one exists? 

 

Nancy Placona: I can pull the property folder. Not all properties have current surveys. 
 

Chairman Kelly: What we are looking at is if this is not part of your property it would 
be a problem. I believe Austin is going to have to review that. What is the height of 

the sign in the upper right hand corner?  
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David Robles: What ever it is now. 

 
Chairman Kelly: It needs to meet the present regulations.  

 

Nancy Placona: The dimensions are ok for that sign. 
 

David Robles: These here are directional not advertisement. The back is a little 
trickier to super impose. We did the best we could. One of the items that Nancy 

brought up is that the signs need to be over the entrances. If you look at all the 

photographs you will notice that there are air conditioners, wiring, and piping above 
the doorways. That becomes a challenge. Since it is the back of the building we are 

going to propose something that is consistent and put the signage as close to the 

entrance door as possible.   
 

Patty Kiernan: Is there access to the back through the stores in the front? 

 
David Robles: Not through our store.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Is this something that they could do, to put the signs as close to the 

entrances as possible? 

 
Nancy Placona: As long as your board can agree to that. 

 

Chairman Kelly: the reason why I ask that is I believe last month the building across 
the street from CVS, the Christian Bible Store. The signage for the automotive 

section. 

 
Nancy Placona: The tenant had space for the signage over their door. It was not an 

issue. 

 
Chairman Kelly: In this case hypothetically I suppose it could go over the air 

conditioners. I am wondering if we are setting ourselves up for a problem. 
 

Nancy Placona: If you look at the photographs you will see all the obstacles they 

have. This applicant is not asking for 16 foot signage, they are just asking for the 
minimum.  

 

Mike Jacobs: Those photographs are the before and after that you are looking at. 
There we did close ups.  

 

Chairman Kelly: My concern is that we are setting a precedent. It may be the right 
thing to do but we are setting a precedent.  

 
Austin Cassidy: Back to the question that was asked earlier, the two posted sign on 

the lawn. The outer post is either on or out of the property line and certainly would be 

problematic and would not be allowed to stay there.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Could the applicant develop a planting bed there and make that part 

of the island?  
 

Austin Cassidy: it would most likely have to go before the Planning Board. 

 
David Robles: How about the possibility of removing that sign and creating a separate 

project for that? 
 

Austin Cassidy: What you may want to do is hold that thought on the Ice House Road 

sign. Separately we are trying to problem solve for all of the businesses on that road. 
If you look at your photos that are in front of you in the upper right there is a bright 

yellow sign that matter is in court. They are trying to pursue a variance and rather 

than a host of signs all the way down the road we would perhaps get a collective sign 
at the head of Ice House Rd which would give them optimum identification. So 

perhaps for the time being you might want to shelve that sign for the moment. 

 
Anne Houck: If a unified sign package was developed for the entire street could the 

309 rear businesses be incorporated? 

 
Austin Cassidy: That would be the goal.  

 
Anne Houck: The rear businesses on this building plus the yellow sign and the other 

businesses on Ice House Road?  
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Austin Cassidy: Ice House Road is private property and owned by Diamond Property. 

They are open minded to the concept. The concept would require that the property 
owner would agree for all of the businesses on Ice House Rd.  

 

Chairman Kelly: So would it be premature to review them and maybe we should leave 
them out of the package all together.  

 
Austin Cassidy: Anything that would be on Ice House Road I would hold your 

thoughts on that.   

 
David Robles: It is a non issue and would be fine.  

 

Chairman Kelly: Potentially you would make plans to remove the sign in the rear? It 
would be the one in the rear and the one up front. This would be all the businesses 

Austin?  

 
Austin Cassidy: I am refereeing only to the businesses that have their access to Ice 

House Rd.  
 

Nancy Placona: The front directory would stay and be redesigned, correct Austin? 

 
Austin Cassidy: Correct.  

 

Patty Kiernan: That sign is for the rear of the building? 
 

Nancy Placona: The sign states the businesses at the rear of the building.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Then they would be on the signage for Ice House Rd.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: You stated that they maybe should hold onto their thoughts for the 
signage. Shouldn’t that include that front directory also? 

 
Austin Cassidy: Yes. That Amil Car sign on the edge of the photo, is that going. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Yes he stated that in the beginning. Hypothetically thinking Austin, 
maybe this 309 sign becomes more of a landmark sign including where it is now, and 

pull out the Autobody sign in the future and add it all onto that location. It might be a 

better location for the sign anyway. If the town is considering a variance maybe this 
becomes a nicer more substantial adding everybody in there. 

 

Austin Cassidy: the rear of 309 and probably at least four that are not Diamond 
Property that are served only by that road.  

 
David Robles: I should probably run that by Pricilla (landowner), although she is very 

receptive. 

