
  

Minutes 
Architectural Review Board 

Village/Town of Mount Kisco 
Wednesday, May 19, 2010 

7:30 pm 
 

 
Meeting called to order at 7:37 pm, Wednesday, May 19, 2010, at the 
Municipal Building, Mount Kisco, New York. 
 
Members Present:   Chairman Kevin Kelly, Bruce Hartleben, Patti 
Kiernan, Nancy Abramson (arrived 8:00 pm) 
Members Absent:   Anne Houck 
Staff Present:   Austin Cassidy 
Staff Absent:  None 
 
Returning Cases: 
 
1. MPH Contracting    Case #ARB09-48 
  95 West Way     Amend Previous  
 Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Approval/Alterations 
 
Chairman Kelly: Returning Case 95 West Way.  Come on up.  How are you 
tonight? 
 
Michael Helfer:  All right, yourself? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Could you just identify yourself for the audio record 
please? 
 
Michael Helfer:  I’m Michael Helfer, representing my company MPH 
contracting. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So, Michael is a returning case.  We met with him after 
our last meeting to try to get things back on track.  I think it was a 
productive meeting.  I think we got in the right direction and what he has 
done now is submitted a new proposal for the front elevation for 95 West 
Way.  Now if you recall last time, we had casements and double hungs.  
Now we have all double hungs in front.  They all now line up with each 
other.  He introduced five pine panels underneath the others just to try to 
take up some of that sheer siding area and some architectural lights that 
match the ones going over by the garage door and the front door. 
 
Michael Helfer:  Which the homeowner was very happy.  He liked this as 
well. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I know he met with Austin.  I think Austin and he are on 
the same track at this point.  Bruce, questions?  So what’s going on there, 
there’s really nothing there.  So what we did is it’s actually a detail that 
we did in one of our other projects.  It’s two shutters closed so you think 
there’s a window there because right now that’s in the middle of bathtub. 
 
Michael Helfer:  Yeah, it would be a big empty void.  
 
Chairman Kelly:  So it gives you the illusion and then he’s planning on 
doing a landscaping plan in between in there just to soften the front of the 
house also. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I don’t remember, what’s the color of this house? 
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Michael Helfer:  I think he has it on here, I think it was a grey stone. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Grey stone, so white trim, grey 
 
Michael Helfer:  And the shingles 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Thirty year architectural, I don’t remember what color 
that was. 
 
Michael Helfer:  It’s like a dark with grey in it. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Weather wood or something. 
 
Michael Helfer:  Yeah, something like that.  It’s probably in the old file. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Bruce, if you look at where we were in the past – there 
was one version and the problem is this window, this was impossible 
because that’s where the kitchen is and then there’s a wall right in the 
middle of that window so nothing worked.  So we went out there.  We 
figured out what we could do, centered everything.  I think the applicant’s 
done as much as he possible can with what we have to work with. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I think it looks great. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Yeah. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, so having said that, can we get a motion? 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I motion to accept as presented. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I second. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  All in favor?  All ayes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Great, there you go.  Ok.  I thank you for being patient 
and coming back in and getting this on the right track. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Constructive details, someone will get to me and you 
guys can resume work. 
 
Michael Helfer:  Ok.  I was hoping I could maybe tomorrow or one day we 
could get together.  I just want to go over a few things.  I’ll give you a 
call.   
 
New Cases: 
 
1. 280 East Main St. #2 LLC   Case ARB10-9 
 280 East Main Street    Façade Alterations 
 Mount Kisco, New York 10549  
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, so now, new case 280 East Main Street. 
 
Chris Thomas:  Chris Thomas, 280 East Main Street LLC.  What we’re 
proposing to do is to put trim around the garage bay doors to match the 
trim that’s over the storefront and front door just to give it a uniform look. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Do you have a photograph of what it really looks like? 
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Chris Thomas:  I might have one in my phone. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I know it was in the package when we approved the 
signage.  You just like coming back every month. 
 
Chris Thomas:  To see what it looks like right now.  That’s what it looks 
like now. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So that’s what you’re trying to pick up.  So what it is like 
a Fipon material. 
 
Chris Thomas:  It’s Azak.  It will be painted beige and the other part will 
be white. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  One of the bays is bigger than the other two? 
 
Chris Thomas:  Yeah, the one door is higher.  It’s for trucks. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Where would you put your New York Inspection sign? 
 
Chris Thomas:  I don’t know what we’re going to do, whether we’re going 
to keep it there and incorporate it in one of those panels?  I think that’s 
what we’ll have to do.  We’ll have to incorporate it into one of those 
panels. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Will it fit?  Because that’s pretty big? 
 
Chris Thomas:  We may have to eliminate it on that one column.  We 
need to have those licenses up. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Can it be in the window? 
 
Chris Thomas:  I don’t think so.  I think it has to be affixed to the 
building. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Can it fit there? 
 
Chris Thomas:  No, it won’t fit there because it’s a very small wall and 
then it juts back.  The bay is set back a little. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  What happens if you took the Azak and pulled it tighter 
to the jams of the doors?  Right now, you’re showing a little bit of brick 
there.  What happens if you brought it there and to there, even it you 
spread that one out and that one out.  Then you might get enough room 
because even if you make that Azak three inches, you might actually get 
your signage.  You might have to actually work around the signage. 
 
Chris Thomas: We could do that because it looks as though we have about 
three inches now. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  That might be a way to… ok. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Could you express that in somewhat of a form of a 
performance goal because you are dealing with this speculatively.  You 
don’t know the dimensions of the state sign. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I was going to mark it on here.  Now, you have 
goosenecks over the front door.  Is that what I’m seeing there? 
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Chris Thomas:  Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And over the glass area there on the right so it looks like 
there are three goosenecks?   
 
Chris Thomas:  Right. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And there are no goosenecks over the other doors, 
correct? 
 
Chris Thomas:  No, just over the sign, the existing sign that is above the 
middle door.  That’s up pretty high. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So that’s where USA 
 
Chris Thomas:  American 
 
Chairman Kelly:  American, sorry, I couldn’t remember what it was.  It’s 
right there somewhere, right? 
 
Chris Thomas:  Right. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok.  So basically we’re saying the trim may to go to 
there, to there, to there – those squares will probably look better too 
because they’re tight.  So that’s going to be there, there.  You could even 
potentially route out a little bit if you had to get that sign in there, or the 
other alternative potentially is where that panel is, maybe that actually 
becomes a raised panel and you mount the sign on that.  Do you follow 
what I’m saying?  Because then you could be on top of that three inch 
return if you had to. 
 
Chris Thomas:  Ok. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So there are two signs going in – the yellow and the 
green one, correct? 
 
Chris Thomas:  The yellow and the green, yes. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Just to clairify, each of these trim panels, sets of them, 
are different from any of the others.  In other words, there are four 
different sets of dimensions. 
 
Chris Thomas:  Yeah, we’re going to try to keep them as close together 
because we want a uniform look. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well it looks like the ones on the outside, there’s no 
reason why they can’t match. 
 
Chris Thomas:  Right. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So the goal is to match. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I have a question.  I think I remember the last time you 
were here, you talked about adding trim on there to make it, and I forgot 
the word you used, I think it was Victorian.  What word did you use? 
 
Chris Thomas:  I don’t remember. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  My first reaction when I saw this, it looks at least from 
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the drawing; it looks more like a garden trellis.  It looks busy to me.  And 
the rectangles make the building look shorter. 
 
Chris Thomas:  We’re actually going to make it… it’s depicting right now a 
lot of squares.  It’s not going to be that many.  It’s going to be a little bit 
less than that.  But it does look busy, I agree with you.  It’s a little bit 
busy. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I’d like to throw an idea out.  If you make it a pilaster 
that has a base and a capitol, it makes the building look taller.  It makes 
these looks taller.  It’s so interesting, the symmetry.  These, if you make 
the square line up with the column, it adds a little architectural interest 
and these panels match that panel. 
 
Chris Thomas:  I actually like that.  That’s nice.  Can I get a copy of that? 
 
Kevin Kelly:  The only other alternative is to line everything up with the 
window arrangement.  But I think you’re right, Bruce.  I think it’s busy. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  If you add a small square on top of the pilaster, it kinds 
of accentuates it. 
 
Chris Thomas:  I like that.  That’s nice. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  That’s made out of the same material as the other; you 
just choose different size squares and position them. 
 
Kevin Kelly:  What you’re going to do is buy the Azak in a four by eight 
sheet for the base.  That’s the column on the house.  That’s the same 
detail. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  And for here, the sign might be a little bit wider than 
the column but you could mount it right there.  Right where it is now. 
 
Kevin Kelly:  You just put a block in there. 
 
Chris Thomas:  Tonight I can’t say that I approve that because it’s not 
me, it’s my boss.  I like it.  I think he’ll like it.  If you guys want to 
approve that and if any changes I have to come back before you, I can do 
that. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Set this as a performance goal and then submit 
subsequent drawings matching that.  The Chairman and I will look at that.  
If they meet the performance goal, you’re good to go. 
 
Chris Thomas:  Ok. 
 
Kevin Kelly:  Yeah, I think that’s a good solution. 
 
Chris Thomas:  Because I agree, I think this does look too busy.  It’s too 
much. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Especially when they’re all different. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  And going in different directions – there’s rectangles and 
squares. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And the goal is somewhere in here, right, is the signage. 
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Chris Thomas:  Right, that’s the widest. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  New York State signs, ok.  All right, let’s get a motion  
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I don’t know how to word that way. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  All right, I guess the Board would take a motion to 
approve the revised sketch, subject to your owner saying he can live with 
this.  If that’s the case, he’ll supply Austin a detailed drawing that 
represents this and we can move forward from that.  At that point, Austin 
and I can just sign off it providing it is substantially in compliance to this 
drawing.   Is that ok? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Otherwise, it shall return. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Otherwise, the applicant will have to come back, ok? 
 
Chris Thomas:  That’s fine. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I’ll second. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  All in favor.  All ayes 
 
Chris Thomas:  Is there any way… I’d better take a copy. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, as soon as that comes back, give us a holler and 
then Austin and I can look at the other one and go from there. 
 
 
2.  Simone Brothers Auto Body, Inc. Case ARB10-10 
 333 N. Bedford Road    Signage/Monument 
 Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, 333 No. Bedford Road.  Good evening. 
 
Dominic Simone:  Hello, Dominic Simone 
 
Michael Sirignano:  And I’m Michael Sirignano, his attorney. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  I’m just inquiring, what address does your business 
actually use? 
 
Dominic Simone: What address?  We’ve been using it for the last 40 years 
– it’s 283. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  That’s what I figured. 
 
Dominic Simone:  But there’s some confusion on the address because the 
main building for Martabano’s Lincoln Mercury is 275.  Then it jumps to 
295 and the first building I used to be in is 281. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Just for the continuity of our records, 333 is another 
property.  So we’ll go with your 283. 
 
Patti Tipa:  Is it listed like this because of it being Ice House Road as 333. 
 
