
  

 1 ARB Minutes 7/20/11 

Minutes 

Architectural Review Board 

Village/Town of Mount Kisco 
Wednesday, July 20, 2011 

7:30 pm 

 

 
Meeting called to order at 7:40 pm, Wednesday, July 20, 2011, at the 

Municipal Building, Mount Kisco, New York. 

 

Members Present:   Chairman Kevin Kelly  
Anne Houck  

Patty Kiernan 

Jim MacDonald 

Bruce Hartleben 
 

Members Absent:  None 

 

Staff Present:   None 

 
Staff Absent:  Austin Cassidy 

 

New Cases: 

 
1.  Mobil      Case #ARB11-15 

 192 North Bedford Road   Signage/Re-branding 

Mount Kisco, NY 10549   

 
Chairman Kelly called the first case, Mobil – 192 North Bedford Road.  

Inderjit Singh & Joe Guarino appeared before the Board. 

 

Chairman Kelly asked to walk through the proposed changes on the 

application.  Inderjit Singh explained that he wishes to change the signage 
at the BP gas station to Mobil.  Chairman Kelly asked if the applicant 

wishes to go to digital signage at this point?  Joe Guarino stated that they 

presented both options and they would go with whatever option the Board 

prefers.  Joe Guarino stated that the proposed sign will be 6’x5’ which is 
currently what is there now (30 square feet) whether the sign will be 

digital or regular.  Chairman Kelly asked if the applicant had a preference 

as to a digital or regular sign.  Inderjit Singh stated he preferred the 

digital signage.   
 

Chairman Kelly asked if the signage was all flush?  Joe Guarino stated yes 

and that the panel had recess lighting.  Chairman Kelly asked if the letter 

height was compliant, and it is.  Bruce Hartleben stated that he does not 
believe that self changing LEDS are allowed.  Anne Houck stated that 

there are special signage regulations for petroleum service stations. Joe 

Guarino stated that whichever one was allowed is the one they would go 

with.  Chairman Kelly asked what the overall height is?  Joe Guarino 

stated it is going to be on the same pole that is existing now so it will be 
the same height.   

 

Joe Guarino explained that the canopy will be blue and white.  He stated 

that the letters are individual letters and they are flat.  Jim MacDonald 
asked if the letters are going to be raised.  Joe Guarino stated that the 

letters that are going on the canopy are decals and are flat.  He said that 

normally they would prefer raised letters on the canopy but he was under 

the impression that they were not allowed to have raised letters under the 
sign ordinance.  Joe Guarino said he had read that everything on the 
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canopy had to be flush if he was not mistaken and nothing was to 

protrude from the canopy face.  Chairman Kelly stated he was not sure 

that was true.  Joe Guarino stated that if they were allowed they would 
put up the same letters with the same height but they would be raised 

about two inches.  Chairman Kelly asked if anyone on the Board had any 

issues with that?  Anne Houck stated that she had no issues but she 

believes there are special signage requirements for gas stations.  The 
Board read through the sign ordinance.  Chairman Kelly stated he did not 

see anything in the code addressing the flat/raised letter issue, and that 

he believes they are allowed to have raised letters.  Bruce Hartleben 

stated that he could not find under the fuel station section an exemption 
for the LED signs.  Chairman Kelly stated that they could make a motion 

to approve this application subject to a clarification from Whitney if the 

digital part falls under the neon/LED category that they are not exempt 

from that the applicant will automatically go back to the first sign and not 
have to come back to the Board. 

 

Chairman Kelly advised the applicant to be mindful of all of the other 

miscellaneous signs in the background.  He stated that they are allowed to 

have a percentage signage in the window, but all of the other signs would 
technically need to come before the Board.  Anne Houck added that the 

Board is encouraging people to avoid visual sign clutter.   

 

Motion:  Anne Houck made the motion to approve the application 
for a change to Mobil signage for their pricing and for their canopy 

sign with the provison that the LED lighting for the stations pricing 

be approved by the Village Attorney and in addition that the two 

inch projection off the canopy be allowed unless it does not meet 
code.  Patty Kiernan seconded the motion.  All ayes. 

