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Minutes 

Architectural Review Board 
Village/Town of Mount Kisco 

Wednesday, June 20, 2012 

7:30 pm 

 
Meeting called to order at 7:30 pm, Wednesday, June 20, 2012, at the 
Municipal Building, Mount Kisco, New York. 
 
Members Present:   Chairman Kevin Kelly  

Andrea Eisenberg 
Bruce Hartleben 

    Patty Kiernan 
 
Members Absent:  Jim MacDonald  
 
Staff Present:   None 
 
Staff Absent:  Austin Cassidy 
New Cases: 

 
1. Lawrence Friedland     Case #ARB12-15 

 49-53 South Moger Avenue  Comprehensive  
 Mount Kisco, NY 10549     Sign Package  

 

Chairman Kelly called the first case, 49-53 South Moger Avenue.  Marc 
LaPointe (representative of Friedland Properties) and Charlie Schalliol 
(representative of Fidelity Investments) appeared before the Board.   
 
Mr. LaPointe explained that he is proposing a sign package consisting of both 
elevations for the building.  He stated that the building is about sixty feet 
wide on two separate elevations.  The purpose for their proposal is that a 
tenant would like to move into the back half of the building, so they have 
decided the address the entire building.  He explained that the existing 
signage on the South Moger elevation is attractive signage.  He also 
explained that the building really has two separate storefronts, one being a 
tall brick, and one being what’s left of an older building with a shorter 
storefront elevation and a projected canopy.   
 
Mr. LaPointe stated that the Victoria’s Secret elevation has already removed 
their lettering and awnings to disidentify themselves with the building.  Mr. 
LaPointe stated that for the future tenant they are proposing to restore the 
existing conditions and use similar dimensional letters.  He added it’s the 
quickest and easiest thing, and it looks comprehensive.  The Papyrus 
elevation is quite in scale with that portion of the building below the canopy.   
It is basically an internally illuminated box sign with stencil cut pushed 
through letters with very little lighting.  Mr. LaPointe explained that for 
future tenants in these two spaces they would like to keep something like 
this, either internally or externally indirectly illuminated stencil cut letters.  
Externally would mean perhaps indirect lighting from the projected soffit.  
Mr. LaPointe added that he believes Via Michelle has indirect lighting from 
the underside of the canopy but at this point the sign is not illuminated.  He 
said that with the small scale of the storefront, small letters that are not too 
brightly illuminated would be suitable.  
 
Mr. LaPointe explained that the rear elevation of the building is facing a very 
large parking lot and it does need visibility to be seen from a distance.  He 
said that they are proposing internally illuminated 12” channel letters with a 
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slightly larger logo providing enough contrast so people can see the sign 
from across the parking lot.  They are also proposing to restore the awnings 
above the windows in a hunter/Fidelity green fabric.  Chairman Kelly wanted 
to clarify that the maximum letter height allowed is 12”.  He questioned their 
proposal for a larger logo of 18”.  The Board Secretary explained that the 
code allowed for logos to be presented larger, and approval of the logo was 
subject to the Board.   
 
Andrea Eisenberg asked if the proposed scale is the scale that Fidelity always 
uses in terms of the ratio of the logo to the lettering.  Mr. Schalliol explained 
that he does all of Fidelitys signs all across the country, and that it is 
absolutely the trademark they always use for brand identification.  Chairman 
Kelly clarified that their application shows the channel letters in white and 
another proposal with the letters in green.  Mr. Schalliol explained that the 
green color letters are used when they are going to go against a light façade 
for the contrast.  He explained that when they did their due diligence they 
looked at locations around the area such as Rite Aid.  They felt the green 
letters would get lost against the brick background and that is why they are 
presenting white letters.  Mr. Schalliol stated that the space in between the 
verticals is 13’4”.  Mr. Schalliol wanted to elaborate on the specifications of 
the sign.  He said that they use a higher quality ¾ inch rough cut plex as the 
face.  He added they don’t use trim caps because it makes the sign look 
mass fabricated.  He stated that the way their signs are fabricated helps 
soften the light that comes out of the face, and gives the signs edge a crisp 
and defined look.  Chairman Kelly raised their proposal for the window/door 
sign coverage as an issue and referred it to the Building Department.   
 
