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Minutes 
Architectural Review Board 

Village/Town of Mount Kisco 
Wednesday July 21, 2010  

7:30 P.M. 
 

Meeting called to order at 7:30 pm, Wednesday July 21, 2010 at the 
Municipal Building Mount Kisco, New York. Chairman Kelly 
 
Members Present:     Chairman Kevin Kelly 
     Bruce Hartleben 
    Anne Houck 
    Patty Kiernan 
           
Members Absent: Nancy Abramson     
      
Staff Present:  Austin Cassidy 
 
Staff Absent:   None  
 
Returning Cases: 
  
 1. DP33, LLC c/o Diamond Properties   Case #ARB10-12 
     666 Lexington Ave      Comprehensive  
     Mount Kisco, New York 10549    Sign Package 
 
 Lorraine Iacino, representing the application 
 
Chairman Kelly: You are returning with the revisions from your last appearance. 
 
Lorraine Iacino: Originally we brought to you option “A” and “B”, which we decided 
not to go with We decided to reduce the size. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Correct me if I wrong, last time you were here we approved a 
number of signs.  
 
Lorraine Iacino: Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly: We were concerned that one was out of scale and two it was the 
size of a billboard. So we asked you to come back with signs that more to scale 
and for two locations? 
 
Lorraine Iacino: The main sign that is labeled N4 that is at the main entrance. We 
also have a problem with a lot of people walking into the main entrance to get to 
the Northeast Radiology. They have their own entrance. The other sign that is 
labeled N3, we enter from this entrance and go up the steps to the second floor 
tenants and you will not be able to get to the first floor through this main 
entrance. The signs are going to be four feet from grade.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I think the applicant has responded to everything that we asked 
for and I think that it works a lot better. Does anyone have any questions?  If not 
can I get a motion?  
 
Anne Houck: I move that we accept the 666 Lexington Ave signage as presented. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Second 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion 
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Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
 2. Sandy’s Kids Realty    Case #ARB10-18  
     156 N. Bedford Rd.    Amending Existing   
      Mount Kisco, New York 10549  Sign Package 
  
     Steven Finklestein, property owner 
     Andrew Barans, contractor 
     John Posinato 
 
Steven Finklestein: What we are here for tonight is because we built out the 
building. We met with you about eight months ago and we received our approval. 
You passed on the sign package and one of the signs is up and looks beautiful. We 
now have another, tenant Flooring Liquidators. They presented the amendment to 
the package and it was reviewed by Patti Tipa and they are using the same sign 
company that Sherwin Williams is using, and according to your code their blue has 
to be the same blue. So what you have in front of you is the same and matches all 
the code and we are just here for your approval.  
 
Nancy Placona: The difference in the signage is that the letters are outlined in 
black and no outline in black on the Sherwin Williams sign.  
 
Steven Finklestein: Yes we want that. The gentleman has a couple of locations and 
it is not his logo. We are making him conform to the package. The black outline 
does help separate the business.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any questions on this? 
 
Steven Finklestein: Originally the signage had a fading sign. It would not have 
worked because of the ordinance. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Did anyone else those drafts? 
 
Steven Finklestein: You were the only one on the board that saw it. We rescinded 
that. Their invoices are going to have the fading logo. I don’t want to go 
backwards. We need to get the signs in and the tenants in.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Whether I like it or not the bottom line is will this work for the 
site.  
 
Steven Finklestein: We were instructed that only the letters at night are to be lit. 
 
John Posinato: The reason why we didn’t go with the original was it had back 
lighting and that was not permitted. That is why we went with the blue 
background, white letters and black outline on the letters.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: So only the letters will be lit? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Correct. 
 
John Poinato: The only difference is the letter is outlined in black. Do we have to 
have the same color as Sherwin Williams?  
 
Anne Houck: Yes, that is part of the comprehensive sign package approval. 
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Steven Finklestein: We were told way back either it was the same color or same 
font.  
 
John Posinato: What do you do if it is a national company like Dunkin Donuts? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Luckily Dunkin Donuts is a stand alone sign. Should they go onto 
your sign they would have a problem.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: It states “harmonious”. It does not have to be identical, not the 
same color. This was a package that was established and Sherwin Williams set the 
tone. 
 
Chairman Kelly: When there is a package and another color goes on it tends to 
look like a mistake. For instance the new restaurant that went in, before they 
came in the signs were all the same and one tenant used a slightly different color; 
it looked like a mistake. 
 
Steve Finklestein: It is a different type of blue. Not on the building itself.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It maybe an argument you might want to pursue. 
 
John Posinato: I am fine. I have two other locations, and if I am building a brand I 
have to try and keep this uniform. I can’t have one store that is yellow and black 
and the other store that is blue. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I will give you an example. Out in the Hamptons you will find a 
McDonald’s. Their brand requires arches. They were not permitted by their 
ordinance.  
 
John Posinato: Can I have a different color blue on the building? It will not be 
totally different. 
 
Anne Houck: The real answer is you can but you would have to come back before 
us. Then it would be our decision about whether it was harmonious or not.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Would Sherwin Williams be willing to change their blue? 
 
Steve Finklestein: No way.  
 
Anne Houck: The problem is we get to decide whether it is harmonious or not. It 
will delay it to September since we do not meet in August.  
 
Steven Finklestein: Would you be willing to pass around an email tomorrow to see 
it and vote on it? 
 
Nancy Placona: The colors on the computer are quite different that looking at the 
samples.  
 
John Posinato: It would just be slightly different. 
 
Anne Houck: Slightly different tends to look more like a mistake. Slightly different 
tends to look the worst.  
 
John Posinato: My original colors were yellow and black and I had to go and 
change because of another national brand. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Your lettering is different; it is just that your background color is 
the same. Your stationary can be any color you choose.  
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John Posinato: I will have to change my other stores.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I like this. It is clean and simple.  
 
John Posinato: Most people see color and don’t really read. Quite a few people see 
the color first instead of reading the sign. Just like McDonald’s you see the arches 
before the sign. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any concerns about this one?  
 