 

2. The Village Shop     Case #ARB11-16 

 91 Main Street      Signage 

 Mount Kisco, NY 10549 
 

Chairman Kelly called the second case, The Village Shop – 91 Main Street.  

Tim Mallon appeared before the Board. 
 

Chairman Kelly asked Tim Mallon to explain his proposal.  Tim Mallon 

stated that he received a temporary sign permit for his store that he 

currently has up now, and he would like to keep his sign so he wishes to 
make it a permanent sign.  Chairman Kelly stated that he has some 

reservations about the proposed sign.  He stated that the building is a 

beautiful classic looking building and he feels that the proposed sign would 

be doing the building a disservice.  Chairman Kelly stated he feels that the 
sign looks like a temporary sign.  He also explained that the store is in a 

very prominent location in the town with high visibility.  Chairman Kelly 

stated that it may be compliant in size and height but he doesn’t believe it 

is in keeping with the building.  He stated that this also happens with 

other applications.  For example, he thought that the letters on the 
canopy of the Mobil station will look much better raised two inches as 

opposed to flat like they proposed.  Chairman Kelly asked the other 

members of the Board for their input.  Anne Houck agreed with Chairman 

Kelly. 
 

Chairman Kelly asked if Tim Mallon had a business card because 

sometimes the logos on the business cards are better than what’s 

proposed for the signage.  Tim Mallon did not have a business card.  Bruce 
Hartleben stated that he really liked the font on the sign.  He liked the 

way the words on the sign all started with an upper case letter and were 
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followed by lower case letters.  Tim Mallon stated that he doesn’t want his 

sign to look like a “Mobil” sign or an “A&P” sign.  Chairman Kelly explained 

that he was just using the Mobil sign as an example.  Tim Mallon 
explained that he doesn’t have $5,000 dollars to spend on a sign.  Tim 

Mallon stated he doesn’t want a dingy and dirty sign but he wants to have 

a sign that has an “antiquey” vibe to it.  Patty Kiernan agreed that an 

“antiquey” feel would be a good idea for his store.   
 

Chairman Kelly stated that it seems that the applicant really wants the 

exact sign that he currently has up, not the proposal that he submitted.  

Tim Mallon said that was correct; he explained that he has three different 
stores and this sign is the sign he feels is appropriate for this store.  

Chairman Kelly asked if he had pictures of the signs for the other stores 

and he responded that he did not bring any pictures with him.  Chairman 

Kelly suggested that if Mr. Mallon could submit pictures of the other signs 
to the Building Department he would be willing to come in and review the 

other signs because he does not have much longer with his temporary 

sign.  Tim Mallon stated that he does not want to bring in pictures of his 

other stores so he wants to know what his next step is.  He stated that he 

is not sure how long he is going to stay at his store because it is not a 
good place to lease and he is having a lot of problems.  He stated he is 

trying to get by for as long as he can without getting a permanent sign.   

 

Patty Kiernan stated that she absolutely loves antique shops but she 
hasn’t stopped at his shop yet because the sign hasn’t grabbed her.  

Bruce Hartleben stated that he feels that the word “patio” sticks out more 

than the word “antiques”.   

 
Chairman Kelly asked Bruce Hartleben if he would be in the frame of mind 

to approve the proposed sign as a permanent sign, and Bruce responded 

that he believes there is a better way it can be done without it being 

expensive so he would not approve it as it is now.  However, he also 

would not want to force the applicant take the sign down by not approving 
the sign as a permanent sign.  Chairman Kelly explained that’s why he 

was inquiring as to how much longer he would be able to keep the current 

sign as a temporary sign, because he does not want to see him without 

any signage at all.  Bruce Hartleben explained that due to the fact that 
there is no Architectural Review Board meeting in August, maybe that 

would be justification to extend the temporary permit that is currently up.   

 

Chairman Kelly polled the Board and each member of the Board declined 
the right to make a motion to approve the sign as a permanent sign.  