Dominic Simone:  It could be listed because of the Ice House Road. 
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Michael Sirignano:  This is Dominic’s sign  - either that sign or a sign very 
similar to that that has been on the south side of this intersection since 
1975.  When The Park got approved it’s comprehensive sign, the owner of 
this property asked Dominic if his sign could be relocated.  So his sign was 
here for 30 plus years, 
 
Dominic Simone:  Almost 35 years. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  And when this sign went in, his sign got moved to 
that, which opened the question in connection with the adoption of your 
new sign ordinance, it opened the question of whether his sign was non-
conforming, pre-existing in that setting.  We went to the Zoning Board 
and they granted us a variance to have a sign, not that one, placed off 
premises because the ordinance requires signs to be on the owner’s 
premises.  So we have that relief from the Zoning Board.  They 
conditioned the variance on coming to you folks and getting our directory 
sign approved.  So there are really two issues.  One is the layout look of 
the sign.  Secondly is the location of the sign.  During the site walk with 
the Zoning Board, and believe me even Austin suggested that we’d do 
better if we put the sign across Ice House Road on the north side in front 
of this pole in this location here.  At first Dominic was adverse to it 
because he always had a sign on the south side but he has come around 
Austin’s. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I think that give the sign much more visibility. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Let me ask a couple of questions because this is a more 
complicated on that most of these.  Austin, the other side of the street, 
whose property is that? 
 
Dominic Simone:  Both sides are the same owner. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Both sides are the same owner. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  What we’re referring to as a street is actually a 
panhandle coming up from a single parcel of land. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  There’s no visibility. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  And they own to the face of this wall.   
 
Austin Cassidy:  We’ve actually looked at this in the field and of course 
that would be one of the caveats that there couldn’t be a sight line 
obstruction but it would essentially mirror in locale to one degree or 
another the sign that’s just been approved on the opposite side.  And the 
other caveat was that this sign would not only assist this particular 
applicant but the other properties/businesses that do not front on North 
Bedford Road but are certified as what is locally referred to as Ice House 
Road, which is not really an official road. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right.  So now, the 309 sign? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  That’s on his property. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It is on his property, ok. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  That’s another day because you also have that group 
coming to see you relative to a signage package. 
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Dominic Simone:  There’s a strip right here. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Do you have a site plan or a survey?  This is deceiving. 
 
Dominic Simone:  From this wall to the curb, there’s a strip of land right 
there.  It goes all the way around to this area. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  To the base of that retaining wall. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  So we’re talking about right here. 
 
Dominic Simone:  What Austin suggested that if I could move it to the 
front it would be even better, but I mean… so I think if it’s here, it doesn’t 
matter.  There’s room there to put it in. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I’d like to see a survey. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  The location where this sign is now you don’t want – 
that’s a problem?  Is that an issue? 
 
Dominic Simone:  We’re talking about since we’re getting a directory sign, 
it would be more visible to put on the other side where’s nothing really 
obstructing it.   
 
Chairman Kelly:  So we’re really talking, counselor, there?  Reality, 
probably really there because the curve, and then it’s cutting right onto 
the State road there.  Do you see that?  So at the halfway point right 
there – it’s not even their property.  See that? 
 
Michael Sirignano:  According to that survey. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And then if you go any further back, you’re probably 
going to be right into the pole. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I think the other property just ends right about here. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Yeah, that’s what we’re saying. 
 
Dominic Simone:  Where it starts to be… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  About half way through the radius, so reality is it 
probably is there where we’re proposing, I think.   
 
Dominic Simone:  If it’s here, it’s ok. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Let’s narrow down where and then we’ll deal with the 
sign. 
 
Dominic Simone:  There or the other side, that’s ok. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  That’s right, just behind this. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  All right, let’s just take baby steps.  If we’re going there 
and the sign itself is compliant in dimension, don’t even worry about the 
look of it yet, but the dimension is correct, ok.  Maximum height is … 
 
Michael Sirignano:  Eight feet. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And that sign is… 
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Michael Sirignano.  It’s eight feet.  It’s fully conforming. 
 
Dominic Simone:  The one I have up here?   
 
Chairman Kelly:  But the actual sign, forget the post, how much is the 
sign itself. 
 
Dominic Simone:  The sign is 5 by 6. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Fine, so it’s six.   
 
Patti Tipa:  The face of it would be 30 square feet. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Because where I’m going is, do you see that?  So, really 
you want to start there and go. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I can’t see where it is. 
 
Dominic Simone:  On the wall you mean? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  No, not on the wall but if it’s below the wall, you’re not 
going to see… I’m trying to be fair to every body here, all right? 
 
Dominic Simone:  Southbound traffic, you’re not going to see it. Are you 
talking about southbound traffic being able to see it with that wall? 
 
Michael Sirignano:  It ought to be exposed above the wall. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  That’s why we’ve got to be careful now about the overall 
height because now the dimensions of the sign potentially might want to 
be adjusted.  Obviously we can’t exceed eight feet but I don’t anybody, 
right now, knows the height of that wall. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I don’t think it matters with the (inaudible) on that side. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  What could potentially happen here is going southbound, 
you might get something like that… 
 
Dominic Simone:  You might not see the bottom 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And then you’re going to come back to me in a month or 
so and say, Oh my God, we made a mistake.  Austin? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Oh no, I visualize the whole thing? 
 
Dominic Simone:  So couldn’t we just say that we could have 5 x 7 with 
the face of the sign would start at the bottom of that… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But it can’t exceed the eight feet in height. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I think it’s eight feet in height from the grade. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But, you can’t go from the grade of the other property 
up above. 
 
Dominic Simone:  No, but if you look at this one, this is actually eight feet 
from the grade but the grade was built up.  There’s a big pedestal 
underneath there. 
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Chairman Kelly:  Let’s take one at a time.  I’m trying to help you out at 
the same time.  I just want to make sure we get all the things and then 
we’ll talk about the sign.  I mean, it probably makes sense to be there in 
my opinion, and you could talk to everybody else here, I don’t want to be 
leading the whole show here, versus back here probably makes sense.  It 
makes no sense to be in front of the pole because I think you’ve got sight 
conditions and by the time you got into the radius, you’d be way into this 
guy’s parking lot.  So it probably needs to be somewhere right in that 
strip. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  It’s going to get as close to this pole as we can. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right, so having said that, now the question is how high 
is that retaining wall and then work with the 30 square feet maximum not 
exceeding the height of eight feet.  I think those are the criteria and we 
may not resolve all this tonight but let’s see if we can get to the right 
direction because I don’t think anybody in this room could tell us how high 
that. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I think Austin’s reading the blocks. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  He’s trying to read the blocks.  Since this is sensitive, I 
think we better all be 100% sure, correct. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  I suppose if the wall height becomes a problem, we 
could go back to Zoning Board and ask for a variance on the height. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Well, I mean there’s other creative ways to address with.   
 
Michael Sirignano:  Perhaps raise the base. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  For the degree that we’re talking about, if you put flowers 
at the bottom and raised the grade up a little bit… 
 
Dominic Simone:  Clean it up and landscape it. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  You could make it up 6 inches and resolve it. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  And this isn’t particularly attractive, this base anyway, 
so maybe we could backfill against that. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But Austin, what I’m concerned about is I don’t want to 
see, at least me, this get all filled up to that height to the top of that wall. 
 
Dominic Simone:  No, No. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  No, the bottom of the sign would pick up the capstones. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And the next question, if we’re being really careful about 
it, is the property is on a slope, do we take the average grade or do we 
take all that. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  You would take average grade. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So first, I would think, does that make logical sense for 
the sign to be in that area versus down here.  Now, did they give you any 
restrictions on where?   
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Austin Cassidy:  That wasn’t the nature of the matter before them. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, so we’ve got that. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  They potentially wanted flexibility for this Board. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Right, optimum benefit of the sign because the sign is 
benefiting multiple parties. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Moving on, this is a two-sided sign, correct?  And I think 
we should talk about … they’re coming in for a new package.  I know that 
pole sign is probably not compliant with the new regulations. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Correct. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  In what way? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Pole signs in that area I don’t think are permitted, 
correct? 
 
Patti Tipa:  I think the pole is the issue.  I think the sign and the height 
are probably dimensionally compliant because they came in with that just 
about the time we were changing the law. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And I think there’s an optical illusion.  There’s probably 
enough room here, but you’re right, without being out there, how much 
room is there.  Austin, that’ not an ADA curb cut right there, is it? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  No. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It looks like it, doesn’t it? 
 
Dominic Simone:  No, that’s for the water to drain out. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  You can see it better on this. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Yeah, that’s much better, providing none of the utilities 
are right there. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  In these pictures, is this going to be right down the middle 
of their sign? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, they’re hoping that we’re going to grant something 
somewhere in here and my concern if I took eight feet average and I lose 
X, which we don’t know what X is right now.  We can guess what these 
blocks are. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I think they’re eight inch blocks because four of them 
don’t go even then the window in the door. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I just don’t know.  Does that say pole right there?  I 
don’t have my glasses on. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Light pole. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Oh, light pole.   
 
Patti Kiernan:  Existing sign to be removed is right here. 
 

 11 ARB Minutes 5/19/10 



  

Chairman Kelly: No, I’m looking for this gentleman’s sign.  
 
Michael Sirignano:  I would suggest that if with an approval on a 
conforming sign at that location, if when we install it and when we tinker 
with Austin’s advise and consultation, if we can’t stay within the eight foot 
height then we’d have to come back to you and or the Zoning Board or 
change the sign configuration. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, there’s very little room here to massage the grade.  
It’s tight, if you look at that. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  You just want both sides to be above that cap stone. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  Ideally, yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Yeah, because tenant number 3 or 4 or whatever, 
potentially could be obstructed coming from the south side, going south, 
sorry. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  Going south, right. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I’d say, just from the visual cues in a couple of these 
pictures, that’s not more than three feet. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But if you do the math, if the sign was six and that’s 
three, we’re at nine.  Do you see what I’m saying?  So, hypothetically, I’m 
just trying to think that maybe the sign should be that way, layout wise, 
being more linear, shorter in height, keeping the thirty square feet 
because you’re losing that chunk at the bottom.   
 
Michael Sirignano:  Perhaps. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Well there are a number of tenant signs where the four 
on the bottom are two and two so it still looks proportionate. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I think that’s how this one was.  No they did the bigger 
one and the ones on the side, which, these smaller ones here – you can’t 
read them. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I think there’s only like three rows of block above grade 
here and if they’re eight inches apart, that’s twenty four inches. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  No that’s more than 24 inches, I can tell you that for 
sure. 
 
Dominic Simone:  Not at the corner.  It depends on where you’re looking 
at it.   
 
Chairman Kelly:  Eight, sixteen, twenty-four, thirty-two and the cap is four 
inches so it’s at least thirty-six.   
 
Dominic Simone:  You have at least, probably about twenty-four inches 
between the wall and the pole. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  If I go right there, eight, sixteen, twenty-four, thirty-two 
and the caps are four. 
 