 
Austin Cassidy: Rather than spin wheels for one individual with regards to the Zoning 

Board and seek a variance for one sign and then all the others don’t get to benefit, it 

would not make sense.  
 

Chairman Kelly: We are going to table those two the front directory and the directory 

for the rear of the building and then we will go from there. 
 

Patty Kiernan: These signs that are going to be back there are advertising rather than 
labeling.  

 

David Robles: No they really are going to be channel letters mounted on a raceway, 
and back lit. I wish you could visualize what it would look like back there. It will all be 

cleaned up with all new signage and it will bring the entire businesses look so much 

more professional. Now there are just painted out signs, homemade signs. Although 
these guys are just trying to make a living it needs to be freshened up. We are trying 

to change that.  

 
Patty Kiernan: My point that I was trying to make in reference to the location of the 

signs and I did not realize they were going to be channels on raceways also.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Although you could put the signs above the air conditioners. 

 
David Robles: We can’t move the air conditioners, and there are height restrictions 

for the signs. 
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Patty Kiernan: How many signs in the back? 

 
Anne Houck: Three 

 

David Robles: On this particular business there is no way we could locate it above the 
doorway. We tried to make it consistent by putting it over the garage doors. 

 
Patty Kiernan: Do each of the businesses have those three things like that? (air 

conditioners, wiring, and piping) 

 
Mike Jacobs: Pretty much there is something over each doorway. 

 

David Robles: With lit signs back there it will look real nice.  
 

Chairman Kelly: I am just concerned about setting the precedent.  

 
Patty Kiernan: That they do not have to have their sign over their entrance?  

 
Chairman Kelly: Current regulations state that the signage location is over an 

entrance, and we just made an applicant do that at the last meeting.  

 
Patty Kiernan: But it was stated that since there was obstructions the board could 

entertain it. The last applicant had the space and it was doable.  

 
Chairman Kelly: It could be higher. There are ways and maybe not as long as they 

are now. I am not arguing that is probably not a good location for it, but I am just 

looking to the future that we would have problems with that. 
 

Patty Kiernan: Are there going to be some improvements in the back? 

 
David Robles: I know that the landlord is going to be making some improvements 

and some landscaping and trying to clean it up back there. The specifics I am not 
quite sure, probably painting, landscaping. 

 

Anne Houck: Would it be possible the “Registered Motor Vehicle Shop” sign have to 
be posted in a prominent position. Could they be organized in a visually more uniform 

way?  

 
David Robles: Absolutely. 

 

Anne Houck: There is also a secondary sign for G & H they have the performance 
auto specialist, can that sign be removed? 

 
Chairman Kelly: The one that is under the register automotive shop. 

 

Mike Jacobs: That belongs to the Performance Auto Specialist. I guess they have two 
signs there.  

 

David Robles: What the plan is that every sign be removed and replaced with the new 
signs, with the exception of the Registered Inspection signs. Everything will be 

replaced and relocated with the new signs and make it uniformed. I did not think 

about making it uniformed.  
 

Chairman Kelly: How does the board feel about the front?  
 

Patty Kiernan: I think that it is a great improvement. 

 
Anne Houck: I am ok with it.  

 

Chairman Kelly: “309”  
 

Anne Houck: That is above Minuteman Press? 

 
Chairman Kelly: Yes. What do you think about relocated to below the clock on the 

stone? 

 
Anne Houck: I think that is a great idea.  

 
David Robles: Directly on the stone? 
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Chairman Kelly: That centers it for the building. Right now it is giving Minuteman 

Press a little more exposure. I think in the middle is a better way to go. Otherwise 
you are on track with all the other signs in the front.   

 

David Robles: What material would you use for the 309?  
 

Chairman Kelly; I would use the same material that you are using for the rest of the 
signage. 

 

David Robles: Channel raceway. 
 

Anne Houck: I think that would look nice. 

 
David Robles: It would light up at night? 

 

Anne Houck: If you wanted to make it as classy as possible you could use a brushed 
aluminum against the stone. The black might give you a contrast on the other hand. 

 
David Robles: Instead of the back lit on the raceway? This would be much easier to 

do. 

 
Patty Kiernan: I would love to see all that painted black and the frame. 

 

David Robles: Actually there was discussion to have the aluminum painted black.  
 

Anne Houck: Then it would be black and gray rather than silver and black?  

 
Patty Kiernan: What are those square things on top of the building there? 

 

David Robles: I believe they are unidentified objects.  
 

Patty Kiernan: I think that it would be nice against the stone. That is just this board 
members opinion.  

David Robles: There has definitely been talk of doing something with the aluminum. 

There was going to some cleaning up and updating. I know there was talk about it 
being white. 