Patty Kiernan: I would like to motion to accept the amendment to the sign 
package for 156 N. Bedford Rd. as presented. 
 
Anne Houck: Second. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion. 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the second 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
3. Simone Brothers Auto Body Inc.   Case #ARB10-10 
    333 N. Bedford Rd.     Signage/Monument 
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 
   Dominic Simone, Applicant 
   Michael Sirignano, attorney for applicant  
 
Michael Sirignano: WE took your comments to heart about not going up and down 
but going wide. We asked the sign company to do a conforming sign and that is 
what we submitted. We also gave you amended information about the height of 
the wall and the sign will be located here. We are clearing the top of the wall with 
the bottom of the sign.  
 
Dominic Simone: This is the highest end. The sign itself is eight feet (8) high. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s have an open dialogue. It is going on two posts, double 
sided; width is 90” and white background with red letters and independent tenant 
signs.  
 
Patty Kiernan: The tenant lettering is going to be what color? 
 
Dominic Simone: They will be black.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Black for a couple of reasons, one it is easy to see. Those plaque 
signs, how big are those? 
 
Dominic Simone: The blanks are 5.5” with lettering to be 3”  
 
Chairman Kelly: The overall height of the sign is 48” high plus the height of the 
wall.  
 
Anne Houck: Is it 48” from grade or 48” from the top of the wall?  
 
Chairman Kelly: This here is 48” (referring to photographs). Just the sign. Now 
how high above the wall do you think that you are going?  
 
Dominic Simone: 71”. 
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Chairman Kelly: Where along that wall do you think that is going?  
 
Dominic Simone: We spoke with Austin and it will be pretty much where the 31” is 
marked. I will draw it in for you. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The overall will be here. (Referring to drawing) 
 
Dominic Simone: unless you want me to put it in on the other side of the drive and 
then we will not be dealing with the wall at all.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t think that will give you the visibility that you are looking 
for. The sign is made out of what material? 
 
Dominic Simone: Aluminum.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It is not lit. Red letters, and white aluminum, all compliant. Does 
anyone have any questions? You are comfortable with the site line? 
 
Dominic Simone:  Yes 
 
Chairman Kelly: Austin how about you? 
 
Austin Cassidy: I am sure that it will get tweaked in the field, based on where the 
utilities are. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Who owns that wall?  
 
Dominic Simone: The wall itself is owned by Martabano’s. The wall is basically the 
property line.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Are we prepared to make a motion? 
 
Anne Houck: I move that we accept the Simone Sign as 333 N. Bedford Rd as 
presented and described in the accompanying drawings. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Austin you don’t need a number on the sign for the Fire 
Department or anything?  
 
Austin Cassidy: Since this is multiple tenants you have multiple addresses. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I was just thinking about 911.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
4. Marc LaPointe/Friedland    Case #ARB10-14 
    11 South Moger Ave     Building Façade 
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 
    Marc LaPointe, representing the application  
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Marc LaPointe: Last month we took a look at brick fascia and we did a conceptual 
and wanted to work out the details a bit further. So the drawing I submitted 
basically shows in sections and elevations at how we would use the sailor brick 
forcing at the bottom. Some sailor vertically at the bottom and then at the top a 
sailor and a couple of core bolts brick.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Don’t you like it? 
 
Marc LaPointe: Proportionately speaking it is better. We will submit this for 
building permit approval.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Technically you should have brick colors. 
 
Marc LaPointe: It is our intention to match the existing.  
 
Chairman Kelly: We will make that apart of the record. I don’t think that the 
coping is white. I believe it is like sandstone. We should probably tie this all 
together. (Viewing photographs) This way it like a continuation of that building. 
 
Anne Houck: Is there anyway that you can tie in the existing cornice on this? 
 
Marc LaPointe: Part of the problem there is the stucco off the roof.  
 
Chairman Kelly: This is going to be a million times better. Are we doing any special 
lighting?  
 
Marc LaPointe: We have not proposed anything. The signage package we are 
leaning toward the pin mounted letters to be indirectly illuminated.  
 
Chairman Kelly: You responded to everything that we spoke about last time. I 
have no problem with anything. I am happy the landlord is going in this direction. 
Do we have any more questions, or can we go to a motion? 
 
Bruce Hartleben: I move that we accept the application for 11 S. Moger Ave as it 
was presented. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Second. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the motion 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second. 
Anne Houck: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
New Cases: 
 
1. Marc LaPointe/Lawrence Friedland   Case #ARB10-20 
    5-11 South Moger Ave      Comprehensive  
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549    Sign Package 
 
Marc LaPointe: On the same building starting with New York Dolls at one end and 
coming all the way around to the elevation of Temptation Tea House. Based on 
prior discussions we have determined that these blocks are composed of several 
storefronts. In this case I have broken down to six storefronts. Starting with the 
first on New York Dolls, what we have is a brick building with two tenant openings. 
The existing O’Malley’s has pin mounted letters indirectly illuminated. You have 
observations of day and night it looks very appropriate for this building. 
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Accordingly we would like to implement the same criteria for New York Dolls. In 
the proposal I have showed samples and this will be indirectly lit also. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The same style of lighting?  Gooseneck down lighting?  
 
Marc LaPointe: We could make the lighting all the same on each store front. For 
instance, O’Malley’s, they have requested a name change with the process of 
agreeing to the new ownership.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Did I get an email about this? 
 
Anne Houck: There is a new name in the window already. 
 
Marc LaPointe: They may have requested a temporary sign. Then it was pointed 
out to them that is not possible until the sign package is determined. I have also 
requested that they submit better details in their signage. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Bring me up to speed; O’Malley’s name is going to have to 
change?  
 
Marc LaPointe: They are changing their name to Katie Mac. As they replace their 
signage it might be an opportune time to make the changes with lighting. I might 
be able to talk to the sign guy and get them installed. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I know how placed New York Dolls, do you have a detailed 
drawing of what is going on? 
 
Anne Houck: So what is it really? 
 
Marc LaPointe: It is brick, just like O’Malley’s. It is all continuous from here. 
 