Dominic Simone:  You only have four rows of blocks 
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Chairman Kelly:  On those stones, so you’re thirty-six. 
 
Dominic Simone:  One, two, three, four is what I’m counting. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  The point is that at least a foot of your sign is gone. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  Dominic, what Mr. Kelly is suggesting instead of 
having the sign tall, have it wide. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And then Bruce brings up the point that maybe you do 
two and two because you have more length 
 
Michael Sirignano:  And then you do two and two instead of four. 
 
Dominic Simone:  Two which way? 
 
Michael Sirignano:  Have Simone Brothers across the top now and instead 
of having one, two, three, four below it, have two and two here. 
 
Dominic Simone:  That’s fine. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  You see what I’m saying because … 
 
Michael Sirignano:  Now the sign starts at four feet and goes up to eight 
feet. 
 
Dominic Simone:  That’s fine.  I can go with that. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right, because honestly, I think you’re going to be hard 
pressed going back to the Zoning Board of Appeals saying I need higher 
because there are solutions how you wouldn’t have to go higher. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I was just trying to stay in that same form of the signs 
of the frame itself. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  So it will be five by six instead of six by five. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, so now having said that.   
 
Dominic Simone:  Five by six sideways instead of up and down. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I really would like to see really where exactly the sign is 
going on a survey or a site plan because we were here and now we’re 
going across the street.  We were over here and now we’re here.  I think 
we’re on the right direction on the best location and now we should talk 
about the look of the sign.  You guys jump in please.  I shouldn’t be the 
one doing all the talking. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I’ll take your suggestions. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, tell me what we were helping to do here and we’ll 
go from there. 
 
Dominic Simone:  What I was hoping to do here was the same design as I 
have there.  The floor is open to you now. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Paint the sign red on white? 
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Dominic Simone:  Yeah, that’s the way I designed it trying to keep it to 
where it was 35 years ago.  Now, I’m open to suggestions. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I’m kind of late so how many signs are there. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  It’s a gray border, white background, and red letters. 
 
Kevin Kelly:  The Zoning Board has granted them permission to… 
 
Nancy Abramson:  But this is for a bunch of tenants right? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It will be, yeah.  So just give me one second to bring 
Nancy up to speed.  So the concept was not to have it here.  They have 
permission to have other locations.  And then, logically, the other side of 
the boulevard over here.  They originally say here but that’s going to be a 
problem because of the radius.  It really needs to be back there.  Having 
said that, just realizing that the proportions and they’ll come back to us in 
a month and say we screwed up.   
 
Nancy Abramson:  Right. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So we’re trying to avoid that. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  The other four tenants are known? 
 
Dominic Simone:  Well three potentially are known. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  So what color is it? 
 
Michael Sirignano:  It’s white background, grey border with red lettering. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Ok, I don’t think this… it’s going to be near this one? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  No it’s going to be across the street.  That one is 
somewhere… let me get my bearings… in front of the building so it’s there.  
This one is going to be over here. 
 
Dominic Simone:  Pretty close to where the other one is there. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It’s there and then there, ok?  
 
Nancy Abramson:  Well this one has such a graceful kind of look to it. And 
so it might be nice if they had some similarities, just sort of go. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Maybe if you did black lettering instead of red lettering. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Yeah. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  How would you feel about that? 
 
Dominic Simone:  I’ll take all the suggestion you want to make. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  We went red because his customers are familiar with 
this sign that has been 1975. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well that’s giving him now better road exposure, 
potentially. 
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Michael Sirignano:  If you feel strongly about a different color, my client 
would… 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I think especially with all these as well, they’ve got to 
be the same color right? 
 
Dominic Simone:  Which ones? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Your tenants. 
 
Dominic Simone:  Yeah. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I think that’s really a good idea. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Just for clarity, they are not his tenants.  This sign is 
serving multiple properties. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Ok, well whatever the sign package, they’ve got to be 
same color. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  If that’s the case, why is yours bigger than everybody 
else’s? 
 
Dominic Simone:  Because I’m spending all the money to get all this stuff, 
and I’ve had the original permit since 1975.  So why is mine bigger – I’m 
doing the legwork. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  And he’s made a concession to the Zoning Board that 
he will share this sign with other businesses on the south side of Ice 
House Road that don’t have frontage.  They are not his tenants.  He has 
no business relationship with them. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Well, I was just reading this and the Zoning Board of 
Appeals certainly makes it seem like there are a bunch of other tenants 
who are interested in having exposure on North Bedford Road.  So there 
are no tenants? 
 
Chairman Kelly: I just wonder why there are five? 
 
Patti Tipa:  There are other businesses on Ice House Road that will be 
sharing this sign. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I don’t have tenants but there are businesses that want 
their name on the road but they can’t get their name on the road, one 
because they need permits and they need authorization and everything 
else.  
 
Chairman Kelly:  So all I’m asking and I’m somewhat playing devil’s 
advocate here now… I understand you’re footing the bill but why is it 
bigger because what I’m concerned about is Store Number one or two or 
three comes back and says theirs isn’t big enough.  I’m trying to eliminate 
a problem down the road because they’re not here to talk about their 
exposure.  I think what would be helpful is seeing a real layout that way, 
seeing what size because you’re proportions are going to change to 
because you’ve got a broader area to work with because you’re picking up 
another foot, you’re picking up another twenty five or twenty percent of 
signage surface area, ok, to work that layout out.  And then Nancy, I think 
you’re right to see if we can get a little more creative on the sign. It’s 
going to be there for a long, long, long, long time. 
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Nancy Abramson:  Who did this? 
 
Michael Sirignano:  I’m not sure. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I had Welsh Signs in Bedford Hills with the dimensions 
of the letters, the size of the letters.  
 
Nancy Abramson:  And what color is the… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I think its grey, white and red. 
 
Dominic Simone:  Originally the sign itself was red and white and I stuck 
with that color.  So now, taking your suggestion, if you want the poles 
black, I’ll paint the poles black. If you want the letters yellow, I’d do the 
letters yellow. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  No, I don’t think so. Let’s not do that. 
 
Dominic Simone:  We’re talking about visibility here. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I think what Nancy’s point was with the other sign and 
looking at the other sign, I think the gray is fine, but if you put the letters 
in black it would make it a little more… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Not to rehash but Austin brought up a very good point. 
Your mailing number is what? 
 
Dominic Simone:  Two eighty-three.  There is no numbers over there. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Except that they have a number right on theirs.  Do we 
need that Austin for the fire department? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Not on this one, again this is a negotiated arrangement. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  911, Fire Department – nobody requires? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  On the building 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Just on the building, ok, I just want to make sure we 
don’t have a number on here too.  Ok?  Being cautious. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Building number or phone number.  The current one has 
a phone number. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  They don’t need a phone number. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  What I, just to give you some feedback, the park sign is 
white background, black or gray border and that’s exactly what you have 
there.  I actually think the red lettering and the curve of the name offers a 
lot of continuity of people knowing you for thirty-five years.  So, I don’t 
know if that is legally a trademark but that is identifiable as this same 
person, just a new sign. 
 
Dominic Simone: At this point, just to expedite things, whatever you 
recommend, I’ll change it so we can get things moving.  This is the twenty 
first century; I can change with the times. 
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Bruce Hartleben:  The feedback I have is that I like that just like it is only 
turned sideways with the two tenants, two and two, instead of four. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  I’m with you on that sign. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I’m not going to vote for the red. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I don’t mind the red.  I was making a suggestion in terms 
of what you’re saying but I agree with what you’re saying in terms of his 
having it for a long time, they are used to it, they are familiar with.  I 
think the red would be fine. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Is there a way to do the tenants black and yours, I 
don’t know if it qualifies as a logo but… 
 
Dominic Simone:  That would be fine.  As far as the potential “tenants” I 
think they'll be just glad just to have a name up there.   
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, we’re making progress.  Is everybody comfortable 
with that location provided there are no sight problems?   
 
Patti Kiernan:  Yes 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Yes 
 
Chairman Kelly:  You all agree that obviously we need to change the 
proportions because of that because you’re going to hurt yourself. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I would like see what that layout really looks like versus 
just saying ok, go ahead, do it.   
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Turned sideways. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right, so we’re going to need to see a new layout, ok?  
Or a revised layout based on that.  The shape, I tend to agree with you 
that that’s kind of what people have seen whether it’s white, red, or 
whatever.  I don’t know how important that is but I’ve seen that for a 
long, long time.  I would have hoped if we’re putting a new monument 
sign there that we could be, have a little bit more architecture here to 
make it look a little bit…. Whether it was a nicer post detail or just a little 
thought versus just a four by four post.   When I look at this, it’s still your 
sign.  This looks like it’s a temporary sign compared to that. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  That’s a really good way to put it.   
 
Chairman Kelly:  So, in the past, this is a democracy, I don’t want to 
dictate, the thought is get the proportion the way we really need it 
because you’re going to have to go out there and measure that and make 
sure that you’re right there.  To take it to even another extreme, you 
should go on the other side and see if there’s a return there – snow, 
things like that.  If it’s really right at that edge, you’ve got to adjust even 
further because you may lose some of that.  I think it drops back down 
again, from memory. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  I think there are at least six to ten inches. 
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Austin Cassidy:  It would have to otherwise you’d get ground water 
flowing in the street. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So just check that.  I wouldn’t being adverse if you told 
your sign guy to come with A, B, and C alternatives and then next time 
you come we can finalize this.  Does that make sense? 
 
Dominic Simone:  Do you want some caps on the top of the posts? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Yeah, I think that might be a way to enhance it. 
 
Dominic Simone:  What do you suggest about posts.  If you don’t want 
the wood, I can change it around. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Whether it’s wood, aluminum or whatever.  If it’s wood, 
you’re going to be maintaining it down the road. 
 
Dominic Simone: Believe it or not, that lasted a long time. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So just a little more thought and that.  They went nine 
yards. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  That’s a little more contemporary. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I’m not trying to say what to do but I think just a little 
more creativity would help the situation because it’s going to be there 
forever. 
 
Dominic Simone:  So you want me to put one with aluminum posts and 
whatever, ok. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Ask him to put together a few, like he was saying, a 
couple of alternatives.  Bruce liked the idea of the red and the black, and 
then do one with just the black, and then add a little more dimension to it. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Something may happen when you start doing those two 
and two, side by side, you might have the ability to do something a little 
bit more creative that we’re not seeing right now.  Ok? 
 
Dominic Simone:  One I can change the posts from wood to aluminum. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Just food for thought, are these going to be an applied 
block or are they. 
 
Dominic Simone:  They’re going to be something screwed. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Because if it changes you’re not destroying your sign.  
So think about that two because maybe you can do an edging on them, I 
don’t know.   
 
