
ARB Minutes 1 March 15, 2017 

Minutes 

Architectural Review Board  

Village /Town of Mount Kisco  

Wednesday, March 15, 2017 

7:30 pm 
 
The meeting was called to order at 7:30 PM, Wednesday, March 15, 2017 at the Municipal Building, Mount 

Kisco, New York by Chairwoman Eisenberg.   

 

Members Present:  Chairman Andrea Eisenberg 

    Josh Heinz 

    Heather Kornreich 

    Daniel Loughney 

     

Members Absent:              Tatiana Olferiev  

 

Staff Present:  Patti Tipa, Board Secretary 

     

Staff Absent:  Peter Miley, Building Inspector 

 

Returning Cases: 

 

1. Gregory M. Johnson    Case#ARB09-38 

129 Croton Avenue    Addition/Alteration 

Mount Kisco, NY 10549 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called 129 Croton Avenue.  Gregory Johnson, property owner, appeared before the 

Board. 

  

Patti Tipa explained to the Board that Mr. Johnson was before the ARB in 2009 for a second floor addition 

to his house, second floor additions.  During the course of construction, there were changes made to the 

front design, which does not match what he has approval.  Mr. Johnson is here tonight for approval for the 

changes made so we can close out his building permit. 

 

Chairwomen Eisenberg said the Board has photos of the addition.  Patti Tipa said the photos are what the 

house currently looks like and she then showed the Board what was approved.  Mr. Johnson pointed out 

that whatever was bubbled on the plans were the changes.  Initially a double gable effect was approved in 

the front.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked the reason for the change.  Mr. Johnson said they didn’t want the 

second gable at the time, and his father-in-law, who was the contractor, said they didn’t need that.  

Chairwoman Eisenberg said there was a scallop effect.  Mr. Johnson said that was a proposed plan where 

there was a choice between the clapboard and they decided not to go with a texture.  He didn’t feel the 

choices were very good in the Hardi-board.  Chairman Eisenberg asked if anything else was modified after 

the approval.  Josh Heinz pointed out the posts, the shutters and the heads in the windows.  Patti Tipa 

said the overhang goes farther across the front.  Mr. Johnson said the little relief on the vertical column 

didn’t have the texture.  They used the 6 x 6 Azak material that is pre-formed which gives a straight look.   

 

Chairman Eisenberg asked since the work is done and it is not what was approved, what is the situation 

here for the ARB to resolve or address.  Patti Tipa said ideally, the Board approves the changes as they 

are, which closes the issue for him that was was built matches your approval.  However, if there are any 

comments the Board wishes to make, you certainly have that opportunity as well.  Chairman Eisenberg 

asked if the Board had any comments.  Heather Kornreich said she liked the way it was proposed better 

but she doesn’t have a huge problem with it. 

 

Motion: 

Chairwoman Eisenberg made a motion to approve the house as built and to modify the 

proposed approval.  Dan Loughney seconded the motion.  All Ayes. 

 

 



ARB Minutes 2 March 15, 2017 

2. WIN Development    Case #ARB16-19 

77 So. Moger Avenue    New Office Building 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called WIN Development.  Ira Grandberg and George Gaspar from Grandberg 

Architects appeared before the Board. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked what is new since the last time the applicants came before the Board.  Mr. 

Grandberg stated they had received their Negative Declaration from the Planning Board and at that time, 

after we left this Board, you couldn’t approve it until they did their Negative Declaration.  He said there 

are here tonight to hopefully get the Board’s concurrence that they can close this out, with the 

understanding that as we develop the building, we’ll be glad to go over any changes that develop.  We’ve 

been retained by our client.  In the past, we were retained to do design studies.  But now we’re under 

contract to do the building and as we develop it, things will change.  Not drastically but choosing 

materials, we’ve been looking at engineered materials that fit the building.  So we’ve just been developing 

it.  Tonight we’re going to show some of the more defined materials we’re choosing for the building. 