Chairman Kelly wanted to review the signage because he was a little 
confused by the proposal.  Mr. LaPointe stated the reason they are proposing 
the package now is for the objectives of the comprehensive sign program 
and address the entire building so that there is something on record for 
future tenants coming in.  Chairman Kelly stated that all three are attractive 
storefronts.  He added that they all read as different buildings.  Chairman 
Kelly he feels like they are asking for a lot of latitude.  Andrea Eisenberg 
asked if they are proposing to leave the lighting over Victoria’s Secret.  Mr. 
LaPointe stated yes, that he has seen the lighting at night and that it is 
attractive.  Mr. LaPointe also explained that he has dealt with other buildings 
that have two or three street elevations and the objective was to sort of 
break them up so that they weren’t cookie cutter all the way around.  
Chairman Kelly asked if they were all really part of the same building 
because they all look drastically different.  Chairman Kelly said what he is 
struggling with is that the Victoria’s Secret building reads as a standalone 
building, and Papyrus and Via Michelle read as one building.  Mr. LaPointe 
stated a way to make it consistent is think of it as they are both indirectly 
illuminated pin mounted letters across the entire elevation.   
 
Chairman Kelly asked what the Landlord wants.  Mr. LaPointe stated the first 
thing he wants is to represent an existing tenant, and bring their signage 
into compliance.  Chairman Kelly asked if the Board agreed that the proposal 
reads as two separate buildings even though it is classy and elegant.  Patty 
Kiernan agreed.  Chairman Kelly suggested making two comprehensive sign 
packages for the same sides because of the architecture being different.   
Chairman Kelly stated that in terms of the streetscape the Board feels that 
there are two separate buildings because of the architecture and its mass.   
 
Chairman Kelly said that the applicant would like to do pin mounted letters 
with gooseneck lighting for the comprehensive sign package for the 
Victoria’s Secret building.  Patty Kiernan questioned whether the letters 
would stay white as part of that package.  Mr. LaPointe stated typically he 
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likes to give tenants the opportunity to present a color they like.  Chairman 
Kelly said that the concept is to have awnings similar to what is existing.  He 
added that the color can change.  The applicant would like the option of a 
sign box with pin mounted letters for the Via Michelle and Papyrus building.  
Chairman Kelly explained that they could technically propose signage for 
right above the windows, which could be all pin mounted letters.  Chairman 
Kelly asked if the applicant is comfortable with going with pin mounted 
letters referencing the skin care, and using that as the comprehensive sign 
package for those two location.  Mr. LaPointe stated yes, he additionally 
suggests maybe including some indirect illumination from the soffit.  Bruce 
Hartleben added that what he recalls from the sign law is that the sign 
package just has to have some consistency, not that it has to be all the 
same color.  He added that maybe there could another way to find some 
commonality other than how they are mounted or lit, maybe font or 
something.  Chairman Kelly asked how the letters for Papyrus would be 
describe.  Mr. Schalliol said he would describe them as letters with 
dimensionality because the letters are pushed through letters, which 
therefore have a dimension and are not flat.  He said while they are 
illuminated internally, it is still an opaque background so the only things that 
have illumination are the letters themselves.  Mr. Schalliol said that is why 
he would call them dimensional letters.  Chairman Kelly suggested proposing 
pin mounted letters and/or signs similar in design style and reference it.   
 
Motion:  Kevin Kelly made the motion to approve the signage for 
Fidelity Bank as proposed with the review of Jim Palmer for the 

temporary signage.  Bruce Hartleben seconded the motion.  All ayes. 
 