Bruce Hartleben:  It’s not that important to change the material from 
wood to aluminum, it’s the shape, the interest in half of arched top or 
something. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Do you think that could be curved?  You know what 
might be interesting, it all depends on what the material is, but it might 
be something to do something at the top to sort of match the Simone. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It just makes it a little more upscale for you. 
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Nancy Abramson:  Ask your sign person. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  We’ve had other sign manufacturers come here and say 
we’d like to get this approved sooner than later. I think we’ve made 
progress.  I think you’d agree that we’re trying to help you in the long run 
to do the right thing.  Just be cautious because what he did with his 
signage, he did a disservice to those if you read them.  Do you see what 
I’m saying? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  What do you mean? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Because those are really too small – making those so big 
hurt those. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Oh, right.  And plus they all, weren’t there people who 
wanted to put extra stuff in there too, which we discouraged. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  You know, we have so much to work with.  That’s fine. 
 
Dominic Simone:  I will take all into consideration, it was very helpful and 
we’ll see you when, tomorrow?  Is that soon enough? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I think this is yours but that locating really where it is, 
take a field measurement and then we’ll go from there. OK? 
So that should go back on the agenda for next month and hopefully next 
month we can resolve this. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  And when is the meeting date? 
 
Patti Tipa:  The meeting date would be the 16th. 
 
Michael Sirignano:  The 16th?  Thank you. Good night. 
 
 
3. DP33, LLC c/o Diamond Prop.  Case #ARB10-12 
 666 Lexington Avenue   Comprehensive Sign  
 Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Package 
 
Chairman Kelly:  666 Lexington Avenue, Good evening. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Good evening 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I’m sure you all have copies of this. 
 
Patti Tipa:   Would you just please identify yourself for the record. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Yes, my name is Dominick Tolli 
 
Patti Tipa:  Thank you. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Actually, Dominick, can we just start, just a side note – 
Austin see, even on this one, a building number is on that one too. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Well it was building specific. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Good point, because there will be several. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Several different buildings. 
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Chairman Kelly:  Ok. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  We presently have two signs at one entryway.  We’d like 
to remove both of them and replace it with just the one sign for Mrs. 
Greens.  That would be sign N1, I believe, it’s shown that way on the plot 
plan.  Then at the second entrance, we’re going to install sign N2.  And 
then interior on the property, we’d like to put up two directory signs for 
the medical building. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  So these are coming down? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Yes, both of those signs will be removed and in place for 
Mrs. Greens will go this sign.  That will be the only sign at that entrance.  
The second sign will be at the second entrance to the property. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So N1 is replacing R2, correct?   
 
Dominick Tolli:  R2, yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  R2 will now have this. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Yes, that will be Mrs. Greens 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, and Lexington Avenue 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Yes, and the address. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Just what we see here. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Right 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  N1 is replacing R1 
 
Dominick Tolli:  N1 is replacing R1; we have it on the other side.  R2 is 
going to be removed.  This here, that’s going to be taken down.  Then at 
the other entrance to the property, we’re going with N2.  And then interior 
on the property, shown as N3 and 4, we have to directory signs for the 
medical offices. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And whoever else, technically. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Yes, possibly.  They are all post and panel signs.  It’s all 
engraved PVC material.  Naturally N1 and N2 are double faced and 3 and 
4 are single faced. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  And Mrs. Greens is green?  And this is green? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  It’s supposed to be green, yeah.  Sometimes it doesn’t 
print green.   
 
Patti Kiernan:  I like all the pictures that you brought.  We have a picture 
of everything.  That’s great. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  So only two go on N1. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Here it is.  Right, it’s just going to be the address and 
Mrs. Greens and that’s it.  They’ll be no other tenants that will go on that 
particular sign. 
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Nancy Abramson:  And what color is the real green? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  It’s like a forest green, kind of a deep green.  We can 
send up a sample if you want to see an actual sample. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Mrs. Green’s is fine with a new font, not their current 
one? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  This is the font they’ve agreed to. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Good for you. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And that’s all it’s going to say, Mrs. Green’s. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  That’s it. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Surprising. 
 
Patti Tipa:  The building signage for Mrs. Green’s is not going to be 
addressed as part of this at this time because they will likely need 
variances to maintain their signage because they have a pretty unique 
situation.  So this will be for the ground signs. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  That is pretty interesting.  So this font won’t 
necessarily match what’s going to be on the building. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  We’re not involved with the building at this time. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  This is their logo but I think what’s on the building is what 
you’ll see. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I’m just making a point.  Usually everybody likes to 
match their fonts. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I’m sure they’re more concerned about their building signs. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Like that what we just did with the monument sign we 
just saw where everyone’s got their own logo. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  This is almost directional. 
 
Patti Kiernan: Yes, exactly. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And Mrs. Green’s did not ask, not that they’re entitled to 
it, to have their name listed under 
 
Dominick Tolli:  They will not be on that directory. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I just want to make sure. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  This will be in effect; their entrance and everyone else 
would be directed to the other entrance.  
 
Nancy Abramson:  But then this is the directory. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And they’re not going to be on the directory either. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  No, from us she’s getting one sign. 
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Chairman Kelly:  Ok. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  And is there one here right now, a directory sign? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  No. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So that’s there and there 
 
Nancy Abramson:  And they’re allowed to have a directory on the 
property? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I’m thinking in the past we had those directory signs and 
location signs. 
 
Patti Tipa:  333 No. Bedford Road you did way-finding signage.  There’s 
not a limit in the law to how many grounds signs on a property because 
it’s really way finding signage.  
 
Nancy Abramson:  We love those. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  We sure do, don’t we. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But is there a restriction on the size of those because 
this one’s pretty big.  
 
Dominick Tolli:  They’re going to be about two and a half inch high letters. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It’s big, it’s 72 inches. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Yes, it’s six feet in width. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Six feet? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It’s not tiny; it’s bigger than some of our regular signs. 
 
Patti Tipa:  I think they’re going with the same ground sign dimensions. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Do you see what I’m saying Austin. 
 
Patti Tipa:  The ground signs in that district can be eight feet above grade 
with a 15 square foot face. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I have a question.  In your directory sign you have ten 
slots and on your entry sign you have three.   
 
Dominick Tolli:  Chances are if you’re not a prime tenant, you’re not going 
to be on that sign.  That’s the assumption we’re making.  These have all 
been approved by Diamond Properties, so I guess if you come in and you 
take 20,000 square feet then we might ask permission to put your name 
out on the street.  If not, you’re not going to be there. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  This is Diamond Properties too?  I’ve got to say, I’m a 
little confused about having an upright directory sign that’s so big on a 
property like that. 
 
Patti Tipa:  Again, I’ll just reiterate on 333 No. Bedford Road, the old 
Grand Union, the Park, the large distribution – the old Grand Union 
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property where Grand Prix, you approved large ground signs on their 
property. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Inside?   
 
Chairman Kelly:  They were as big as the main entrance sign? 
 
Patti Tipa:  They were shaped differently; they were more vertical than 
landscaped.  But you did approve them.  When you are going down the 
driveway onto the property there are directory signs directing you to 
different tenancies. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So we have nothing in our regulations then? 
 
Patti Tipa:  No. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, then there is nothing in the regulations on that.  I’m 
just thinking that they’re pretty substantial. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Without being, just thinking about the aesthetic, this is 
not, this takes up a lot of space on a medium sized lot versus those other 
ones there are miles and miles. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I guess the question is these signs here are for basically 
for pedestrian traffic. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well also, once you come in, that sign there just tells you 
that it’s the medical center and as you can see, right now we have four 
tenants.  So as it is those letters are going to be two and a half inches in 
height. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  But you don’t have anything now, correct, just to 
reiterate? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Nothing is there now. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  And has it been a problem? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well, they’re adding a story to the building, as I 
understand it.  And they are looking for new tenants so I guess they need 
a directory to direct people to where they are. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Is there no directory inside the building? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  No.  Not yet. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Is there a reason they wouldn’t put this directory inside of 
the building? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well then you still have to get the people into the 
building. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Yeah, but you go into the building because you had the 
address, didn’t you? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well you have the address. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  There’s more than one entrance.   
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Dominick Tolli:  There’s more than one entrance to the building.  There’s 
an entrance here and an entrance here. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Oh, is it set up like Mount Kisco Medical Group where if you 
go in this side you can only get to… 
 
Austin Cassidy:  There are multiple entrances and some are even 
proprietary. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Ok so that’s why you have two of these? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Yes, one at each end of the building. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  So they’re not going to list the same tenants? They’ll be 
different tenants? 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  With left and right arrows, it can say x-ray this way and 
(inaudible) that way. 
 
Dominick Tolli: I’m going to assume they are going to have us do 
something inside the building once the people get in there.  
 
Bruce Hartleben:  How many entrances do you have? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Two and they’d like one of these signs at each entrance. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Two general entrances and there’s one proprietary 
entrance. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Yes, in the middle. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  But both entrances access the same parts of the building, 
is that right? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Opposite ends but essentially the same tenant mix but 
from two opposite sides of the building.   
 
Dominick Tolli:  I assume along the line we’ll be numbering the doors and 
putting names on the doors.  I mean, you have to. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  When you have the list of the names, what do you call 
that? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  That’s a directory sign. It’s just that this is big, very big. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  So this is taller than we are? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Oh yeah. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  The height above grade is only going to be five feet. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  There’s fifty-eight inches just the signage itself plus the 
posts.  It’s big. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I’m just not used to seeing, even though we approved 
it, walking up to a building and seeing a directory sign in front of me. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I would say this is monstrous, much bigger than for 
pedestrian traffic to say “oh yes, I want to go here” and I tend to agree 
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with you that in reality you’re going to probably want an arrow or 
something here. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  I’m taking it in proportion to the building. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  I agree with you.  I’m looking at that myself.  I’m just 
looking at the door, which is probably an eight-foot door in height.  And 
this visually doesn’t seem to represent what these dimensions are saying 
it actually is. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  This is probably half, the picture, to reality. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well no, in other words, the overall sign will be that but 
we’re going to be like two feet in the ground.  These are ground mounted 
signs.  
 
Chairman Kelly:  Yeah, but for round numbers, if this was sixty inches… 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Let’s do the basic math, from grade to the bottom of that 
sign face is doing to be what? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Usually it will be about 20 inches. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Ok 20 inches, so 78 inches. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So we’re looking at 78 inches, so six feet. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Six feet above grade. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It’s massive. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Can I just say something?  So thank you for 
articulating it, I think that’s the difference between this and the old Grand 
Union site, is that seems to be for vehicular traffic and this is more for 
walking by.  And I think it’s just odd that you have a sign that you walk by 
that’s six feet to direct you into a building. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  We can lower the sign.   
 