 

Mr. Grandberg said the lighting has been approved by the Planning Board. Mr. Gaspar showed the Board 

where the lighting is located and what they have been developing with the site engineer, Insite 

Engineering.  He said they now comply with the Town Code with regards to lighting for the entire site, as 

well as the passageway through the building and at the property line.  Mr. Gaspar showed the light fixture 

they are proposing in the ceiling of the walkway.  In addition, he showed the only singular exterior light 

fixture, which is in the back of the building.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if there was only one light.  Mr. 

Gaspar said there are a series of lights, and he pointed out their location.  He said what Insite Engineering 

has taken into account is not only the light that is under this canopy but they’ve also taken into account 

the interior lighting as it spills through the glass wall at the two-story atrium.  Mr. Grandberg said the 

owners agreed that the passageways and the lobby will be kept lit at night so it won’t be just a dark 

building.  Mr. Gaspar said it won’t be fully lit but it will be lit so it won’t be a black hole. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if signage would be discussed this evening or the structure only.  Mr. 

Granberg said they were retained to do the building shell and quasi-retained to do the building interior.  

But the company decided to use their mid-western architects, who have developed a prototype for the 

interiors, signage, everything.  So they are going to be doing everything but the shell.  Chairwoman 

Eisenberg asked if this is a new shape for Schwab.  Mr. Grandberg said yes, it’s their new image.  Mr. 

Gaspar said in looking back at why they did this, an office is an office and they know how to put an office 

together. Granted, we are taking hold of the entry lobby and the staircase that goes up, the ornamental 

staircase up front.  Our office is holding on to the things that are important to us – the shape of the 

building, the look of the building 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg said let’s see what you’ve brought to show us.  Mr. Grandberg said they took some 

of the Board’s comments into consideration last time.  Originally we came to the building and we were 

going to do zinc coated copper sheeting on the outside of the building.  And at looking at that and at 

looking at the technical side of it, we felt that over time, the color changes – it oxidizes and we were 

concerned that it’s going to possibly go darker gray, marble looking.  You can’t guarantee how the zinc will 

oxidize.  So we felt that to keep the building uniform and new and fresh, we would look at other materials.  

So what we’ve done is we’ve interviewed two different companies, one of which we are going to be using.  

And by the way, we’ve shown this to our client because these are expensive materials and we want to 

make sure he wasn’t going to do value engineering and later cheapen what we’ve done and he’s 

concurred.  So he’s approved what we’re presenting you tonight.  The company we’re using is called 

Alucabond and it’s a heavy gauge aluminum sheet material that’s bonded with a backer.  It’s literally this 

and last time you didn’t know the color because I didn’t have a sample to show you.  They make two 

grays.  They make a silver gray and a champagne gray, which we felt would be less severe than a 

stainless range of color.  So we also modulated the building looking at the panel sizes based on the 

fabrication needs.  We looked at the largest panels we could get from the company and this now 

represents an elevation, very modest from the changes or things that you’ve seen but we’re going to 

design the elevation so there are no small cuts on any of the panels so that every panel is exactly a half a 

panel or a full panel.  And this represents what Schwab had given us to as what their internal layout has 

to be.  In addition, based on comments, we’ve lowered the portal about two and a half feet so it fits the 
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modular floor to floor.  We’ve met with our mechanical engineers and they’ve determined the horizontal 

runs of the ductwork and what we need.  So we want the building to be a little more in scale as we 

studied it.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the roofline is the same as the building next door.  Mr. Gaspar 

said it is slightly lower.  Mr. Grandberg said it is about a foot and a half lower.  Mr. Gaspar said that 

became a function of floor to floor heights plus hiding all the material behind a parapet at the top of the 

building.  Mr. Grandberg added so no one sees the mechanicals.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked what the 

Planning Board thinks about the buildings not being flush.  Mr. Grandberg said they preferred it because 

there were comments that the building might be too high, even though it matched the building next door.  