Motion:  Kevin Kelly made the motion to approve the signage for the 

the building formerly known as Victoria’s Secret for pin mounted 

letters with gooseneck lighting and shed awnings, with color being 

subject to review when an actual tenant comes in as submitted.  
Patty Kiernan seconded the motion.  All ayes. 

 

Motion:  Kevin Kelly made the motion to approve the signage for the 

balance of the existing storefront (Via Michelle and Papyrus spaces) 

for pin mounted letters or a routed letter with a solid background as 
submitted.  Patty Kiernan seconded the motion.  All ayes. 
 

2. Lawrence Friedland    Case #ARB12-16 
 15-17 South Moger Avenue  Comprehensive 

 Mount Kisco, NY 10549   Sign Package 

 
Chairman Kelly called the second case, 15-17 South Moger Avenue.  Marc 
LaPointe (representative of Friedland Properties) appeared before the Board.   
 

Mr. LaPointe explained that this is a similar scaled building with elevations 
facing both South Moger Avenue and the parking lot.  Richard Scott initiated 
the request for a comprehensive sign package because they would like to 
install new signage.  Mr. LaPointe started describing the parking area side 
signage.  He explained that Cosi currently has individual illuminated channel 
letters.  Mr. LaPointe stated that given the overall size of the building he 
feels the proposed signage is appropriate.  The applicant decided to propose 
the same type of signage for Richard Scott.  They occupy the entire second 
floor and deserve to have an equal amount of visibility.  The proposed 
signage for the rear elevation shows the position (not the color) of what they 
are proposing.  Mr. LaPointe said that the proposal for Richard Scott is 
individually illuminated channel letters mounted on the fascia of the building 
above the second story level.  Andrea Eisenberg asked if that meant the text 
would be coming off the awnings.  Mr. LaPointe stated yes they would 
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remove the text.  Chairman Kelly asked how the Board felt about the fact 
that the Richard Scott signage was presented much higher than the Cosi 
signage.  Mr. LaPointe stated that the width of the panel where the sign will 
be placed did not allow to fit Richard and Scott on the same line, and adding 
text underneath that made the sign raise up a bit.  Mr. LaPointe suggested 
maybe limiting Richard Scotts lettering to only two lines and eliminate the 
text underneath that.  Chairman Kelly questioned what the maximum height 
allowed is when the signage extends into second story signage. The Board 
Secretary stated she would have to double check with the office. 
 
Chairman Kelly stated he thinks the South Moger Avenue signage looks 
much more elegant and cleaner.  Chairman Kelly stated that this proposal 
will probably end up being a work in progress, and they will have to come 
back before the Board.  Chairman Kelly stated that he likes the Cosi graphic 
much better on this side.  He also said he doesn’t believe the secondary 
letters under Sleepys are going to be seen.  Chairman Kelly said his concern 
is the visibility.  Mr. LaPointe stated what seems to make sense on the South 
Moger elevation is that the signage is visible when you are standing on the 
train coming into town.  Chairman Kelly once again stated that he believes 
the proposed signage is going to get lost due to trees covering the signage. 
Andrea Eisenberg suggested maybe having the South Moger elevations 
signage have lettering on the awnings and then on the parking lot side have 
the signage on the building.  Chairman Kelly stated he believes half the 
problem is the color of some of the proposed signage.  Chairman Kelly 
suggested making all of the signage for the South Moger elevations black 
letters.  He said that would make the building read as a very consistent 
building.   
 
Chairman Kelly wanted to clarify that the applicants proposal for the South 
Moger elevation is pin mounted backlit lettering not on the awning but on 
the building.  Chairman Kelly said he thought that was a good proposal, but 
the applicant should go back and review how he would like to handle the 
Richard Scott sign on the parking lot elevation.  The Board tabled this 
application. 
 