Chairman Kelly:  Personally, I think it’s too big.  I don’t have a problem 
with the directory sign.  I think it makes sense.  I think it helps.  I think 
Bruce is probably right that in reality you are probably going to have some 
arrows on this thing to help your traffic go this way, go that way, so they 
know which end of the building they go to. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  It has to be because I’m looking at the signs that’s the 
example and Northeast Radiology, is to the left so what is the sign doing?  
What is it showing? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I think what they’re trying to do is just direct you into 
the entrance. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  But that’s not the entrance, the entrance that’ s in this 
photograph is not the entrance to Northeast Radiology. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It’s not? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  No.  Northeast Radiology is that proprietary entrance 
down in the middle of the street line there. 
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Chairman Kelly:  So. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I mean that’s why I was not quite understanding what 
they were for. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Do you have any problem with this? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  No. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Do you guys have any problems with this? 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  No 
 
Patti Kiernan:  No 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And I don’t have any problems with that either.  I think 
that’s all in good taste 
 
Nancy Abramson:  It’s very nice. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  The proportions are nice.  The issue, I think, right now in 
front of us are the ground signs.  Directory signs are too big for 
pedestrians.  These are billboards. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  All right, what would you like to see there? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I think, and I don’t know exactly what this is, but we 
could probably try to figure it out.  This proportion, if it was to scale, is 
probably much better.  For instance, I bet that’s no more than four feet, 
Austin, would you say in width? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Yeah. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  In this picture. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  In the photograph, I think scale wise it’s visually 
represented wrong. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Well, how many tenants are there? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well it looks like we’re making room for possibly ten. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  So twenty total? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  No, ten.  
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ten there. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  The signs are identical. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  See that’s what I’m not understanding.  I thought the 
point was that you wanted these signs so people would know which part 
of the building to go to.   
 
Chairman Kelly:  That’s why I think you’re going to need an arrow this 
way, an arrow that way to tell you do I go to the left of the building, do I 
go to the right of the building?  And the other one will be in the opposite 
direction when you’re going the other way.   
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Nancy Abramson:  Wait, no. 
 
Patti Kiernan: Is there a different set of elevators once you get in, doesn’t 
either entrance take you to the same spot? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Yeah. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Are you saying no. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  No, no, it’s common connected space.  Inside there’s 
elevator only on one end to my memory.  And only in this lobby here, I 
can’t say for certain. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  There’s definitely an elevator in here.  You’re wouldn’t need 
directional arrows because it doesn’t matter which entrance you go in your 
still going to get to the same space. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Right.  And you’re saying that both signs are saying 
the same thing.   
 
Austin Cassidy:  More important, what are they doing? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Exactly, why do we need these? 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Just one sign that says entrance that way. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Well, I don’t have a problem with having it listed outside 
because you’re parking, you go up to the building, you can double check 
quickly that I’m in the right place.  They’re here, whatever.  I don’t mind 
that but I think it’s big.  If it’s what you’re saying… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, if you’re saying each sign letters are two inches. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  There going to be about two and a half inches here. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Is there spacing between rows? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well they’re four inch panels so you’re going to get maybe 
a two and a half inch letter in there. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  So a row of ten, there’s forty inches.  So that whole 
space is at 58. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well we need the six feet for the Lexington; you know 
they wanted the Lexington Avenue Medical Center.  They’d like that about 
three and a half, four inches. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, they’ve got it at twelve right now, that panel. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  That’s the panel. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I understand and actually the 666 is redundant, you 
don’t need that now, you’re there.  I’m trying to scale this down.  I like 
the idea of that there.  That makes sense.  But now, I’m already there so I 
don’t need 666.  So that could come down.  I think that these are just 
way too massive, do you agree? 
 
Nancy Abramson: Yeah.   
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Dominick Tolli: Well, do you have a suggestion as to size? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Well I would love to get a sense of reality what that is in 
a visual scale.  I think Austin’s been trying to figure that out.  I think it’s 
no more than four feet.  It can be even a little bit less than four feet.  May 
be this sign should be three by four. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  You’re going to have to walk up to the sign to read it, 
quite honestly.  Now, we’re going to be talking maybe three quarter inch 
letters. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But Austin, most of this is pedestrian traffic coming to 
see this.  I’m going to be six feet away reading the sign.   
 
Patti Kiernan:  You’re going to be parked; you’re going to be walking to 
the building. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Well possibly as you’re driving in you might want to read 
the sign? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But that what these were for. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  True, but they don’t tell you the tenants.  They just tell 
you it’s a medical center.   
 
Chairman Kelly:  But don’t you know where you’re going?  The purpose of 
I’m going to 666 that’s where Dr. Schwartz is or whoever, ok?  I’m there.  
I get out of my car.  Oh yes, I’m going in there, that’s where I see his 
sign. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  You know I don’t want to cause problems but if you’re 
thinking about your own habit, I always just go in and figure out. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I think the directory would be in front of the elevator. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Yeah, that’s usually what I do, ok, I’m at my office 
building and now I’m here and I’m looking in the building and I see what 
floor I need to go to.  I’m just now sure what it’s outside. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, trying to move this along, I think, and we could do 
this piecemeal.  We can go back and forth but I think this Board likes your 
entry signs. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  That would be the N1 and N2. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Yes, I think the overall concern is this is just another 
entry sign just way, way too big. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Well one whether it’s necessary or not and two, if it 
goes in… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And I don’t personally have a problem having a directory 
sign here and here at a modest size but I truly believe this is pedestrian, 
not cars driving by at 35 miles per hour, 30 miles an hour, which is the 
speed limit right here. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Or even ten in a parking lot.  You’re not really going to 
be looking at it from a parking lot. 

 28 ARB Minutes 5/19/10 



  

 
Chairman Kelly:  So this could be substantially smaller.  Personally, I don’t 
have a problem having one on either end and then go into the lobby and 
see the same thing again.  But, I’m not comfortable with something that’s 
seventy-two by fifty-six.  And basically by the time you are done this thing 
is close to eight feet up in the air with the posts.  Because if I go by this 
proportion, that’s at least two feet out of the ground.  So, that’s me.  
Nancy? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I still don’t quite understand why it’s there in the first 
place. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Again, I have no problem with these signs being here.  I 
just don’t think they should as big as apparently they are. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Would four feet in width be acceptable? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  In width?  That still seems really big to me. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  That’s not four, that’s four. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  No, that’s not four feet.  I don’t have a ruler. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  That’s eleven inches. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Wait a minute – one, two, three, four.  Folks, there’s 
four.   
 
Dominick Tolli:  Look at the ceiling tile. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  That’s big. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  I don’t think you want it any bigger than four. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  No bigger than four. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Isn’t the height more of a problem as the width. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It’s going to proportionally come down. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  It comes down.  It’s all in proportion. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And frankly I don’t think it should be more than at 
eyesight for an average person. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I think that’s even big.  I think it’s still too high.   
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Do you need it all in one row?  Can you do it in two 
columns? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  You’re going to be like walking into a building and 
you’re going to put something this high?  That’s my height. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  In all fairness, you don’t know who is moving in there. 
It could be a four name, five name medical firm.  He doesn’t know that.  
So, linear in this case is going to work to give him flexibility but I think 
you have to go back to the drawing board for these signs. 
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Dominick Tolli:  What we might want to do instead of having all individual 
panels, we might want to double up on the panel so that if we get 
someone with five doctors names that they want out there, rather than 
breaking it up with a line between the names, have it all on one. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  You can come back with alternatives for us but so I think 
we’re tabling this tonight? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  yeah. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  This is really a comprehensive sign package, correct?  
We really need to see it all, would you agree? 
 
Patti Tipa:  You’ve done piecemeal before.   
 
Chairman Kelly: We’ve done piecemeal before.  It depends on what the 
applicant is looking for.  What’s the timeframe for… 
 
Austin Cassidy:  All in terms of ground signage. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  They’d like it tomorrow. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  You have a consensus on the road signs. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  We could do the road signs tonight, if that’s going to 
make your life easier. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  It would.  It would. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  That actually might be nice if we approve the entrance 
signs, they might say let’s just skip the directory signs. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  They might. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Well at least it gives them the choice.   
 
Dominick Tolli:  What will happen is if you’ll approve those then we’ll go 
back to the landlord with the new signage and say look, this is what they’ll 
give us, do you still want it?  They may say, you know, it’s too small.  You 
never know what they’re going to say. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right, I think the consensus of the Board is we’re willing 
to give you a directory sign but this is way too big.  I’m polling the Board 
– do you have an objection to it? 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  No. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  No. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I don’t have an objection, you’re not really sure. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Correct. 
 
Chairmen Kelly:  I think that’s pretty accurate.  So having said that, if you 
want us to do a vote on the entry signs tonight then we’ll go that route. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  If you would, I’d appreciate it. 
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Chairman Kelly:  So let’s get a motion on the two entry signs, N1 and N2 
as shown.  Can we get a motion? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  On the question?  These are painted signs? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  They’re engraved and filled. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Up lighting? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  No, these are all non-illuminated. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  Thank you. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  So I move that we approve the road signs, N1 and N2 as 
presented to the Board this evening. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  With removal of R1 and R2. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Yes, of course. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I’ll second. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  All in favor?  All ayes.  So add to the notes that the 
applicant will come back if so desired for the directories, ok? 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Is a permit required if you put vinyl on the window, on the 
glass? 
 
Patti Tipa:  No 
 
Austin Cassidy:  I would need to know a little more about the purpose. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  I’m thinking that if they feel that they don’t want that 
small a directory sign, if we were to take that same size, not the six foot 
but go down to four foot.  But now we don’t have borders on it. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  So you’re talking about lettering on the window. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Lettering on the window. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  There are percentage issues and so forth.  Let’s discuss it 
during the business day so the Board can move on. 
 
Dominick Tolli:  Terrific, I thank you. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Take care. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So let me mark this.  We’ll be with you in one minute. 
So I noted this approved for N1 and N2 only. 
 
 
4. Lawrence Fried land    Case# ARB10-11 
 12-20 S. Moger Ave    Comprehensive Sign  
 9 ½-15 Kirby Plaza    Package 
 Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 
Chairman Kelly:  All right, last but not least. 
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Marc LaPointe:  Last time I came here I promised I’d be back with 
cookies. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Where are these from? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  There from Grand Central Station from Zarro’s – chocolate 
chip cookies.  I had one on the way up here.  They’re really good. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Thank you.   
 
Marc LaPointe:  So this is a site plan for 12 to 20 So. Moger and Kirby 
Plaza.  When I met with Nancy and Patti and we discussed the building, 
the main observation was that there are three separate elevations.  It’s 
quite a large building.  So we approached each elevation as almost like a 
separate building.  To evaluate it, we looked at each elevation.  We are 
going to look at 28 slides starting with number 1.  That’s facing the train 
station.  That will be the cleaners, Peoples Bank, and also the Newport 
Market.  The next elevation is somewhat neutral in that there really aren’t 
any entrances on that elevation, so it provides a bit of a separation from 
one side to the other.  It’s the two corners that are most important.  We’ll 
talk about the corners.  And then on South Moger, one thing that can be 
seen from this view from above is that the sidewalk is quite narrow, there 
are some trees.  So we’ve got actually several small tenants with signage 
that is somewhat obstructed, at least for a pedestrian and occasionally 
from the other side of the street because you are looking through trees. 
 