 

Chairman Kelly: I don’t think that you want white because of your own personal sign. 
You will loose Verizon.  

 

Patty Kiernan: I think it would be better in the black and that it would be nice against 
the stone. 

 
Austin Cassidy:  I think that in the rear you don’t have an issue with the signage 

being offset to the side.  There a lot of businesses on Main Street that signs would not 

be able to be placed over the entrance.  
 

Chairman Kelly: There is a way. You may not be open to it or like it. This is the rear 

of the building and it is not the primary signage.  I don’t disagree and it makes sense 
to put it there. I am just concerned about all the applicants sown the road. 

 

Patty Kiernan: We do have the power to say that it is ok?  That necessarily would not 
be the precedent.  

 
Anne Houck: The rational would be that the structural and large structural changes 

would have to be made to the building.  

 
Patty Kiernan: Also that it is the rear of the building. Again when we see the garages 

it is a little bit different.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Bruce do you have any questions? 

 

Bruce Hartleben: No. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Are we asking this applicant to change the parapet color? We did 

discuss it.  If so…. 
 

Patty Kiernan: I would strongly recommend it.  
 

David Robles: I agree with you but this is something that I would have to discuss with 

the landlord.  
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Patty Kiernan: I would not demand it.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Then the question is that you are not going to see the color of it until 

it actually goes up or they give you a pantone color. 
 

Patty Kiernan: That would have to be approved?  
 

Chairman Kelly: It should be. 

 
Anne Houck: No, we cannot cover the colors of buildings. It is not in the code. 

Although it would be a strong recommendation.  

 
Chairman Kelly: They could drop off some color samples and they should look at 

them.  

 
Anne Houck: We could advise you, but under the code the color is not within our 

prevue. 
 

Chairman Kelly: White would be a mistake, just because it is going to hurt you. 

Particularly your sign. You have to be very careful as to the color.  
 

Bruce Hartleben: I like it the way it is. 

 
Chairman Kelly: You do?  

 

David Robles: This is a big improvement for the front of the building. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Can I get a carefully worded motion on this? 

 
Anne Houck: The board agrees to accept the proposal for the signage to the attached 

signage to the front of 309 N. Bedford Rd, to include the signs for the businesses 
presently defined by Minute Man Press, Verizon, Marble America, Seraphic Nails and 

Subway, and to recommend the sign 309 be moved to the center of the stone clock 

tower element. On the rear of the building the board agrees to the proposal for new 
signage to the immediate adjacent bay of the business entrances with the stipulation 

that other signage regulated by the law be rationalized for the façade. The board at 

this time will not rule on the directional signage for the road known as Ice House Rd. 
Along with the entrance signage. 

 

Patty Kiernan: Second 
 

Board All Ayes. 
 

Anne Houck: Aye on the motion 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 
Chairman Kelly: I am sure we will see you back at some time.  

 

David Robles: Thank you. 
 

Chairman Kelly: You can be in touch with Austin and counsel regarding the Ice House 
Rd signage. It would be a good solution for everybody. 

 

David Robles: Thank you.  
 

 2. K.P. Signs/Jim Foertsh   Case #ARB09-48 

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

 

     Jim Foertsh, K.P. Signs, representing the application 
 

Chairman Kelly: Just bring this board up to date since there were some members that 

were not here last month.  
 

Jim Foertsh: I am here representing Sherwin Williams and we were here last month. 
The board had reviewed the package which included the building sign and the free 

standing sign. The board felt that the building signage was acceptable. However the 

board wanted some changes to the freestanding sign. The changes that the board 



Last Revised 12/15/09 7 ARB Minutes 11/18/09 

requested were a divider that would allow for a second tenant at some point in the 

future to occupy half the sign. The building is shared by two tenants. Although 
Sherwin Williams is the only business that wants to be represented on this sign at this 

time. The board also requested that the sign be re-proportioned to a slightly different 

shape; also it was requested to have more decorative poles. Also to align itself with 
the redesign of the building. We have submitted this package and hopefully get your 

approval. 
 

Chairman Kelly: They have this detail done for the building. Are there any comments? 

 
Bruce Hartleben: I like it. 

 

Chairman Kelly: It is a big improvement. We just wanted you to have the flexibility 
down the road so it could be changed easily.  

 

Patty Kiernan: Can you call out the blue color? 
 

Jim Foertsh: Yes it is PMS-293. 
 

Anne Houck: Is this the Sherwin Williams façade or is this the façade of the entire 

building? 
 

Jim Foertsh: No that is only the showroom portion. The Village Shop is the 

neighboring tenant.  
 

Chairman Kelly:  Are there any questions? If not can we get a motion? 

 
Bruce Hartleben: I move that the freestanding sign proposal for Sherwin Williams be 

approved as presented. 