Chairman Kelly: We really want to try and get them at the same height. That is 
where I was going. We really should get a cut sheet of the lighting. Are they 
O’Malley’s going to come back with their name change?  
 
Nancy Placona: Once the sign package is established they can get their permit 
administratively unless it is non- conforming they would go to ZBA. 
 
Anne Houck: As long as it is size/font/color, they are ok. 
 
Austin Cassidy: This is a good exercise. Obviously O’Malley’s has an artsy little 
graphic there. Does the next person have to adopt the shamrock? Or is it just 
match the color and font? 
 
Anne Houck: It has to be the same font.  
 
Nancy Placona: No, it does not have to be the same font. 
 
Austin Cassidy: What is the template?  
 
Nancy Placona: It would be pin mounted letters, lighting. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I would like to see what is going there, it would make this a little 
bit easier since we don’t have a sample. We don’t have a preview. 
 
Marc LaPointe: No I do not have a sample.  
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Chairman Kelly: I believe we are going in the right direction, lighting the same, 
height the same. New York Doll’s might want to do something arty. I think that 
the shamrock adds another element and gives it character.  
 
Anne Houck: As long as they keep within the same structural frame work and the 
same size, their lighting is a unified feature, just like Mt. Kisco Sports has the 
runner.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any questions?  
 
Marc LaPointe: Should we do them one at a time or all at once. A lot of them are 
identical. The next building basically would have the same criteria as this one. The 
building is just about the same size. Pin Mounted letters, indirectly illuminated and 
agreed that it would all be the same lighting fixture. Right now as I mentioned to 
you this space is vacant and Milano’s has left. This building was three existing 
stores and might end up being two or might end up being one. So the criteria 
would be depending on the number of entrances that would be the limit in 
signage. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Are we premature on this building?  
 
Marc LaPointe: No, it is basically for the purposes of the comprehensive signage 
package to provide enough basic information for any tenant coming in to be able 
to put up a sign if there are criteria on record.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I am just concerned that if we dictate something, cause this kind 
of a building itself. Do we move on because it is vacant?  You are right in keeping 
a theme here, but the odds are the new tenant comes in and does something 
major.  
 
Anne Houck: So what if the new tenant comes in and wants to use the awning as 
signage? That would be another whole issue. 
 
Marc LaPointe: What I might suggest and just to let you know and answer your 
question about what is likely to happen. There is a vacancy there and somebody 
made an offer and if it is accepted they could be in next month. (August) This 
former restaurant has vacated and the space is available and they night see an 
opportunity to acquire the assets and fixtures. Those are the initial likelihoods and 
we have been getting calls. If minimally the criteria is in place it satisfies at least 
that type of tenancy. Then if something comes along where the other tenants want 
do a something different they would have to come back.  
 
Chairman Kelly: There is no problem with it. I just think that if we go down this 
road, because the odds are no matter what we do it will be no good. Pin Mounted 
Spots, very plain. 
 
Anne Houck: With indirect lighting? 
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t know. It is a different building now, it doesn’t have to, but 
we might.  
 
Anne Houck: So are you proposing lighting? 
 
Marc LaPointe: I would propose lighting based on what I have seen at night time 
along that streetscape. It dresses up the overall building. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The question is where, what type. 
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Austin Cassidy: For continuity for the record, we are specifically talking about 
which part of the building? 
 
Marc LaPointe: 24 thru 28.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t like to approve something that I don’t what it looks like. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Can we propose not to vote on anything unless we have detail.  
 
Marc LaPointe: The next one is Lens Crafters. The proposal is to keep what they 
have as individual illuminated channel letters. It is quite attractive at night. It is 
very subdued; but very crisp letters and you can see them from a distance. 
Obviously the side elevations, on the two awnings there are tiny letters on one 
awning.  
 
Chairman Kelly: This was recently before us. 
 
Marc LaPointe: The proposal is to accept it as part of the comprehensive signage 
package for this block. It should be left as is. 
 
Chairman Kelly: It is clean. I remember that we asked them for the line along the 
valance as a continuation of the middle. 
 
Nancy Placona: The sign on the awning facing the South Moger Ave would 
eventually (the lettering on the one awning) will have to be removed. But this will 
fall into the amortization schedule.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It can stay for now, until the amortization has past. We need to 
let the record show that they are approved subject to them removing the name 
upon the amortization ending, or getting a variance. 
 
Marc LaPointe: The next one is Mount Kisco Sports. Which again is consistent with 
the general pin mounted letters and the other elevations. We would like to 
approve as is. On the facials we just reviewed. This is just to show pin mounted 
letters. I guess in going back to the indirect illumination… 
 
Chairman Kelly: This would be an interesting concept, lighting wise for that store. 
I just think that we are premature on this building. I think that we could approve 
everything. Do we like the pin mounted letters, yes. No matter what we should 
see what happens and how that building is going to be broken up, if broken up.  
 
Marc LaPointe: I agree and I’m taking a step further back. Last month you asked 
me about the building across the street, like,” why are we here?”. I was here on 
behalf of Sprint. They couldn’t get their signage until the whole building had a 
contract. Accordingly the same owner here and I arm here on behalf of AT&T 
although now he has sold Sprint to somebody else. He has requested to put up 
signage so that is why I am submitting the entire building so that he can do his 
signage. Having said that, before he puts up the signage let’s do the building 
fascia and with this other little tenant in mind it is only that these little Mom and 
Pop stores coming in can sign a lease and they can open their business within six 
(6) weeks without going through the process. That is what I see the purpose of 
this submission.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It is a valid point. I am just concerned, and Austin correct me if I 
am wrong, let’s look at the new AT&T building. There was a lot of conversation 
about it. Something like that should come back to us to be reviewed.  
 
Austin Cassidy: In other words, you mean the intent of the scenario that you just 
described? 
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Chairman Kelly: Chances are this may be major re-work, with this building. Maybe 
I am wrong. How do I know that is not going to glow? Technically if we just say 
pin mounted and they comply they will not come back to us. Correct? We can 
establish right now where the lighting is going and get a cut of the light, make 
sure the lights don’t wash to far into the sidewalks. Those are all the things that 
we need to think about now. Obviously you would have to come back to this board 
because it is structural and an architectural thing. 
 