Starting with the building next door, I guess when you get off the train, 
this is I think one of the most attractive elements on that elevation.  This 
building, the style of the building, the style of the signage is very, very 
complete.  The modules and proportions are very nice.  But generally 
talking about this elevation, the proposal is to have, what I consider, the 
basic type of signage are stencil cut letters.  It communicates all the 
information.  It’s very unobtrusive, very neutral.  So this would be that 
tenant if we were to implement that type of signage.  It also shows that 
the lettering has been taken off the awning.  However, along this 
elevation, when you think about the whole elevation together and knowing 
that you have these panel signs on this other building, I think there’s 
some reason to perhaps allow an intermingling of the two types of signs. 
That type of signage, if it happens along our buildings, is not obtrusive, is 
not incompatible.  Indeed, we have one here.  We have one at the 
Newport Market.  So I guess I’m proposing that there be two types of 
signs so that they compliment one another and it doesn’t look too 
monolithic and the same throughout. 
 
The other existing tenant, Peoples United Bank, obviously they’ve got 
individual letters pin-mounted – very understated signage with a local 
element that give a little snap.  That’s very understated.  Here if they had 
put some perhaps some indirect lighting on it, it might brighten up the 
elevation.  When I go back tonight, I might take a look and see if those 
lights actually turn on and what’s is actually visible of the building.  But 
individual letters would be the basic criteria for this elevation and just the 
next bay.  There are three; Peoples Bank has three bays likely to remain 
like that for a while.  The building actually looks better since I took this 
picture.  We power washed it so it’s looking better.  There’s one small 
tenant here, they are subtenant of the Newport Market, and I just copied 
their name from the window.  But one thing I noticed until I took this 
picture is that if you look below that concrete lintel, there actually is a 
little recess in the brick, which would reasonably limit the position of 
signage.  It should be within.  It should be cut back a little bit to fit within 
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there.  But again, here this would be individual letters, pin-mounted, 
indirectly with gooseneck lighting from above. 
 
So here at the Newport Market, this is what it would look like if it had 
individual letters.  I mean the signage looks poor in the sense that it’s just 
white and it’s just a very basic font, but it’s meant to represent location 
and scale more than anything else.  But this is what it would look like with 
individual letters. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I’m sorry hang on a second.  So you’re saying that the font 
and the white are not… 
 
Marc LaPointe:  I’m showing that as a neutral element.  My proposal 
would be to allow tenants to use whatever their logo fonts and their logo 
colors, generally speaking.   
 
Patti Kiernan:  Ok, all right. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  My perception of what retailers are looking for.  And I 
guess by keep the type of signage very subdued with the stencil cut 
letters that sort of provides…. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  We have a question. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  He could pick that right? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Oh possibly. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Don’t take this the wrong way.  Again, I keep saying the 
same thing.  I’m just one person here.  Because I don’t want to see you 
go through the whole presentation without saying what I’m thinking.  Just 
so we have a give and take here.  What that comes across to me, and I 
know it’s just conceptual – sterile. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Sure because it looks like it’s rubber stamped. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And I’m wondering, have some charm.  You probably 
know exactly where I’m going. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  You mean the old sign, the current sign has charm. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  You’re doing this because you need to get everything 
in sync with the new law, right?  So that’s why you’re here. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Right. 
 
Patti Tipa:  Because there are tenants in the building who need signage 
who can’t get signage until they establish a sign package. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right, and now I just wonder are we going, I’m just 
talking out loud here, too far.  Because I looked at, and you kind of said it 
as you started this presentation, that that was kind of charming. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  This works. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Of course it does. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It’s charming.  It’s not Manhattan.   
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Nancy Abramson:  It’s when you get off the train station. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  It’s small town USA, country, and kind of nice in my 
opinion.  You know, we have to be very careful that we don’t make this 
town so sterile.   
 
Marc LaPointe:  That’s why, indeed, in my discussions with Patti and 
Nancy, we decided ok, this elevation is certainly separate from the … 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And you guys might shoot me.  I agree that maybe 
there’s a little too much because you’ve got signage, signage, and 
signage.  I’m looking at the old barbershop.   
 
Nancy Abramson:  Well what would happen if we just kept this elevation 
the way it is. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  Well, they’d have to take their name off the awning. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Right but outside of that. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  That’s what I was saying about signage, signage, 
signage.  I mean, I think that a little bit of color, even if we had to have a 
little red every once in a while. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  No, I’m ok with this one. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Dimensionally all the same, but they all have their 
individual character at least. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Ok, so moving forward, the issue is because it’s the 
same building… let Patti explain it to us. 
 
Patti Tipa:  The whole building does not need to look exactly the same. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right. 
 
Patti Tipa:  You’ve done this in other locations where you’ve taken a 
façade at a time and dealt with them separately because their character 
was very different. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Right. 
 
Patti Tipa:  I think that Marc said this as part of this façade he’s proposing 
two types of signage because the cleaners already has this kind of sign, 
Newport Market has this kind of sign, People’s Bank has pin-mounted 
letters.  That’s their logo. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And it’s slicker. 
 
Patti Tipa:  So what I think Marc is talking about is a mix of those signs. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  So basically, I find the existing elevation looks good. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  It does look good. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  It has a mix.  Now, having said that, it’s like the next 
tenant that comes along, it’s like if we were the tenant, we were here, 
maybe we’d say, you know what, we sort of like the way the panel sign 
looks.  Why don’t we just replace it with our name on another panel?  
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That might be a choice.  Or it might be a tenant who has a reason to have 
individual letters. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  And I agree with you because I look at People’s Bank.  
It’s a bank.  It’s slick.  It’s not a barbershop.  It’s not hometown.  It’s 
clean.  It’s simple.  It works there.  It’s not garish. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Well, we worked really hard to have it match. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I’m struggling because there’s some really, really nice 
stuff here and I want to be really careful we don’t lose our home town 
feel. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Sure. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  All right, so maybe we should move around the corner 
then. 
 
Bruce Hartleben:  I was going to recommend why don’t we see your 
complete presentation. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  As I said, I might be premature jumping in here. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  So this is one neighborhood and certainly this corner is 
almost like an anchor.  If you stand at the front door you can see a 
hundred yards, if not more, for two hundred and seventy degrees.  And 
I’m just showing this, the continuous parts of the elevation.  There won’t 
be any signage on this elevation because the grade slopes down.  It’s 
unlikely there’ll be any entrances on this elevation.  So what this provides 
is a bit of a transition between Kirby Plaza proper and South Moger.  This 
little opening in the wall is an alleyway, service alley, to both 20 South 
Moger, the corner building and also to Subway.   
 
You see, this is another building.  What’s happened here is we have totally 
gutted the building so that the next tenant that comes in there has 
someplace to start. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  That’s what you were just here with us.   Did you just 
do this? 
 
Marc LaPointe: Fred Summer when he proposed the building itself, the 
renovation. 
 
Chairman Kelly: This is the old Mexican restaurant, correct? 
 
Patti Kiernan:  No, you came for the Jamaican Restaurant. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Bank of America. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Which has the corner, major impact, just like Newport 
whatever it was. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Now here, the reason I put Vitamin Shoppe, we actually, 
right up until the day before I submitted this package, we has a 
prospective tenant.  I’ll give you a copy just to show you… 
 
Nancy Abramson:  They fell through? 
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Marc LaPointe:  Yeah, right at the last minute they decided that for 
financial reasons that it wasn’t going to work for them.  But for a couple of 
months, we discussed their signage.  They started off with like three signs 
on the building and obviously three signs is too much.  We talked about 
one sign and one sign wasn’t going to be really enough for them, nor does 
it fully identify the building, I think.  So I think the compromise was that 
two signs seemed to work for the building.  So this is the south facing 
elevation with and without the signage.   
 
Austin Cassidy:  So we’re back to being speculative. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Right but at least that as a solution, I think implies what 
most tenants are likely to come up with.  If we start leasing to another 
tenant we might show them look, this is what a tenant proposed.   
 
Patti Kiernan:  Now Newport Market is the same, sort of, and they have 
their sign over the center and don’t have the additional signs.  Why were 
they feeling that that wouldn’t be enough? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Well, as an example, when I was in that store the other 
day.  I’m standing inside and doing a punch list.  And I looked out the 
windows and I could see, even from inside the store, all the way down 
South Moger, I could see across the street to Cosi and if I stepped up 
there, I could even see up South Moger.  So that’s also what people can 
see.  If that sign were the only sign, you actually wouldn’t be able to see it 
from the train station.  
 
Chairman Kelly:  Yeah, and if you’re going south, you could potentially 
pass the building.  I mean, it wants to be there in your picture but 
practicality is one on each side. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  The main drag is right there. 
 
Patti Tipa:  They’ll need variances for those. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I understand they’ll need a variance. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Because this is not two streets? 
 
Patti Tipa:  There are not two entrances. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Two entrances, that’s right. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Unless there was an entrance there but the grade is 
really dicey. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Well further up the side there is a little exit door with one 
step up to it. But even here, in terms of, and the ideal is always to go to 
the Zoning Board to show them this and to get a variance for these 
reasons – it’s a prominent location, it really needs two signs and it could 
also be argued that with that corner entrance, it’s almost like two 
entrances.  If you look at each elevation independently, you’ve got an 
entrance at the corner.  If someone were to build a little vestibule at the 
corner, you’d actually meet the technical criteria but visually I think it 
deserves two signs.  So, I’m sharing this with you just for you to think 
about what’s likely to happen and indeed if you agree that two signs are 
appropriate, then when the next tenant comes along and submits their 
proposal to the Zoning Board, they’ll be some pre-discussion about the 
issue.   
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Also they were proposing illuminated signage.  These are individually 
illuminated channel letters and I think if we think about South Moger as 
the main commercial area, then I think this tenant, their objective in 
terms of having illumination so people can see them from a longer 
distance; that it provides a little bit of excitement at nighttime to see. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Because we want to get our vitamins at night? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Well, vitamins was never my choice here.  As soon as we 
started renovating the building, the objective was that we’d get a 
restaurant in there and hopefully we will.  But you probably also know 
there’s a few vacant restaurants in town.  People aren’t going out as 
much.  So we’ll see how that develops.  But it’s certainly a space that 
could be picked up in a moments notice and a deal would be made and 
someone would be moving in. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  The building could get subdivided into two pieces. We 
don’t know that either.   
 
Nancy Abramson:  I’d be wary of the illuminated, something that looks 
like these particular ones because just the way you were talking about you 
get off the train station and you feel that you are in a small town and you 
really liked the way the signs look.  And the way these look, you come 
around the corner and you’re hit with Anywhere USA, with all due respect, 
with these kinds of signs.   
 