 
Anne Houck: Second 

 
Board All Ayes. 

 

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

Patty Kiernan: Aye. 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 

 3. Mt. Kisco Sign/Rich Alexander Case #ARB09-50 

     198-200 Main Street   Comprehensive/ 
     Mount Kisco, New York 10549 Sign Package 

  
Rich Alexander, Mt. Kisco Sign, representing the application 

 

Chairman Kelly: Rich you were nice enough to come out and meet us on Sunday for 
a site visit. It was very helpful. Could you just review with the board the consensus 

and we will go from there. 

 
Rich Alexander: I was here last month regarding this building 198-200 Main Street. 

Like you said it was decided that it would be better off for a site visit. So we all met 

on Sunday to go over the comprehensive sign package and tour the property. I think 
that the consensus was, that the comprehensive sign plan that was presented would 

be fine, with the exception of  the directory and you also had a suggestion that there 
might be some directional signage appropriate for the rear. We have not been able to 

find the survey to determine whether there is a fascia set back for a directory at the 

rear entrance. We can always present that at a later date. I think that it would be a 
good idea. The only change…. 

 

Austin Cassidy: Sorry to interrupt Rich. The directory at the rear would be exactly 
where?  

 

Rich Alexander: There is a little grassy area as you make the left off of Dakin.  
 

Austin Cassidy: If you are turning off of Dakin you are looking at the left to locate a 

sign? 
 

Rich Alexander: Theoretically, yes. 
 

Austin Cassidy: There is Village property there so we do need to identify what is 

what. 
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Rich Alexander: That is why we do not have that portion of our field visit  to present. 
Because we have not been able to determine since a survey has not been located.  

 

Austin Cassidy: I will get that information for you. 
 

Rich Alexander: That would be good. I would be happy to appear regarding that. 
 

Chairman Kelly: We just thought the businesses in the back would have a hard time. 

If there was a way to help the applicant, we would try to. There may not be. We were 
talking about in particular the direction of awnings, where we were going to go in the 

future here. 

 
Rich Alexander: Basically we are asking for a shed type that you see copied there.  

 

Chairman Kelly: The existing awning for Aesthetic Sense is to be removed.  
 

Rich Alexander: It is only there… 
 

Chairman Kelly: The sign to the right was going to disappear. (Reining Cats and dogs) 

 
Rich Alexander: Then there is to be a re-design on the directory. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Then this green is to match the green that is existing? This is going 
to match the color that is out there right now? 

 

Rich Alexander: Right. 
 

Chairman Kelly: We are leaving the barrel style there? 

 
Chairman Kelly: The plan does not specify that it states a shed style. I don’t think I 

can write something that is not written in the law. We have had that knocked in the 
past. I think that the tenant would be thrilled to be able to keep it. I know the 

expense of it would fall under the five year amortization. He has the time to come 

before you. 
 

Austin Cassidy: If something is non-compliant by way of the new code it falls under 

the amortization code. Still go ahead and plan a comprehensive sign plan that it 
would evolve to over time. You don’t necessarily have to implement it, but if a new 

tenant comes along they would have to comply.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Having said that then the ultimate goal down the road is to have the 

shed awnings matching all the others.  
 

Rich Alexander: Or revisions written in and somehow have them acceptable. Were 

you pleased with them esthetically? 
 

Chairman Kelly: I think we were under the understanding that they are going to be 

hard pressed to be acceptable to take those down right now. But the clock is starting 
to tick and you can always deal with it down the road in five years. 

 

Patty Kiernan: Would they be willing to change their gold lettering to ivory now?  
 

Chairman Kelly: When we went out there we all felt this look ( EB Home), this simple 
shed detail was appropriate and was already on two sides of the one building. The 

awning that is in disrepair would have to match that look. Then I think we are all on 

board in the rear of the building from last time. We also focused on a new monument 
sign here, which would be a thousand times better. Do we have any question? This 

would be backlit…(the directory) 

 
Rich Alexander: Opaque background, translucent letters. 

 

Chairman Kelly: And it would be a triangle. 
 

Anne Houck: The three sides of the triangle will have lettering on them, but not the 

back? 
 

Rich Alexander: Correct, the back would be solid aluminum.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Any other questions or concerns? With the understanding that we are 

going to approve this and with the caveat that the salon will be put on notice that 
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sooner or later they are going to be changing their awnings. I don’t think that we 

address that here do we? Nothing that says they are to go to shed awnings.  
 

Rich Alexander: The only thing that I referenced was the detail for the shed.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Let the record show that if we pass this tonight the applicant (salon) 

will have to comply with the style and color of the awnings that we are proposing for 
the comprehensive sign package. It is a shed awning. Having said that can I get a 

motion? 