Marc LaPointe: It would certain makes sense since it is a new store front. The 
elevation has changed before the signage can go up. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Having said that do we want do lettering like this back lit, as 
proposed or simple mounted pin and then tell me where the lights are going to go. 
Unless there is something else.  Personally I think this is fine, as well as this but 
as far as this they will be back. 
 
Anne Houck: What if they come back and request an awning, as signage. 
 
Marc LaPointe:  The answer to your question you indicated for instance that for 
this building, it would be individual channel letters? 
 
Chairman Kelly: No I am saying right now the way without an awning package in 
my mind,there are pretty much two ways we can go lighting and lettering. Can be 
back lights, or pin mounted letters and then we have to determine where we are 
going to put the lights. We are going to make that part of the package. If you 
want to do this then we really do not need lighting because they will be lit from 
the back or we can go this way and decide where we are going to put the lights 
and make that apart of the record.  
 
Marc LaPointe: Just thinking about individually illuminated channel letters on that 
fascia, what comes to mind is if this ends up being three individual tenants then 
we are going to end up drilling fifty holes in that brick fascia for those letters. It 
damages the building as oppose to having pin mounted letters. Now having said 
that if it was one tenant that most likely they might put the individual channel 
letter and yet another part of the architectural of that fascia is the white band 
underneath. There apparently that is just plywood and I has someone poke behind 
it to see if there was any brick and there doesn’t appear to be. If someone were to 
come in and get that entire elevation the glazing would go up and then we are left 
with fascia above, and then that is another review.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Or this could be like the AT&T building where they have a yellow 
aluminum band.  
 
Austin Cassidy: I think what we are saying we should probably go with the pin 
mounted letters and the other as a default plan.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Simple pin mounted letters and then determine tonight where you 
want to put the lighting. So we have a package done for this guy. 
 
Marc LaPointe: I guess in looking at this as you pointed out the element in the 
center, probably two fixtures above each sign centered between the top of the 
letters and the little cornice. 
 
Chairman Kelly: It gets tougher for the one in the middle that is the problem. 
 
Marc LaPointe: They actually could be on the same line. If you kept it on the same 
line it could flank the little square element, have one there and one there and the 
same line there and then this is an independent detail art thing over the center of 
the building. Then in terms of, I guess general spacing, I would say about three 
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feet to allow for this. These letters are a foot tall then having a light to either side 
of that square detail. 
 
Chairman Kelly: You don’t think that they should all line up and I am thinking 
height wise.  
 
Marc LaPointe: Yes. In terms of from center a foot and a half to either side so that 
it is three foot facing. 
 
Chairman Kelly: For now we are calling them out as goose neck down lighting. 
 
Marc LaPointe: Yes.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Then submit and come back. Ok  
 
Marc LaPointe: There is something to be said perhaps here for individual 
illuminated channel letters. It somewhat conforms to what you have at 20 S. 
Moger directly across… 
 
Austin Cassidy: Just for continuity you are on the record for what we are clearly 
talking about now. 
 
Marc LaPointe: It is 11 S. Moger. 
 
Austin Cassidy: The architectural feature of… 
 
Chairman Kelly: This is the one that we reviewed earlier; the brick and this will all 
be gutted and redone. Now we are on the sign portion of it. Personally I think that 
I like this better and I think that this is a nice clean building and a very elegant 
look. I do not disagree with you. 
 
Marc LaPointe: This will be easier for illumination. I do not like to see raceways.  
 
Chairman Kelly: AT&T-do they want their logo up there?  
 
Marc LaPointe: They probably would.  
 
Anne Houck: Has that been discussed with them? 
 
Marc LaPointe: I guess in the written portion; general description of pin mounted 
letters.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Is this going to be white letters? 
 
Marc LaPointe: No. So far this whole block is pin mounted letters. If we were to do 
illuminated letters it would be here. Here the storefront is definitely obstructed.  
(Returning To Photos) 
 
Inaudible plans covering mic. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Does the applicant have the right to notify the Village to let them 
know the trees need trimming. 
 
Austin Cassidy: Inaudible. 
 
Marc LaPointe: Ladle of Love is pin mounted letters and an existing blade sign. The 
Temptation Tea House has reverse channel letters and they have the blade sign.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Everybody is ok with Ladle of Love and Temptation Tea House?  
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I guess now we are asking for individual letters that are back lit similar to Len’s 
Crafters. 
 
Marc LaPointe: Are you saying identical to Len’s Crafter or generally. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Generally. Mt. Kisco Sports stays the same with their gooseneck 
lighting and individual pin mounted letters... Now we have individual letters pin 
mounted with 3 goose neck lighting from New York Dolls to Lens Crafters building. 
At this time Lens Crafters will stay the same. Lens Crafters to remove the lettering 
on the awning that faces S. Moger Ave. eventually when the amortization is up. 
The pizzeria will have pin mounted letters with gooseneck letters and eventually 
the awnings are to be removed. From the Great Wall, AT&T, and Miller’s Cleaners 
will have individual pin mounted letters and halo lighting. That is it? 
 
Marc LaPointe: Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Do we have a motion? 
 
Patty Kiernan: I move that we accept the comprehensive sign package for 5-11 
South Moger Ave and 24 – 32 East Main Street as noted. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second. 
Anne Houck: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
Returning Case (cont.) 
 
5. CVS/ Pharmacy, LLC.     Case #ARB08-33 
    10 S. Moger/421 Main     Building Alterations 
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 
    Shannon Rutherford, representing the applicant 
    Tim Henrie, Engineer, for the applicant 
 
Chairman Kelly: Austin, before we get started all this is subject to the ZBA 
approval? 
 
Austin Cassidy: Let me brief you on that. INAUDIBLE There are a host of 
dimensional issues. They are appealing for signage that is not compliant.  
 