Marc LaPointe:  In terms of internally illuminated, if you think about 
stencil cut letters as the very basic, it’s almost like a starting point.  It’s 
almost like text on a page except it’s larger, it’s cut out, and it’s pin-
mounted.  It’s the most basic type of lettering.  So unless you use that 
everywhere then how do you then create the next layer of interest in 
signage so that it doesn’t become monotonous?  I guess the next step is 
indirect illumination, gooseneck illumination on it. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Maybe, but we don’t who that is yet. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  No  
 
Chairmen Kelly:  Let’s keep going. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Ok.  Again, this was to represent the scale of the signage.  
That’s probably about twelve inch high letters across that storefront, after 
and before.  And this, basically I just blocked out the bulk of Subway’s 
awning, which is yellow and it goes up significantly just to represent that 
on that fascia, indeed if you look at along this elevation, what you have on 
the People’s Bank building is five bays.  This is the first one, there were 
three for People’s Bank and the renovation they did, two of which they 
occupy, one which is occupied by Sprint and then the last bay is where the 
little jewelry store is.  So, these tenants, when they come up for lease 
renewal or when they are required to put up signage, what is it we want 
them to put up there?  I guess the basic, again the basic criteria is to have 
stencil cut letters, tying it in with the rest of the building but again, 
starting at the corner because this is South Moger, to create a more 
vibrant elevation with some illuminated signage.  So along here, the 
proposal is to have these tenants have individually illuminated channel 
letters and/or stencil cut letters with indirect lighting just to provide a bit 
of, well, how to avoid the monotony of having just all one type of signage.  
But also here to be able to see through the trees and from across the 
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street and as you walk up the street.  This is how it is now.  Now this is 
where People’s Bank currently has their signage and this is just to show 
that they don’t have an entrance there so that they would be required to 
move the signage they have there now to their entrance.  And that’s how 
it is now.  Again, this just represents, I took some text approximately 
their color to show proportionally what the size of it would be at their 
entrance.  If you think about the existing signage they have on the left, 
that’s what I think would work for them there.  Preferably illuminated. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  What I’m doing here is I’m trying to lay out the street 
because it’s a lot easier.   
 
Marc LaPointe:  And then here, again is to show that this bay is occupied 
by Sprint and they would have signage approximately that scale in that 
panel. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  How do you make a sign package when everything is 
so different? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  How do you make a sign package for half the town. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Well you know what, when I was sitting here, it occurred 
to me that we just visited a football field length of storefront. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  You mean we just did together? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Right now, this is the last store.  We’ve just done a 
hundred yards of storefront and it represents I don’t know if its ten or 
fifteen percent of that district so to speak. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I have questions because I think certain things look good 
on brick and don’t look good on the other.  Is there a way to do it where if 
it’s a brick façade, you can have this; if it’s this façade, you would do this? 
Is there a way to break it down like that? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  That’s a great idea. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Not everything looks good on every single style.  
 
Nancy Abramson:  Right, that’s a great to do it, Patti, because you can 
say at least on Kirby Plaza, you can have the panel signs that are more 
country and then here, this works. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Right, but you’ve got the Station Cleaner, which still, I 
don’t particularly like that thing on the brick as much as I like maybe the 
pin letters on the brick.  I like these on… 
 
Nancy Abramson:  But this is brick! 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But they’ve got the doors to match, they’ve got the 
lights to match, the frames… 
 
Patti Kiernan:  But I think they could do pin mounted letters, I just pray 
and hope that they wouldn’t take those kind of sterile lines?  But where’s 
the one with the Barber Shop, I think it’s more stucco or something, isn’t 
it? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  The other thing about these three elevations, there are 
actually like four separate building fronts, if you take a building front of 
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material and an architectural style and start with the back sign, the 
People’s Bank is definitely one building, and then Newport Market and the 
so-called Vitamin Shoppe corner, and then this building with five bays.  
This is another total; it’s like four separate buildings sharing the same lot.  
That’s the difficulty, I think, in reconciling the criteria with the building. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Guys, you bring up a great point.  Just because it’s one 
lot but the character and the architecture substantially changes from area 
to area, are we doing ourselves a disservice calling it one building? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Yes. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I think so, absolutely. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Should I be looking at what’s called aka The Vitamin 
Shoppe?  It’s all stucco now, it reads as a standalone building.  Should we 
somehow be looking at a sign package for that building?  Now, and 
Subway was stucco, maybe it starts reading as that’s also part of that one 
building.  People’s United, very clean, I really don’t have a problem with it.  
It works.  But one would argue, if a hundred people walked down the 
street, ninety of them would say that’s different building from that 
building.  It goes totally the opposite of our regulations. 
 
Patti Tipa:  Not really because a comprehensive package doesn’t mean 
that everything has to be one thing. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right.  And I’m worried that that’s we’re kind of forcing it 
that way. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  I’m concerned about that too. 
 
Patti Tipa:  But I think on buildings of this scale or properties of this scale, 
you’ve done it on the promenade… Churchill’s was treated as one look.  
The promenade was treated as a different look.  You’ve done it like that. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  But the building itself was all the same material so that 
read as a building. 
 
Patti Tipa:  But you have that ability. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  The latitude is there in my opinion. 
 
Patti Tipa:  Yes, I agree.  It is there. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  So, we’ve got to be real careful because... 
 
Nancy Abramson:  This is our main street. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Yes, absolutely. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  And that’s why I was pleased in my discussions with Patti 
and with Nancy that we dealt with it as separate elevations.  It’s a start to 
understand but there are different neighborhoods involved. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Well, we feel the same way.  Whatever they say goes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Obviously regulations of height, maybe where it’s located 
elevation wise so they kind of all line up, maybe that’s part of the things 
we have to start taking… 
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Nancy Abramson:  Well, also it’s the architecture of the building.  I mean 
this looks very different. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right, but maybe, it might be as simple as that these are 
in a uniform line. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Certainly with that building, indeed if this tenant were 
renewing their lease, I would encourage them. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  What is underneath that?  Is that brick underneath. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Actually, right now, I just whited it out; they’ve got an 
awning going up the whole front.  And the building, I feel that we should 
try to continue the look of the People’s Bank building over there, at least 
above. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Well that’s the question.  What’s underneath that terrace? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  it would be very easy to put a panel with those reveals. 
 
Chairmen Kelly:  I think they’re doing themselves a disservice.  It looks 
like a little hole in the wall. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Exactly, you don’t really know what’s there. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I mean if you look at the jewelry store across the street. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Wilson and Son 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Upscale, it’s beautiful. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  This could be a head shop. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Exactly.  We’re not picking on the business but they are 
doing themselves a disservice. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  But the question that I keep wanting someone to answer is 
that brick underneath the trellis? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Oh behind it, I think it’s just a storefront glass.  If a new 
tenant were going in there, I would say they would gut it out and we’d 
encourage them to match the fascia of the bank. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  This used to be a jewelry store.  It was Grove Jewelers. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  What is the blue?  Is that painted brick. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  No a glass and metal storefront. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Yes, I see paint on the brick here and on the other side 
it’s some kind of painted wood. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  If you were coming in front of me individually, I would 
probably ask you to try to match the People’s Bank, continue the brick 
lines, make it read like one building and then the architecture would kind 
of dictate what kind of signage should go there at that point.  Ok, wow. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  It’s hard to make a plan for twenty sections of storefront. 

 40 ARB Minutes 5/19/10 



  

 
Austin Cassidy:  Can you go back to the full frontal shot of the back? 
 
Patti Kiernan:  And then of course, the odd duck is the Subway. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  The thing I was noticing here is that in shifting the bank 
from the Bank name from that panel where it is to the center over the 
doorway and then the white panel to the right also having it’s own signs 
for Sprint.  It then visually throws the Village somewhat of an out of 
symmetry. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I think we did that intentionally by putting that sign 
there because we thought it didn’t look right. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Well you know that’s a good observation. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  We definitely did that on purpose.   
 
Patti Kiernan:  Well, that’s what this is.   
 
Nancy Abramson:  No he said we’ve got to move this.  This is where it is 
now. 
 
Patti Tipa:  No it’s not where it is now, it’s to the left now. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  So I’m moving it where the 14 So. Moger sign is? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Right but we intentionally allowed them to put 
something there and put the People to the left because it didn’t look right 
not having anything here. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  In the interest of time, what are you looking for? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  I’m here on behalf of Sprint. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Are you serious? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  The poor man has been after me for a sign for four or five 
months. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  He doesn’t have anything there right now? 
 
Patti Tipa:  He has a temporary sign. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  And he’s still waiting.  And he’s waiting for his AT&T 
criteria and that I’m going to try to prepare for him for next month on that 
building actually. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Wait, the Sprint guy is what? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  He also runs the AT&T across the street. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Oh, across the street. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  So he’s been after me for that signage too.   
 
Nancy Abramson:  Is that a different AT&T store than the one on Main 
Street? 
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Patti Tipa:  Yes, this one is next to Miller’s Cleaners. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  With tons of signs on it. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  While this sign is up, what is he wishing, what would be 
his wish list for his sign? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Well probably something similar to what he’s got there.  
What’s he have?  Most likely he’s going to want something that scale and I 
guess what we need to determine is what would work there.   
 
Austin Cassidy:  That’s what I’m asking, would it mirror the bank lettering 
perhaps? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Yeah, that could be individual pin-mounted letters. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Right now, we don’t have any … 
 
Chairman Kelly:  If this Board looked at this as an individual building, that 
strip, and if we were being consistent and we didn’t even move this, it 
stayed where it was with the number and address, 14 South Moger, I’m 
just wondering if it was that same format, pin-mounted Sprint with their 
logo, their little swirl, and I read that as a building.  That’s a building.  
Right now, we’re asking to change the world in one meeting.  That’s not 
happening.   
 
Nancy Abramson:  If this were a sign, what would you call it with the… 
 
Patti Tipa:  A wallboard. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  So basically for this particular one, you want pin-
mounted not wall boards. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  The reason the Sprint looks like that is that it’s just a 
piece of paper.   
 
Patti Kiernan:  Would you change this address to pin mounted as well or 
would you leave it? 
 
Austin Cassidy:  So come back with pin-mounted letter plan for that? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I think so. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  That works for me.  The only other problem is the whole 
illumination thing and that has more to do with the corner but if we think 
about this more individually, the only additional thought I would have to 
that type of signage is, because it’s sort of the main street, is there a way 
we should consider illuminating the building?  Can you think about it more 
in terms of that signage but if we want to come back and put some 
building lighting on whether it’s on the piers or whether it’s on the 
cornice? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Maybe, but there are a lot of creative ways to give the 
building lighting.  This Board may not like it, I’m probably the minority 
that thinks it’s interesting, on Main Street, the AT&T building, they were 
pretty creative on how they lit that space from the inside for the street.  
And you see it at night.  You can’t miss it.  But they were creative.  He 
could do something creative.  But I think simple pin-spots, whatever that 
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little flare things is, the same height, the same scale as the People’s 
United is probably in keeping with the building. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I do have to say that I think this should be just a simple, 
you’ve got to have something there but I feel like pin-mounted goes… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  However, that’s there now and technically that could be 
there for a long time based on the amortization.  Although I think it will 
open up the whole building now, we’re going to start dictating the whole 
building. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  But isn’t that why he’s where?  He was looking… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  We’re looking at the whole building, yeah.  I think we 
need to take this off in bites.  I guess you could go back and say pin 
letters here, modify that to pin mounted in the middle and than that’s that 
building’s package.   
 