 
Patty Kiernan: I move that we accept the sign package as presented with exception 

that La Collage will continue to have their awnings and will be put on the radar for the 

amortization schedule.  
 

Anne Houck: Second. 

 
Nancy Placona: This sign package is to include the rear of the building also?  

 
Chairman Kelly: Yes. 

Board All Ayes. 

 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion 

Anne Houck: Aye, on the second. 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 

Discussion was had regarding a directory on Dakin Ave, but Austin reported that the 
area is probably Village owned and that could present a problem. 

 

 4. Mt. Kisco Sign Co/Rich Alexander        Case #ARB09-51 
     540 Main Street           Comprehensive 

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549                 Sign package 
 

Rich Alexander, Mt. Kisco Sign Co., representing the   applicant 

 
Rich Alexander: Last month there was a question as to where the monument sign was 

going to go. 

 
Chairman Kelly: I remember there was a question as to whether it was your property. 

You were going to go back and check with Austin. 

 
Rich Alexander: We did, and Austin reviewed the site and there is plenty of room for 

it. I photo shopped it and put the sign out there. As you can see there are no site line 
issues for the traffic. You all liked the color last month and you just need to see 

where it was going. Hopefully this will answer last month’s question.  

 
Chairman Kelly: And we did confirm that the street locator is 540 and not 420? 

 

Rich Alexander: Yes.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Are there any other questions on this? Can we get a motion on this? 

 
Anne Houck: I move that we approve the application for 540 Main Street signage as 

presented. 
 

Bruce Hartleben: Second. 

 
Anne Hock: Aye, on the motion 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second. 

Patty Kiernan: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 

Board All Ayes. 
 

 Casey Helber     Case #ARB09-48 

 95 West Way     Alterations/Additions 
 Mount Kisco, New York 10549 

 
 Mike Helfer, Builder 

 Bob Grogan 

 Ken Hesselbacher P.E. 
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Ken Hesselbacher: I believe the board had concerns last month on the centering of 
the roof. Also your concern was centering the window in the bathroom. We did move 

it to the left closer to the steam shower. It will not be centered in the room but it will 

be on the outside.  
 

Chairman Kelly: We also had a concern whether the 3635 measured the egress for 
New York State? 

 

Ken Hesselbacher: All the bedrooms have one casing and it doesn’t look that way.  
 

Chairman Kelly: And the back, that’s my egress.  

 
Ken Hesselbacher: I wasn’t here last month but that is what I was told. Every 

bedroom I always put in one large casing in. 

 
Austin Cassidy: Before you get too far into the esthetic review and the board thinks 

that they are going to give an approval tonight. This applicant is before the Zoning 
Board of Appeals.  This should be subject to the approval of their variance for the set 

back. 

 
Ken Hesselbacher: As you can see the property is skewed a bit. We are 8 ½ feet from 

the property line now and we would like to maintain that.  

 
Anne Houck: That variance has not been received as of yet? 

 

Ken Hesselbacher: No. We met last night and they are coming to do a site inspection 
on Saturday. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Do you want to review the materials with us, siding roofing, and fire 
separation. 

 
Michael Helfer: Vinyl siding, cedar shingles, 30 year. This is going to gray siding. The 

roof is going to be a dark charcoal. 

 
Anne Houck: Normally and just for future reference it is far preferable to have 

materials, the actual materials presented to the board. 

 
Chairman Kelly: They did last meeting. 

 

Anne Houck: Thank you, I was not here last meeting. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Remember last time the windows were way over here, and the 
dimensions were off.  This was to be centered over this. (Referring to the plans). We 

were looking for some sense of balance.  

 
Anne Houck: If it didn’t look like it was balance last time it looks more balanced now. 

It has much more rhythm to it now.  

 
Ken Hesselbacher: We are following the photos that you saw last month of the other 

houses. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any other questions? Can we get a motion pending the 

Zoning Board approval and variance? 
 

Bruce Hartleben: I move that we accept as presented with the condition that the 

applicant receives his variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals. 
Austin Cassidy: Should the applicant not receive their variance this approval also 

goes away.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Before we vote I would like to clarify that the pages that the 

applicant submitted tonight are the actual elevations we are using, verses that super 

seeding that, correct?  
 

Ken Hesselbacher: We are going to go with the octagonal window. I do believe I 

submitted both.  
 

Chairman Kelly: I was under the impression it is the latest submission. Super seeding 
this. (Previous submission)?  

 

Ken Hesselbacher: I believe we are going to go with the octagonal window. 
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Chairman Kelly: I believe the board is under the impression that you were using the 
other option. 

 

Ken Hesselbacher: So you want to go with the rectangular window? 
 