Chairman Kelly explained that he would call Whitney Singleton and see 

how long the temporary sign could be extended for as is.  Chairman Kelly 

also suggested that Mr. Mallon bring in photos from his other stores for 
Chairman Kelly to look at it in the case that maybe one of those signs is 

more appropriate for his store in Mount Kisco.  Patty Kiernan stated that if 

Mr. Mallon changes his mind and decides to stay, he could change the sign 

from the red and black letters to all black letters, and maybe re-stencil the 

words to improve the sign.  Chairman Kelly stated that at this point they 
are going to reject the application but he will call Whitney Singleton and 

find out how long he can extend the temporary permit for. 

 

3. The Flying Pig     Case #ARB11-14 
 251 Lexington Avenue   Seasonal Shade Sails 

 Mount Kisco, NY 10549   for Outdoor Dining 

 

Chairman Kelly called the third case, The Flying Pig – 251 Lexington 
Avenue.  Tina De appeared before the Board. 
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Tina De explained that The Flying Pig currently has outside patio dining 

and that they would like to replace the current umbrellas with the sail 

shades.  They feel that the sail shades will be more durable, will give more 
shade to the customers sitting outside, and look better than the 

umbrellas.  She stated that the umbrellas that are up now are very rickety 

looking and aren’t durable enough.  Chairman Kelly asked if the shades 

would be taken in at the end of the season and Tina De stated that yes 
they would not be up all year.  Jim MacDonald asked what color the posts 

would be.  Tina De said that the posts will be grey.  Chairman Kelly asked 

how many shades would go up?  Tina De stated that there would be a 

total of 4, 2 yellow and 2 rust.  Anne Houck stated that the colors sort of 
go with the colors of the building.   

 

Chairman Kelly stated that his concerns about this application are not 

really in the domain of the Architectural Review Board, but more coming 
from concern from an architect point of view.  Chairman Kelly asked if the 

sails are flame retardant.  Tina De stated yes they are.  Anne Houck 

stated that they have a flame spread index of 25 and a smoke developed 

index of 105.  Chairman Kelly asked how the posts are going to be 

anchored to the ground.  Tina De stated that the maintenance guy who 
will install the shades will put them into a heavy rock material, something 

that can be taken out (not permanent fixtures).  Chairman Kelly 

suggested that in the case of a hurricane or something like that they may 

want to get a clarification from the manufacturer of how they suggest to 
install these sails.   

 

Jim MacDonald asked how high the sails are going to be.  Tina De stated 

that the sails will be a little bit higher than the white fence.  Chairman 
Kelly stated that the fence may only be 6’ so that height would be too low.  

Chairman Kelly suggested checking the height of the fascia.  Chairman 

Kelly suggested that they are probably going to want a minimum ceiling 

height of about 8’.  Tina De stated she believes she does not think it goes 

all the way up to the gutter but it is going to come right below it.  
Chairman Kelly stated that there is a regulation about minimum heights 

for awnings in the code and he believes it is 7’.  He said he thinks 7’6” is 

what is considered habitable and he believes that’s probably the 

requirement the sails should meet.   
 

Jim MacDonald recommended painting the columns the same color as the 

building.  Bruce Hartleben stated he has a concern that these sails could 

become two big catch basins.  Tina De stated that they had thought of 
that and they are planning to install the sails on a slanted position so that 

they do not catch tons of water.  Chairman Kelly stated that the sails 

should be installed on a slant with a minimum height of 7’6” and a 

maximum height is the same as the fascia height.   
 

Bruce Hartleben asked if they were planning on painting the outside of the 

building at all?  Tina De stated no, that they just recently painted the 

inside but they are not able to paint the outside building because they are 

only tenants, not the landlord.  Bruce Hartleben asked what colors the 
sails are going to be.  Tina De stated that they are going to use yellow and 

rust.  She also explained that the entire upstairs of the inside of the 

restaurant just got painted to a dark rust color.   