Chairman Kelly: So anything that we vote on tonight will be for the Architectural 
elements of the submission. We can talk about the signage but not to be voted on.  
 
Austin Cassidy: Correct. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: We have had a number of constructive dialogs and 
conversations over the last year between us and staff and Planning Board 
regarding this facility for upgrades. We met with the Planning Board in early June 
and had several meetings and conversations regarding the return of this project. 
Our proposal is to reconfigure the loading area. Landscaping and materials were 
reviewed. The site lighting came into conformance with the illumination guidelines. 
The retaining wall went from approximately here to some where in this area. 
(Viewing plans) It will be resurfaced; a decorative fence will be on top of it. There 
are two architectural feature on the wall facing Main St. We plan on re-facing with 
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a stucco material. We are under review as was stated earlier with our sign 
package. 
 
Tim Henrie: On the front of the building we are adding gables. The brick is to 
remain on the front of the building. On the Main Street façade we would like to 
add display windows. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: We would prefer the arch style. 
 
Tim Henrie Down the entire side would be the stucco material with the 
architectural element added to break up the blank wall. We are also going to add 
black railings. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: Our intent is to do screening also in the back. 
 
Tim Henrie: We are going to match all materials around the building. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Talk to me about the four shadow windows as to what they are 
for and how they are working. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: They are an architectural feature. They are not to display 
product, its something that looks like you were seeing into the store or like a 
graphic.  
 
Chairman Kelly: It is not product. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: We have done a number of these. Some municipalities don’t 
want CVS in those windows. Sometimes it is just pictures.  
 
Austin Cassidy: This is just to break up the wall correct?  
 
Chairman Kelly: This is very similar to the one in the Bergen Mall. It was done 
very tastefully:  
 
Shannon Rutherford: I believe it is a vellum material. It is not applied to the 
window but set back from the window. It will also have recessed lighting for this. 
Obviously there is no window penetration on that side of the building now.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Wasn’t there dialogue the first time you were here and concern 
about the windows on the bank side for security or safety? 
 
Austin Cassidy: Were they the drive up windows?  
 
Chairman Kelly: Correct. 
 
Austin Cassidy: I don’t know if you can speak to the bank.  
 
Shannon Rutherford: My understanding is whatever issue there had been - it has 
been resolved.  
 
Tim Henrie: That is the photo of the existing brick. There is no way I can get a 
sample of that.  
 
Chairman Kelly: No lighting in the back? No lighting by this door and at those 
doors. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: We are negotiating with the Planning Board. With respect to 
the building we are proposing wall packs at the stairwell on the side of the building 
and wall packs at the loading door. There will be a fixture here and here.  
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Chairman Kelly: Are you prepared to submit not to our board but the Planning 
Board? 
 
Shannon Rutherford: There have been a number of submissions made. This is the 
light pole, the height of the poles. Fifteen feet and that is also the height of the 
wall packs. Everything is at a height of fifteen feet. The wall packs are down 
lighting. They are not meant to be an ornamental fixture. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s go talk about the next elevation. You are doing all this work 
and the bank has no input on this? I assume this upper right corner there is a light 
pack there? Up in the upper left hand corner there is one of those light packs 
again?  
 
Tim Henrie: That would actually light up the back area of that. 
 
Chairman Kelly: There is nothing along that side? Is there anything at all? 
 
Shannon Rutherford: We have another blow up here and there are three wall 
packs on this side of the building.   
 
Chairman Kelly: Going toward the front of the building where that little arch is, is 
that where a wall pack is, because it really does not work there.  
 
Tim Henrie: That is where the drive through is.  
 
Shannon Rutherford: There are wall packs here and here. (Reviewing site plan)  
 
Chairman Kelly: Is there anything underneath the drive through? 
 
Shannon Rutherford: No, nothing at all. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Are they eliminating the drive through? 
 
Shannon Rutherford: I believe so. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s go to the front. You have three large beacons and do you 
have cuts for?  You are also proposing five lights over the CVS pharmacy sign?  
 
Shannon Rutherford: Yes. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any more questions about the lighting?  
 
Anne Houck: Are there any ingress/egress lighting at the doorways? 
 
Chairman Kelly: That is all covered. There is no other special lighting? 
 
Anne Houck: On the façade there are three big goosenecks plus the signage 
lighting?  
 
Shannon Rutherford: Correct. The entrance is well lit due to the bank having the 
ATM and bank guidelines. 
 
Chairman Kelly: We need to switch gears as log as there is no more questions 
regarding the lighting. Now about the two new reverse gables. What is going on in 
those panels, they are not real. Is it going to be blacked out, and how are you 
handling that? 
 
Tim Henrie:  You don’t want to see it. 
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Chairman Kelly: I know I have done it many times and you have to be careful, 
when you do the black out steps, how do you get inside. I am just putting it out 
there. It looks good, but you need to figure out how you are going to do that. 
They can put a window film in the back of it. Sometimes they use tar paper. What 
is that band there?  
 
Tim Henri: That is no longer going to be proposed. The front of the building is 
going to remain brick. At one point they were thinking about wrapping the existing 
columns across the front of building with wood and then painting it.  
 
Chairman Kelly: So you have to get accurate plans since this plan is different. 
There are going to be a lot of people looking at this building.  
 
Anne Houck: From our stand point a lot of information that has come from various 
different boards, and we are instructed do this, whether an archway was desired 
or not. Before we accept this it is going to put Austin in an awkward position.  He 
is going to have one set of drawings approved and another set of drawings that 
are not there.  
 
Tim Henri: It was also done on the black and white plans also. I realized that after 
the plans were finished. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: So you want the arch at the front and no arch in the back? 
 
Anne Houck: Yes.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any further questions? Are there any other items that 
you would like to talk to us about that we have not touched as of yet? This is a 
vast improvement from where we were. Concerns with other boards obviously is 
that they need more time with you.  Talk to me, Austin, about the signage.  
 
Austin Cassidy: That particular sign on the side of the building is local. The code 
states no sign posted unless over the entranceway of the business. The two signs 
at each entry point has to do with dimensional compliance  
 
Chairman Kelly: Do you want to talk about signage briefly? 
 