3. Charred Wood Fired Pizzeria  Case #ARB12-14 

 41 Armonk Road     Façade changes &  
 Mount Kisco, NY 10549   signage discussion 

 
Chairman Kelly called the third case, Charred Wood Fired Pizzeria – 41 
Armonk Road.  Mark Viola (owner) and Edmond Gemmola (Architect) 
appeared before the Board.   
 
Chairman Kelly clarified that this applicant appeared before the Board to get 
an approval for the façade and just a discussion on the signage.  Mr. Viola 
also added that they are currently before the Planning Board.   
 
Mr. Gemmola explained that the latest occupancy of this building was an 
automotive repair shop, and they are proposing to make it a restaurant.  
Chairman Kelly explained that there are two scheme proposals in the 
application, and asked which one it is that they are proposing.  Mr. Viola 
stated that he wanted to provide the Board with two options, but he is 
personally leaning toward the crème colored scheme rather than the darker 
red scheme.  Chairman Kelly added that he thought the crème and the black 
is striking.  He also said just to be careful with the crème because it could 
come off as looking yellow.  Chairman Kelly said that the crème façade 
proposal looks like a stucco and the red proposal looks like a brick.  Mr. Viola 
stated that what they would be using is what is there and just paint over it.  
Patty Kiernan stated she liked the idea of using the texture of the existing 
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building.  Andrea Eisenberg said that she likes the red brick scheme a 
thousand times better because it is very industrial looking and being that it 
was previously a garage it seems fitting.  Patty Kiernan agreed and said she 
loved the brick proposal as well.  Andrea Eisenberg stated that she feels the 
crème scheme appears as a more family style restaurant, and the red brick 
scheme has a more Soho Manhattan downtown feel.  She added that the two 
are just different aesthetics, and it just depends on what the applicant 
wants.  Mr. Viola stated that the red brick façade was the first rendering he 
came up with.  He provided the crème façade just to have a second option.  
Mr. Viola said that now looking at the two, he likes the red brick façade 
better.  He also added that he likes the charcoal roof better.  Bruce 
Hartleben stated that because it is set back from the road a bit on a hill the 
applicant may want to go with a lighter color building façade for visibility 
purposes.  Mr. Viola said that he would like to go with the red brick industrial 
proposal.  Chairman Kelly advised the applicant to bring in samples of the 
brick so the Board can see the actual look of it. 
 
Chairman Kelly stated that the applicant has plenty of room by the front 
entrance for signage, which is great when you are coming from Armonk.  He 
raised the question of what happens when you are coming the other way.  
Chairman Kelly also added that a monument sign would have been the 
perfect solution but that they will not be able to put a sign in the state right 
of way because it is not their property.  Mr. Viola is not really concerned with 
the signage.  He stated that he would be perfectly happy with a sign on the 
top of the restaurant.  He believes the restaurant will be lit up from the 
sconces and the goosenecks, which would be enough.  Mr. Viola said he 
wants it to be quainte.  He added that just a little bit of illumination would 
give it enough exposure in a soft way.  Chairman Kelly asked if the applicant 
has the right to have a monument sign as well as an entrance sign.  The 
Board Secretary said she would check.  Chairman Kelly said he wanted to 
double check just because he is concerned that there will not be enough 
exposure with just the entrance sign. 
 
Chairman Kelly told the applicant to come back next month with samples of 
the brick and of the roof and also a signage proposal.  The Board tabled this 
application. 
 
Minutes:  

 

March 21, 2012  
 

Motion:  Patty Kiernan made the motion to accept the minutes from 

the Architectural Review Board Meeting of March 21, 2012.  Bruce 

Hartleben seconded the motion.  Andrea Eisenberg abstained from 
voting because she was not on the Board at the time.  The remainder 

of the Board voted aye. 

 

May 16, 2012  

 
Motion:  Patty Kiernan made the motion to accept the minutes from 

the Architectural Review Board Meeting of May 16, 2012. Andrea 

Eisenberg seconded the motion.  The remainder of the Board voted 

aye.  
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:00 pm. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Kevin Kelly 
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Chairman 