Chairman Kelly: Yes. It works with the other windows with the shutter detail, which is 
lost this little port hole. If it is alright with the applicant we will take this one out 

(octagonal) and replace it with the rectangular big window, correct? 

 
Ken Hesselbacher: That would be ok.  

 

Bruce Hartleben: I would like to revise the previous motion to accept this application 
as proposed with the following clarification to remove the octagonal window and 

replace with three identical rectangular windows on the second floor. Also with the 

condition that the variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals is approved. 
 

Patty Kiernan: Second. 
 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the motion 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second 
Anne Houck: Aye. 

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 
Board All Ayes. 

 

New Cases: 
 

 1. Stephen Barlow    Case #ARB09-53 

     85 E. Main Street   Signage 
     Mount Kisco, New York 10549 

 
    Stephen Barlow, applicant 

 

Chairman Kelly: Just inform us as to what you are proposing tonight. We are 
proposing signage for St. Mark’s Church. St. Mark’s wants to get rid of their existing 

signage that faces N. Bedford Rd. They want to remove this which is outdated. They 

are looking at doing two signs. One sign does not adequately address the traffic 
patterns going and coming through town.  Sign A which is a low sign, which 

addresses traffic along Main St. Then there is the second sign which would be a 

double sided sign and would address people going up and down Rt. 117 (N. Bedford 
Rd). Each sign has a different configuration.  Sign A is a long and low sign. That sign 

is 14” off the ground and 16” high sign and 96” in length. That would be set down 
below the bell tower. The reason for the low sign so it does not block the church. 

Austin was pointing out that they may have a problem with it being so low. 

 
Austin Cassidy: When you are snow blowing it might present a problem. 

 

Chairman Kelly: I tend to agree with Austin. We are always asking applicants to lower 
their signs and in this case you may be doing yourself a dis-service.  

 

Stephen Barlow: At this point the committee that was put together was kind of intent 
about the sign.  

 
Austin Cassidy: It doesn’t have to be that much higher.  

 

Chairman Kelly: Since are dealing with a non-profit. We can potentially approve this 
with the suggestion if they so desire to change the height in the field and not to 

exceed X. It would not require them to come back for another review.  

 
Anne Houck: We could give them a range of dimensions to follow as long as it meets 

code.  

 
Chairman Kelly: We did have an applicant that came before that we strongly 

recommended the letter height be larger. They did realize later that it was a good 

idea.   
 

Stephen Barlow: That would be the one sign.  
 

Chairman Kelly: This would actually be the color? This light pencil line is green?  
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Stephen Barlow: Correct. We are trying to pull the colors from the church itself. All 

the paint is matt and no glossy colors. Some of the church members wanted a red 
sign, but that did not go over. We are trying to match. The posts are solid oak to 

match some other tones that they have around the church. I think that it will look 

good. The second sign over at the parking area is larger, that calls out the name of 
the church and says everyone is welcome, along with the service times. It also calls 

out the Reverend. The same colors apply. That would be called out for the people at 
the parking lot. We kept it low with up lighting.  The sign is about 19 feet away form 

the parking lot entrance. I am about 6 feet off of the sidewalk and 19 feet to the 

driveway. They are talking about lighting up some of the trees. Both signs are 
proposed for up lighting and the cut sheets are included. We don’t want to light it up 

too bright. Because the lower sign is so long I proposed a longer light. I do not want 

to cause shadowing onto the church itself. The church does not have a lot of light 
now. They are thinking about doing some lighting on the bell tower in the future. I 

was think that this long fixture would give the sign some nice lighting and not too 

bright. On the other side we would do a smaller light, but not so that if you were 
driving by you would only se the bulb.  

 
Austin Cassidy: Did you give us the lighting foot-candle? The Village does have 

illumination guidelines.  

 
Stephen Barlow: Yes. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Are there any comments? 
 

Bruce Hartleben: I was thinking that the height of that second sign is so high. I like 

the sign A and even though it is understated it does not block the view of the church. 
I do like it. 

 

Anne Houck: It is very low and it is just because of the snow it might be problematic. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Why is the reverend’s name on the sign? I think that both signs are 
very nice. I don’t know why I am promoting the reverend. 

 

Austin Cassidy: I will note that many churches do post that information. 
 

Patty Kiernan: I agree. 

 
Bruce Hartleben: You stated that the posts were oak, painted, stained? 

 

Stephen Barlow: We are going to put some protection on them so that you can see 
the wood and place a copper cap on the top. I believe the reason for the reverend’s 

name is as a gesture to her and let the public know that we have a woman reverend 
and that has a certain appeal to it.  

 

Chairman Kelly: It just looks like it was an after thought on the sign.  
 

Anne Houck: Many pastors move to other parishes and then they would have to 

change the entire sign.  
 