 
Motion: Patty Kiernan made the motion to accept the application 

as submitted with the addition that the height of the sails would 

be between 7’6” and the maximum height of the fascia and that 

the applicant will research attaching the sails to the ground with 



  

 5 ARB Minutes 7/20/11 

the Building Department or the manufacturer.  Anne Houck 

seconded the motion.  All ayes. 

 
Returning Cases: 

 

1. Applebee’s      Case #ARB11-12 

 195 North Bedford Road    Signage/Awning  
 Mount Kisco, NY 10549    Color Change 

 

Chairman Kelly called the fourth case, 195 North Bedford Road – 

Applebee’s.  Brian O’Connor appeared before the Board. 
 

Chairman Kelly stated that he has noted there is a new potential color 

change for the awnings at Applebee’s.  He stated that he is aware that 

some “powers that be” have directed Brian O’Connor to potentially make a 
color change in the awnings.  Chairman Kelly asked if the applicant’s 

preference is the yellow.  Brian O’Connor stated yes.  Chairman Kelly 

stated that this applicant was also at the meeting so the Board could 

officially approve the signs that went to the Zoning Board of Appeals and 

received approval.  Chairman Kelly stated that the applicant was before 
the Board in order to have the Board vote on the signs, which are what 

the Architectural Review Board had suggested at his last appearance; and 

to also have a discussion about the red/yellow awnings.   

 
Chairman Kelly stated that after doing research there was nothing found 

in the original approvals of the building that the green had to stay.  It is 

the opinion of the Chairman that if the applicant wishes to install yellow 

awnings than that is the color awning that they will approve.  Bruce 
Hartleben noted that he observed a difference between the red and yellow 

awnings besides the color.  He noted that there is a half apple graphic on 

the red awning. Chairman Kelly stated that that would not be on the 

yellow awning, that the yellow awning would be approved as what was 

originally submitted (without the apple silhouette).   
 

Chairman Kelly stated he was going to poll the Board about voting on the 

originally submitted application with the yellow awnings.  Chairman Kelly 

also noted that Bruce Hartleben and Anne Houck were absent at the 
meeting where this application was presented.  Chairman Kelly polled the 

Board, the original members of the Board who had previously voted on 

the yellow awnings.  Both original members feel that the yellow is okay.  

Chairman Kelly also asked the members who were absent at the meeting 
where this application was originally presented.  Neither of the absent 

members have a problem with the yellow awnings.   

 

Chairman Kelly stated that the applicant would like to amend his 
application to just discuss signage.  Chairman Kelly wanted to refresh the 

Boards memory of what happened at the last meeting.  The Board wanted 

all of the signs to be the same, which they have done.  Jim MacDonald 

stated that it was his belief that the gooseneck lighting was going to be 

removed.  Anne Houck asked what will the lighting be if the gooseneck 
lighting is going to be removed?  Brian O’Connor stated that the awnings 

will not be illuminated and that the Applebee’s letters will be internally 

illuminated as they are now.  Anne Houck asked if there was going to be 

any additional lighting?  Brian O’Connor stated the only other lighting is on 
the aluminum canopy.  He stated there is an LED strip which provides 

some lighting.   

 

Motion: Jim MacDonald made the motion to accept the Applebee’s 
signage as submitted with the requirement that on the west 
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elevation the Neighborhood Grill & Bar signs come down to align 

with the other two facades.  Bruce Hartleben seconded the motion.  

All ayes. 
 

Minutes:  

 

May 18, 2011  
 

Motion:  Jim MacDonald made a motion to approve the minutes 

from the May 18, 2011 meeting as presented.  Patty Kiernan 

seconded the motion.  Anne Houck and Bruce Hartleben abstained 
from voting because they were not at that meeting.  The 

remaining members of the Board voted all aye. 

 

June 15, 2011 
 

Motion:  Jim MacDonald made a motion to approve the minutes 

from the June 15, 2011 meeting as presented.  Anne Houck 

seconded the motion.  Patty Kiernan abstained from voting 

because she was not at that meeting.  The remaining members of 
the Board voted all aye. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 8:45 pm. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

Kevin Kelly 
Chairman 

 

 

 