Shannon Rutherford: The signage on the Main Street elevation is made out of 
foam board. The monument signs are at each entrance and there is a sign in the 
front  
 
Chairman Kelly: Before you go any further, am I correct the bank sign and your 
sign; all we are going to do is look at this. 
 
Austin Cassidy: Correct. They are before the ZBA and Planning Board. 
 
Chairman Kelly: That is not a sandblasted sign now right? You kind of give the 
illusion that they are going to match.  
 
Shannon Rutherford: Its not. The sign there. 
 
Nancy Placona: Austin, I thought that the bank is a separate parcel? 
 
Austin Cassidy: You are correct, but they are both being represented at this 
review.  
 
Anne Houck: Was this board a part of the review? 
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Nancy Placona: The bank sign was approved before by your board before the sign 
ordinance was adopted. 
 
Chairman Kelly: They are renovating this bank and this building. They are re-doing 
that façade. They are removing the sign, is that sign compliant that is up there? 
(The bank sign). Are they allowed to put a non compliant sign back up there? 
 
Austin Cassidy: It is not so much that. It is to what degree does the amortization 
fall into this. All the signage at this point is before the ZBA. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I, don’t know; when you come in for a renovation to that and can 
they use the sign. I don’t think that you can do that. At this point in time we are 
talking about colors. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: It will be the same color background - crème with red 
letters; similar to what is shown here. With respect to size the sign is 2’10” tall 
and letters 24” letter height. 
 
Chairman Kelly: What would have been the allowed sign? 
 
Nancy Placona: All the signage is before the ZBA. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I understand that, what would be allowed?  How much larger?  
I just want to get a feel for the variances that you are seeking. 
 
 
Shannon Rutherford: Based on the denial it should be 24” and we have 2’ 10”. The 
next is 16 feet allowed and 19’ proposed; 12” allowed and 24” proposed.  
 
Chairman Kelly: How did you come up with 19’ proposed?  
 
Austin Cassidy: There is a cap. 
 
Chairman Kelly: The cap is 16’.  
 
Shannon Rutherford: Some of the discussion last night with the ZBA regarding 
what was proposed was that it would come back to the ARB. They had the 
discussion to approve logos that are larger than actual height. If you look at CVS 
that CVS is also their logo. Subject to getting our variance, the signs with our 
letter height can be viewed as our logo. 
 
Austin Cassidy: I would differ on this point, that the dialogue last night with CVS 
was that the measurements in front of them that they responded to was to be 
looked as the logo. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: We were looking for the CVS Pharmacy to be looked at as 
their logo in its entirety. 
 
Anne Houck: My understanding of a logo is a graphic. 
 
Nancy Placona: (reading from the sign ordinance) In some places where 
accompanying artwork, logos, or graphics may be proposed to larger than 
maximum letter height and shall be subject for review and approval for 
appropriateness by the Architectural Review Board.  
 
Austin Cassidy: That was the question that I stated. 
 
Anne Houck: It is noted in the code; it talks about art, graphics, and logos. It did 
not state names.  That is my opinion.  
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Chairman Kelly: Is there anything that states as to the overall height of a wall 
sign? There is something in our sign ordinance about maximum height of the sign. 
 
Nancy Placona: Off grade? 
 
Shannon Rutherford: We have a roof sign. By definition logo is not defined in the 
zoning code. 
 
Chairman Kelly: However I would argue that if you asked us to send you back to 
the ZBA that would be the end with the ZBA. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: I understand what you are saying. 
 
Chairman Kelly: One could argue that maybe the  
‘”CVS” might fall into that category, but “pharmacy” is no where near a logo. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: We have also been told that if there is a pharmacy in the 
building it has to be noted on their sign.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Have you looked at scaling down the word pharmacy? Then there 
is one less variance that you have to seek. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: I do not believe we have. Part of that being proportionality 
between CVS and the pharmacy. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I mean it is not much. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: It is probably about three feet. It all goes back to logo and 
the proportionality that CVS uses for branding. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Nancy, did you find anything on the height of the sign? 
 
Nancy Placona: I am only seeing no second story signage. 
 
Shannon Rutherford: There is another portion of the code that was discussed last 
night which include the zoning district CL on 117 which is not in the village district, 
and there were some similarities with being set back from the road which would 
allow us some substitution. 
 
Chairman Kelly: That could be your hardship.  
 
Shannon Rutherford: What was discussed last night was how people come and go 
from this site. The vantage point was that the sign (monument) does not interrupt 
your site line. The monument signs are the same height at each ingress, egress  
 
INAUDIBLE 
 
Discussion was had regarding the massive height of the monument signs. The 
board questioned if that massive of a structure be necessary at each entrance.  
 
The applicant responded with if the sign were to be designed smaller it would 
impair the visual site line of the oncoming traffic.  
 
The board responded back with that the sheer mass of the structure was just too 
big. Discussion was had to see if the applicant could remove some of for instance, 
the top of the sign.   
 
The applicant responded back with it is matching their proposal for the building 
and they were going to mimic the architectural feature onto the sign. 



 18 ARB Minutes 7/21/10 

The board continued to state that it was like putting a building at each entrance 
and exit and that not only were they off the mark with that but even the colors did 
not tie into the colors that were being used on the building. The colors of the signs 
were being proposed as grey frame, crème background, and red letters. The 
Chairman stated that he would like to attend the next ZBA meeting The Chairman 
also asked that clarification be made on the survey as to the placement of the 
signs. Even though the board was not approving any signage this evening they did 
wish to see what was being proposed to the ZBA. The chairman stated that he 
believed the biggest hurdle for the applicant would be the size of the monument 
signs, and that his suggestion would be to downsize those signs in particular. 
 
 
 
2. Mt. Kisco Sign Co. /DiLisio    Case #ARB10-17 
    486-488 Lexington Ave     Comprehensive  
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549   Sign Package 
 
    Kristen Alexander, representing the applicant 
 
Kristen Alexander: I am here on behalf of my Dad and Mt. Kisco Sign Co. This is 
my first presentation. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Why don’t you walk us through the project?  
 