Stephen Barlow: I was trying to convince them the lighter area should be allowed to 

be changed like for summer hours. We are really trying to create a traditional sign. 
 

Bruce Hartleben: The center white part is meant to be changeable?  
 

Stephen Barlow: That was a thought that could be applied. Right now I am not sure 

that it is.  
 

Bruce Hartleben: I think that area if it were changeable would be a good idea.  

 
Stephen Barlow: Each sign would have the church crest. That brings a little color but 

not too much.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any question? If not can I get a motion? 

 

Patty Kiernan: I motion that we approve the sign package as it was noted. The 
applicant has the right to increase the height up to 24” off finished grade, based on 

field conditions. 
 

Anne Houck: I second. 
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Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion 

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

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 

 3. Ivo Granata/Holiday Inn  Case #ARB09-54 
     1 Holiday Drive    Signage 

     Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 

      Ivo Granata, representing the application 

 
Chairman Kelly: Is Holiday Inn changing their branding? 

 

Ivo Granata: Yes the entire company. These are the comparisons as to what is 
existing and what is proposed.  

 

Chairman Kelly: This is helpful seeing the before and proposed.  
 

Ivo Granata: Originally they wanted a sign like this one (referring to pole sign) but it 
was cut down in size by Nancy. She told us that 8’ was the maximum that we could 

go.  

 
Chairman Kelly: 8’ is plenty especially where this sign is.  

 

Ivo Granata: I was there tonight and could not find it.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Why don’t you describe how the signage works, also do you have a 

plane of it? Is it curved?  
 

Ivo Granata: This is the side view. It is 8’ 6” 

 
Chairman Kelly: The green is flat and the “H” projects slightly off of that.  

 
Ivo Granata: I also asked that colors be submitted so you could see what it would 

look like. The material is aluminum. It lights on the inside out and pushes the light 

out.  
 

Chairman Kelly: What exactly lights up? 

 
Ivo Granata: The “Holiday” and the “H”. Everything else is opaque. This is a map of 

the location. Basically it is this one and that (referring to map) I know there are other 

ones with the old logo around which they might want to change those also. They have 
not decided. They do not want to apply for it now and I don’t know why.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Sign 3 is that their property? The one that is on Kisco Ave., right by 

the Range Rover? 

 
Austin Cassidy: That is a question for the Village Board. The sign that is out on Kisco 

Ave would have to be discussed with the Village Board.  

 
Anne Houck: This free standing sign that you are proposing is on Holiday Inn Drive 

property?  

 
Chairman Kelly: So we have two? 

 
Ivo Granata: No we have one monument sign and one lantern sign with a plaque. 

There are actually two plaques there, which are covered by a tree now. They want to 

remove one of the plaques and put pin mounted letters there, not an actual bronze 
but aluminum. It will be simulated bronze to match.  

 

Anne Houck: You said there are two lamps with signage and they want to remove one 
of them and replace it with this proposal. Does the other plague say anything? 

 

Ivo Granata: It does not say Holiday Inn, it says something else. I was looking at it 
tonight and it does not say Holiday Inn. 

 

Nancy Placona: It says “Country Manor”.  
 

Austin Cassidy: It was a promotional program.  
 

Chairman Kelly: They are taking that off? 
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Anne Houck: No. That is my concern. You are changing some signage that doesn’t go 

together with other signage that is remaining. 
 

Ivo Granata: I am assuming they can do the same shape.  

 
Anne Houck: Am I going to the “Holiday Inn” or the “Country Manor”, which is it?  

 
Chairman Kelly: Shouldn’t we be addressing all of the signs? 

 

Austin Cassidy: Even if they weren’t proposing now they would still have to come up 
with a sign package.  

 

Ivo Granata: Yes we do. The point is that there is a ceiling of time to change the 
logos. They know that this is going to be longer situation. They at least want to 

change these two signs. 

 
Austin Cassidy: The board is not going to review this in a vacuum. They are not going 

to look at one or two signs and there be a greater plan. 
 

Anne Houck: If they are concerned about the legality they are ok with the legality of 

the sign out on Kisco Ave? 
 

Ivo Granata: Yes, they are. Well I don’t know.  

 
Anne Houck: As the signage on their building, that is applied to their building. I know 

you are representing them as far as the design and placement. 

 
Ivo Granata: This is the way that it works out. There is a sign company in Chicago 

and they are handling all the properties in the area and I just happen to be doing the 

two signs. They originally wanted to do everything at once. I have photographs and 
drawings that I did not submit… 

 
Chairman Kelly: Entrance signs, directional signs? 

 

Ivo Granata: If you want us to submit it all at once we could do that. I just don’t 
know why they are holding it up.  