Nancy Abramson:  I like this. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  And once that is established, then the two adjacent wings, 
the wings, the Subway and the jewelry store come along, I guess the first 
thing they’re going to do, hopefully they’ll do, is renovate their store front 
and when it’s reviewed, it’s reviewed to somewhat tied into the 
appearance of the bank elevation. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, hypothetically it may go to stucco and that 
continues.  I don’t know.  It could go either way. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  That’s a good point.  Or if there was a strong enough 
tenant that came along that really wanted to create a separate little 
identity of their own, it enhances the streetscape I think to have little 
vignettes. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I guess for the purpose of the Mr. Sprint, or Mrs. Sprint, 
the Sprints, I think the direction we are looking at right now is to come 
back with a pin-mounted, individual, probably not backlit, just like 
People’s United and maybe look at inside how you come creative.  If you 
want to propose additional lighting for the whole building meaning 
People’s, the center piece and that, 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Dansk used to have gooseneck lighting.  I’m personally 
kosher with that. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Maybe People’s United might want to put goosenecks up 
above here, there and there. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  It’s just classy. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Well ultimately, it’s like we’re looking at it in terms of if 
this were criteria for the long term but what is it that the tenants actually 
want to do.  They have a say in it also.  They put their best foot forward 
when they did that and they did a good job. Until such time that they 
initiate an alternate objective, it’s looking ok. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, I guess you got a direction. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  And I think that’s good news too that we’re not going 
to stamp the whole football field the same. 
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Patti Kiernan:  It’s too important. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  There’s certain architecture that cries out to be 
traditional.  The back of the barbershop is definitely an area where that’s 
crying out – sandwich boards are perfect for over there.  That’s taken on a 
life of its own.  This is a little cleaner, a little slicker.  Ok?  Great. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  What’s likely to happen as a prospective tenant for the 
corner location comes up, I’ll probably show them this as a possible 
direction.  Do you have any feelings about that? 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Please don’t show them that. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  You don’t like the idea of signage and awnings.   
 
Nancy Abramson:  I’m not really sure how I feel about the two signs but I 
do have a problem with the illumination and the way you’ve transitioned 
from like I said before something that’s a little more subtle and hometown 
feeling to something that speaks of like I’m at a mall. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  To me that might as well have been Hooters up there. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Having said that, if that corner location isn’t’ in the whole 
downtown the location where you can rationalize internally illuminated 
signage than maybe it shouldn’t be in the criteria for the business district 
because everything else has been eliminated, right?  Internally illuminated 
letters are just one step above pin-mounted letters. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  That really is a glorified sign box. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  What is, oh that.  Well in their case, yes.   
 
Chairman Kelly:  There are channel letters that could be backlit.  Look at 
the letters at Q barbecue. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I think this, for some reason their colors or the way it’s 
presented, this we don’t like. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  We don’t have to worry about it. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  But I think we should give him some direction. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Because the issue is going to come up.  I might be 
exaggerating this but imagine if Vitamin Shoppe was so concerned about 
their signage during lease negotiation, they talked about the signage issue 
for two months.  Gave them long enough to find another reason not to 
come to Mount Kisco. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Is that true? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Or to that location. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  No, I started out that I’m not speaking on their behalf, 
I’m speaking about… we talked signs for a long time and then all of a 
sudden at the last minutes, you know what, we found an actual reason 
why we don’t want to do this deal.  However, another tenant coming along 
is going to bring the same issue so I’m asking you what approach should 
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they be taking in terms of signage for that building.  And reasonably, I 
think we have to agree that two signs are a reasonable direction. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Well, they would still have to get a variance even if this 
Board agreed with you, it could only be a recommendation to the ZBA. 
This could have been done, honestly, this could have been done in pin 
letters and the swirl could have been a pin-mounted thing, backlit and 
that would have looked really cool.  Granted it would have been a more 
expensive sign but. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Oh this isn’t cheap either.  You know when you do channel 
letters, and the background oval is a channel that’s not illuminated. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  It’s a little too mall like, with all due respect, it’s a little 
too strip malley. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Did you see Q here before it closed?  Q, the barbecue place 
over on 117 because they did have what you’re talking about.  It was 
tastefully done.  We all thought it was great.  So it’s not that I want to say 
go look at that. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  What’s going to happen is the tenant who comes along, if 
we’re lucky it’s a good quality national tenant with an established identity 
that’s going to bring business to down town, and they are going to have 
preconceived ideas of what they want.  So, I want to accommodate that. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Yeah, but everybody works with us.  Look at Bank of 
America, they came with some crazy stuff originally and they toned it 
down and it looks lovely.  Is that you? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Are you thinking about several years ago when they first 
presented.  I remember seeing what they asked. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  And Victoria Secret too.  They originally came and they 
wanted pink and it was going to look like a bordello and it looks great.  
And the Gap looks great, and Banana Republic looks great and Ann Taylor 
looks great.  It all works but it’s a little toned down. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Ok, so you have a direction.  I think this Board is going 
to look at this as a building, these three tenants or two tenants really and 
then we’ll go from there. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  To recap just on that point.  So you’re coming in on the 
June meeting for Sprint.  And then chronologically, the Board will probably 
want to see the Plaza side as a building unto itself next because you have 
potential tenants there.  
 
Marc LaPointe:  The only direction we might need there, that little tenant, 
if you were to require they had proper signage, we would say no.  They 
should put in that little recess a panel sign like Newport Market.   
 
Austin Cassidy:  I don’t know if the Board wants to decide anything now 
but I’m saying chronologically for the plan. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  We don’t have anything presented here either.  So, let’s 
look at this.  Let’s get Mr. Sprint off the table. 
 
Patti Tipa:  Are you voting on the pin-mounted sign package for that 
building. 
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Chairman Kelly:  We want to see it first just to make sure. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  So like here for instance, what would you like to tell this 
tenant to do? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  First off, and you did a great job presenting, but you 
know what’s even more helpful, obviously, when I laid this out as a strip 
because right now I’m doing this and I want to see the strip to properly 
answer that question.  Most likely, you’re right that it needs to go in that 
little indentation.  Are they coming in for a sign? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Let’s figure it this way; they probably haven’t put up a 
sign because there isn’t a package for the building. 
 
Patti Tipa:  They can’t put up a sign until there’s a package for the 
building. 
 
Nancy Abramson: Ok then let’s decide. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I want to see that whole piece here.  Perfect. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  How about a little one of these.  This is the real 
Newport. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I would tend to agree with you that that look is 
appropriate in there picking up right in that notch and that’s a building. 
 
Austin Cassidy:  A carved sign. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  We actually think that’s very appropriate for that 
building.  That right there should be looking like that. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  And this, right, is probably going to be… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Especially with the awnings. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Well, this can be rationalized to the extent it’s the 
opposite side of the same building so therefore that’s appropriate and 
that’s appropriate because of the building next door. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I haven’t even hit there yet. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  No, not to me because to me this is visually one space. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Oh, I see what you’re saying.  You’re not talking about the 
cleaners. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  No, I am talking about the cleaners but I think it should 
be… 
 
Marc LaPointe:  It should be like that, ok. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  The jewelry store is what you were concerned about.  I 
think the jewelry store, based on this, should look like Newport Market, 
right in that indentation – carved sign, call it a day. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Right, the assertion is made and that’s the criteria for that 
space. 
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Austin Cassidy:  Lighting’s there for it and everything. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Right, it’s waiting for a sign.  It’s over the door like our 
regulations require and that’s it, ok? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Yes. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  We got a lot done. 
 
Patti Tipa:  Do you want colors to match Newport Market? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I think it should match the frame and Newport, yeah; it 
should look just like Newport.  It’s going to be blue background; it’s going 
to be gold leaf letters. 
 
Nancy Abramson:  It should?  All the other one’s don’t. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  No, this right here.  That right there? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Oh, you’re right. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Can you imagine that pink?  How about red? Ok? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  So that solves one… 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Because that building has its own architecture.  It’s got 
the goosenecks.  They took pain stake to have the grills and the muttons 
match everything else.  That’s it.  I don’t want to force them into 
something totally different, ok? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  Do we need any voting? 
 
Chairman Kelly:  No because actually the signs still have to come, correct. 
We’ve given you a direction. 
 
Patti Tipa:  You need to vote on the criteria so they can come. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Maybe what you could do is establish, maybe in response 
to a submittal for a comprehensive sign package, just identify the things 
that were accepted.  That particular tenant space should receive a panel 
sign. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I have a suggestion then.  So, we have no problem 
making a motion providing we see it next month of pin-mounted letters 
for Sprint in the format like the People’s United Bank for Sprint. You got 
that, ok?  We have no problem probably making a motion here for a 
carved sign for the jewelry store keeping it looking like the Newport 
Market sign.  Then I think next time when you come, let’s start making 
these vignettes of what you think is the building.  The stucco one is a 
building.  Let’s just lay them all out here.  We’re going to do a whole 
streetscape right here ok.  And then we’ll read it that way.  And then we 
might think that this building and this building really read as one building 
or they might be two different buildings.  Is that fair? 
 
Marc LaPointe:  Sure. 
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Chairman Kelly:  And I think we can work our way right through the whole 
section.  I mean I think right now I think we’ve resolved two buildings.  
Ok? Fair?  So do you actually want to go on record for an actual vote? 
So can we get a motion to, oh I’ll just say it, on the Sprint application to 
do, the applicant is going to come back next month with pin-mounted 
individual letters, it can have the little swirl, or whatever that little logo on 
in the general location of the temporary sign, not lit.  And then also, the 
applicant’s going to come back with the jewelry store, a sandwich board 
style sign with gold leaf letters in keeping with the Newport Market sign 
for our approval, same colors. 
 
Patti Tipa:  Not sandwich board. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Carved, ok.  Do I get a second on that? 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I second that. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  All in favor?  All ayes.  Ok, and then the applicant is 
going to come back.  We’re going to group those buildings.  We’ll lay them 
out here and we’ll see, we may start saying that whole streetscape needs 
to be hand carved by the Barber Shop or either this or whatever. Ok? And 
it could change.  Like if you say Subway, so it could go either way.  They 
could go stucco, they could go brick, and that will then ultimately dictate 
how they’re read as a building.  Or they can do their own character. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  Or their own total character. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  I have no problem deferring an existing tenant to the next 
tenant. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Probably the tenant will be happier because they’ll get a 
little of it but not be forced into that’s what they have to do.  Ok, great? 
 
Minutes: April 21, 2010 
 
Chairman Kelly:  Can we get a motion to accept the minutes? 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I move that we approve the minutes from last month’s 
meeting as presented. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Second? 
 
Nancy Abramson:  I second. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  All in favor?  All ayes. 
 
Patti Kiernan:  I guess I should say Wednesday, April 21st. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  The meeting is now adjourned.  Thank you. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:55 pm. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Patti Tipa 
(Acting) Board Secretary  
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