Kristen Alexander: There is a barn in the back left corner of the property. There 
are no signs on it presently.  
 
Chairman Kelly: WE are fine in height? 
 
Nancy Placona: Dimensionally the signs comply.   
 
Chairman Kelly: What is the material?  
 
Kristen Alexander: The high density polyurethane because it lasts a lot longer than 
wood. Right now on the left side of the building is Lexington Auto Services Inc. I 
wanted to do something very different from Puff’s Auto. This sign will be located 
over the garage door entrance. The background color is black and the lettering is 
Ivory. Maximum letter height is 11.5” and the font is poplar STD and the letter 
height for “Foreign & Domestic 4.5” and the font is graphic. The height of the sign 
is 24” and the length is 120”. We are proposing for Puff’s Auto, is right now they 
have Auto up here and it is very little. I just want to put “Puff’s and in order to do 
that we would have to redo the whole awning and in order to make it look nice. At 
the same time we would like to change the address number. Right now it is 486 
over both doors. We are going to change the one on the right to read 488. It will 
match. The next proposal is in the future where there is two different occupancies 
in the storefront area, there are two different doors and two different office areas 
and there is one garage. If Puff’s rented out one area for another business other 
than Puff’s Auto they would be allowed to have signage and not have the two 
wallboards and the awning for one store. If it were ever separated.  
 
Chairman Kelly: That one could be a problem. That one is not over a door and 
technically it would not be allowed. 
 
Anne Houck: Given the window treatments it would not work anywhere else.  
 
Kristen Alexander: Casa DiLisio If you turn to last page in the packet and look at 
the aerial view of everything. The entrance to this is behind that wall. Putting a 
sign above their entrance would not be helpful.  
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Anne Houck: You are also proposing a monument sign near the property line with 
possibly DiLisio Products on it. 
 
Kristen Alexander: These are compliant with maximum structure height.  
Anne Houck: The Lexington Auto Service sign is coming down? 
 
Kristen Alexander: Yes, both of the existing signage would come down. The 
dimensions for the area above the door, is 4’ high by roughly 5’ across. If this 
building ever took on a commercial business, could DiLisio put a smaller sign by 
the door area? 
 
Austin Cassidy: It is not supposed to have a commercial business, only storage. 
They would have to go back to the Planning Board. 
 
Chairman Kelly:  I think that we should table the barn for tonight. Let’s go through 
the rest of the buildings. Are there any concerns regarding Lexington Auto 
Services? On the next page, Puff’s, any comments? 
 
Anne Houck: I wish that they would clean up the window signage.  
 
Chairman Kelly: On the signage for occupant A and B? Wallboards 24” in sign 
height and 12” letter height centered over the window. Now I believe it is close 
enough to their entrance since there is lighting preventing the sign from going 
directly over the door.  
 
Kristen Alexander: If Puff’s takes over one of the office spaces, Puff’s will keep the 
wallboard and there will be no signage on the awning over the garage door. It 
would be one or the other.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Austin, if we allow a sign on the corner we would open up 
Pandora’s box. 
 
Austin Cassidy: It certainly has grounds. 
 
Chairman Kelly: But keep in mind there is going to be road exposure.  
 
Kristen Alexander: You are not going to know where the entrance is. Not knowing 
the town you would drive by it.  
 
Chairman Kelly: We can vote on this but right now it would have to go to the 
Zoning Board anyway. Now let’s talk about the monument sign. Why two 
monuments signs. 
 
Kristen Alexander: They will have different two numbered addresses now. If you 
are driving on one side of the road, you would want to be clear. 
 
Chairman Kelly: It is a two sided sign, correct? Within 100 feet of one another 
roughly.  
 
Austin Cassidy: That is a lot of signage. 
 
Chairman Kelly: That is not going to happen. 
  
Kristen Alexander: Too much? Even with two addresses?  
 
Anne Houck: It is one building.  
 
Austin Cassidy: You would have to pick one. 
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Kristen Alexander: Either one. I would probably select to one closest to Rose 
Cleaners at least for the clarity.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I would have said the other one, because some thought had to go 
into the whole location of that pole sign.  
 
Bruce Hartleben: Where the pole sign is now? 
 
Chairman Kelly: Yes. I think that would be the most logical place. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: In both directions you can pass the signage.  
 
Chairman Kelly: You are not going to get two monument signs. Do you want to 
table this sign and speak to your client?  
 
Kristen Alexander: You can pass one? 
 
Chairman Kelly: We can pass one and if they don’t like it they can come back 
before the board.  
 
Kristen Alexander: There are two signs right now. The DiLisio sign and then the 
Auto sign. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I think that the most logical is the most southern. Otherwise we 
have a compliant sign and it has all the tenants. 
 
Anne Houck: There is a difference, between this depiction and this one. You should 
probably take the address off and that way it the sign can be useful for the entire 
building. The color of the sign? 
 
Kristen Alexander: It is blue and white. 
 
Anne Houck: What color blue? Do you have a pantone color? 
 
Kristen Alexander: It is a navy blue. I do not have the exact number. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Your blue there and this one are two different blues.  
 
Kristen Kelly: It is going to match the awning. 
 
Chairman Kelly: There are no lights? 
 
Kristen Alexander: Correct. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Let’s recap. We have Lexington Auto Service. Puff’s is modifying 
the awning sign. 
 
Austin Cassidy: just for the point of clarity that blue is not the same blue. 
 
Chairman Kelly: I will make note that it is to match the awning color.  
 
Patty Kiernan: Can we go back to Puff’s? 
 
Chairman Kelly: The Puff’s awning sign that blue if approved matches the 
monument sign. Then we have option a/b scenario. That awning would be blue 
and the proposed sign above the windows, which would be the blue background 
and white lettering. 
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Kristen Alexander: However if Puff’s stays and they occupy one side of the building 
Puff’s comes off the awning and they will only have the wallboard white 
background and blue lettering. Occupant B would also be represented with a 
wallboard - white background blue letters. 
 