 

Austin Cassidy: The directional signs are not something that you would approve.  
 

Chairman Kelly: These two…. 

 
Ivo Granata: I was told not to submit those.  

Chairman Kelly: One of these is actually on the other side of the road.  
 

Ivo Granata: I don’t know. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Austin, isn’t there one going south on the other side of the highway? 

 

Patty Kiernan: Yes, right here.  
 

Chairman Kelly: There is another one that is off the property.  

 
Ivo Granata: I think there are four more that they want to do.  

 
Chairman Kelly: Isn’t there a way that we could potentially approve the monument 

sign with the understanding that they need to come back in the next thirty days for a 

complete sign package or this permit gets pulled? 
 

Ivo Granata: I think they want to apply for this.  

 
Chairman Kelly: We will need to see all the elevations of the hotel, all the signs 

whether directional or not. Austin brings up a point that we are potentiality approving 

or not approving signs that are not even on their property.  
 

Austin Cassidy: To avoid the chicken and egg, even now or later the Village Board is 

not going to approve esthetic factors. There is some esthetics that would have to run 
parallel at the very least where the Village Board is willing to entertain it and then 

they might allow it to be reviewed esthetically for the Kisco Ave sign. I have no 
knowledge of any formal approval for signs #4 and #5. I would not get ahead of the 

Village Board and let them bounce it over to you. I would start with the Village Board 

since they are the property owner. You would need property owner consent first.  
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Chairman Kelly: I have a suspicion of the two on the other side of the parkway were 
just signs that appeared over the years. 

 

Austin Cassidy: What I have recollections of was the merchants on Kensico Dr had 
issues with the Village Board at that time that they had no exposure. The Village did 

some sort of just go ahead and do your sign and don’t tell me about it. There is a 
very formal approval… 

 

Ivo Granata: I think that I am over my head in this matter. 
 

Chairman Kelly: I think everybody on this board likes the look of the monument sign. 

I think the best solution right now is potentially we can only vote on the monument 
and not the pillar. We do not have a clear picture on that and I want to see the other 

pillar. You would have to come back that revision. Without seeing it we are starting to 

get into the signage on the building, down the street, the one that maybe or maybe 
not village property.  

 
Ivo Granata: They really need those signs by the highway. Unless you are from Mt. 

Kisco you would not be able to locate this. As tall as the sign is now I could not find it 

this evening.  
 

Chairman Kelly: I understand but it is not their property. We cannot give an approval 

on a sign that is not on their property, the signs that are off sight will have to have a 
determination as to whether the sign is on Village property or NY State. I think in the 

interest of making your life a little easier that we could make a motion on this 

(monument) with the understanding that you are coming back in the next 30 days 
with a comprehensive sign package, some agreement with the town regarding the 

signs on Kisco Ave. clarification of the mystery signs. You can have the month to 

work these problems out.  
 

Austin Cassidy: You need to start with that and if that is ok then you might be able to 
go forward with your esthetic review and have it run parallel.  The property owner for 

the signs 3, 4, & 5 is probably the Village of Mt. Kisco.  

 
Chairman Kelly: The owner of the building has been before this board before.  

 

Nancy Placona: Not the owners. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Weren’t they here about a year ago? They were going to paint. 

 
Nancy Placona: They did not come in because you can’t rule on paint. There was 

discussion with them on that. They did bring in lighting changes. 
 

Chairman Kelly: Let’s get a motion in this with the understanding that you will run 

parallel with the town. There maybe a new agreement to be cut on these off premise 
signs. I am going to modify the submission Nancy. 

 

Austin Cassidy: I have the way finding plan and I am going to use that as reference 
for the manager. 

 

Chairman Kelly: Can I get a motion on only the pylon/monument sign. 
 

Patty Kiernan: I move that we accept the proposed double faced illuminated 
pylon/monument sign for the Holiday Inn with the understanding that the owner 

applicant will have to return with a comprehensive sign package and agreement with 

the town on any off site signs.  
 

Anne Houck: Second. 

 
Chairman Kelly: Now you have your approval for that.  

 

Anne Houck: Please expedite the off site signs.  
 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion 

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

Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 

Board All Ayes. 
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Minutes: 

 
Anne Houck: I move that we accept the minutes of September 16, 2009 as 

presented. 

 
Patty Kiernan: Second 

 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion 

Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second 

Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye.  

 

Board All Ayes. 
 

Nancy Placona: You cannot vote on the minutes of October 21, 2009, because the 

quorum is not present.  
 

Chairman Kelly: Motion to adjourn November 18, 2009. 
 

Anne Houck: Second 

 
Board All Ayes. 

 

 
 

Respectfully Submitted By, 

 
 

Nancy Placona, 

Board Secretary 
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