Anne Houck: I like the white background it coordinates with the white trim 
throughout the building. 
 
Chairman Kelly: His real entrance door is in the back? 
 
Austin Cassidy: Down the drive and around the corner.  
 
Chairman Kelly: I don’t see a sign here for in the back. Am I missing something?  
 
Kristen Alexander: I don’t know if you can see it. There is no sign directing you to 
the back. Right here that little circle says DiLisio on it. It is a metal pole. 
 
Chairman Kelly: So we are not doing signs for him? 
 
Kristen Alexander: No, we were not going to propose. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Do you want to propose signage at his door? 
 
Kristen Alexander: The sign really isn’t for pedestrians walking down the street. It 
is more for the truck that would be entering. What if we proposed an arrow with 
DiLisio name?  
 
Austin Cassidy: If you made it directional it would not matter. There are 
dimensional constraints 
 
Chairman Kelly: Then we can move onto the monument sign and will match the 
awning colors and it would be located in the same location as the original auto 
service sign. It will not have a number locator. The existing pole sign is to be 
removed. Now can I get a motion on all of that? 
 
Anne Houck: I motion that we accept the comprehensive sign package for 486-488 
Lexington Ave., as it was noted Lexington Auto Service is accepted as proposed, 
Puff’s Awning signage is accepted as proposed. The alternate occupancy signage 
with the concurrent changes in the awning is accepted as proposed. The southern 
most monument sign location is accepted with the removal of the address at the 
top of the monument sign. The pole signs are to be removed along with any other 
signage that is on the property to be removed also. The colors on the monument 
signage will coordinate as much as possible with the awning color. The Pole Barn 
signage was removed from the proposal. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the approval 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the second 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes 
 
3. Paul Krause      Case #ARB10-19 
    130-132 Main Street    Building Renovations 
    Mount Kisco, New York 10549 
 
    Michael Tierney, Architect 
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    Paul Krause< Architect 
 
 Michael Tierney: This is the former Brass Horn and Piero’s restaurant. We are 
planning a complete building renovation. We are keeping the existing occupancy, 
restaurant first floor and the second floor will be two esparto spaces. The present 
owner is KH Realty. We have done demolition work on it. The building needs 
currant updating. We are proposing a new modern kitchen, a new restaurant area. 
The exterior will also be renovated also. We are proposing all new windows and 
doors at the rear. The entire building will have a new stucco system on it. The 
corners will be tiers of brick. Similar to the AT&T next door. Just to give you a 
sensibility of what we are doing and the colors are a little bit off. We are thinking a 
brick, maybe something in this vein and a running bond for all the corners 
including the reverse side. We are raising the parapet. We are raising the parapet 
almost two and half feet. 
 
Chairman Kelly: From here it looks like it is two foot three. 
 
Michael Tierney: You are seeing the front verses the back. We are putting 
screening around it and the color will match. We can powder coated. This is a 
slotted louver. The only real vantage point that you are going to see it is from the 
AT&T parking lot. The elevations are all correct.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Do you have material? 
 
Michael Tierney: We have a couple of options that we have not shown the owners 
and we think that it has a good precedent on the street. We have a dark bronze 
for all the windows and doors. Essentially we will have clear glazing. WE have a 
dark bronze and hunter that will wrap around the back. The owners are going 
towards the bronze. The stucco is a trivet product. They want to go with this color 
which is similar to the AT&T building. What you are looking at is the lower 
elevation. You can see the band to try and break up the visible impact on the solid 
wall. It does not run the whole building.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Look at that line there. See the return. 
 
Michael Tierney: Right now there is a divider fence so you won’t see it anyway. 
There are roof top units. They will not be visible.  
 
Chairman Kelly: Is there a name yet? 
 
Michael Tierney: They have a store in Bedford Hill called the Perennial Chef. They 
haven’t committed yet, that is why there is no signage. We will be coming back to 
see you about the signage. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Is there any special lighting?  
 
Michael Tierney: there are two light fixtures on the rear of the building. As of 
today I have updated them. There is one by the kitchen exit by the cool garbage 
door and next to the egress of their door. What we did for the Planning Board, we 
have these two fixtures, the access door to the kitchen and the access door to the 
egress doors to the second floor. We are putting in new plantings on both sides. 
This is going to be chromites concrete stamped and colored with a surface that 
matches the brick out at the outer perimeter. This is how materials are brought 
into the service. Esthetically this light fixture has been revised to a new cut off 
unit. It is a simple square; the Planning Board had actually said that we could 
revise our lighting along this property line and get our values down, which we 
have done. We are probably at .4 at the property line. There is a veneer brick 
retaining wall. There are two fixtures; this one that is sitting on this side and the 
opposing light fixture is here.  
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Chairman Kelly: What about the front? 
Michael Tierney: The front right now we are proposing just interior lighting. There 
are two recessed lights. If lighting is part of the sign we will introduce it at that 
time. In the future they are proposing to make side entrance. There are a few 
things that we will have to put together. 
 
Anne Houck: This second door goes where?  
 
Michael Tierney: That second door is the access to the small entry lobby that goes 
to the second floor. 
 
Anne Houck: To jump ahead, where would you pursue signage for the second floor 
tenant? Would you put a directory sign for the second floor tenant? 
 
Michael Tierney: Probably. 
 
Anne Houck: I was just thinking about it. 
 
Chairman Kelly: Are there any more questions? 
 
Patty Kiernan: I move that we accept the proposal for 130-132 Main Street as 
presented. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Patty Kiernan: Aye, on the motion. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second. 
Anne Houck: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
Correspondence: 
 
 None 
 
Minutes:  
 
 June 16, 2010 
 
Anne Houck: I motion that we accept the minutes for June 16, 2010. 
 
Bruce Hartleben: Second. 
 
Anne Houck: Aye, on the motion. 
Bruce Hartleben: Aye, on the second 
Patty Kiernan: Aye. 
Chairman Kelly: Aye. 
 
Board All Ayes. 
 
Respectfully Submitted By, 
 
 
Nancy Placona, 
Board Secretary 
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