If you go to the building next door, there’s a break in the building before you hit the pediment and that 

break is what we are almost identical to.  So you’ll see that building go up and this will match what’s in 

the middle of that building.   

 

Mr. Grandberg said another thing they’ve done is these spandrels were stucco before and they felt that 

looked a little cheap.   So they’ve been dealing with a brick company and these are the colors but we’re 

going to be using modular brick, which is an 8” by 8” brick so that it’s not just running bond that you see 

on every building.  The modular brick is going to be in the gray similar to the way the stucco was, and this 

works with the aluminum so that we have a composite color range that will be very similar to each other.  

Don’t go by the colored pencils.  The gridline will be an 8 x 8 grid of these large bricks.  Chairwoman 

Eisenberg asked if it was those two colors?  Mr. Grandberg said the red color is the back of the building.  

That’s the infill.  Mr. Gaspar said also the infill on the front and what you see through the glass and as you 

drive around, that’s the brick.  Mr. Grandberg said the composition is the same as what they originally 

proposed, only that this is a clay brick that has a surface color on it.  So it’s not like a common brick.  It’s 

not just a fired brick.  And then the base of the building will be granite, which will be a thermal finish gray 

granite.  Mr. Gaspar said to continue the board, the other image above the gray granite is the system of 

the glass connection.  So what you are looking at in the image is that little dot right there that is holding 

the glass together and that is the actual material.  Mr. Grandberg said they are called spider clips and 

basically it’s a sheet of glass.  It’s a glass wall that has its own support.   

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked of the two elements shown, are they going to be the same size just two 

different colors.  Mr. Grandberg said one would be a running bond and one would be modular.  Mr. Gaspar 

said that is in the front in three locations.  Josh Heinz asked about the joint between the modular.  Mr. 

Grandberg said it was quarter inch, regular dark gray mortar.  He said they just thought it was a nicer 

material, it’s longer lasting looking, it’s more machined, as per the building, and we’re not depending on a 

float finish of stucco, which over time gets dirty.  He added the storefont material is aluminum and glass 

framing. 

 

Chairman Eisenberg said as she recalled the Board had asked about possibly blunting the edge in some 

way.  Mr. Grandberg said the material is actually made with a kerf in it where it is made to roll into a 

point.  We feel that it responded to the site.  It’s not a seam.  It’s a continuous material that bends around 

the corner.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if it could bend in any shape.  Mr. Grandberg said it just has a 

point at the end.  Mr. Gaspar said the building is being reinforced from the stie.  He said this is the overall 

site and this is our building.  It’s just a reinforcing of those two point.   

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if there were any photos or renderings that they could show the Board of 

what it’s going to look like square on coming at it this way, coming at it this way and coming at it down 

Green to kind of get a feeling of what’s going to hang in the Town.  We know it’s different, we know it’s 

new, we know it’s exciting.  Mr. Grandberg said the rendering shows what it’s like from Green Street.  Mr. 

Gaspar pointed out the Moger Avenue side and in true perspective versus the elongated perspective.  

Chairwoman Eisenberg said it would be helpful to see it in the context of as much of the Town as possible 

because right now it is fairly isolated unto itself.  She said she was trying to get a feeling of how it’s going 

to fit within.  Mr. Gaspar said the elevation at the bottom will actually be the Shopper’s Park elevation, so 

when you are driving down that little access way past this building, that is what you’re going to see.  He 

pointed out the only part that shows a straight on elevation.  The rest is all skewed.  Chairwoman 

Eisenberg said what she recalled was that this skewed, which is what made her think of seeing it within 

the Town would be good from the Board’s perspective because part of what they try to do is having things 

fit even something new and different and excited.  Mr. Grandberg said they have two possibilities, all 

contingent upon a client who will pay for it.   Renderings are expensive.  He said they have a third party 

who did the rendering.  He said they could make a model, that’s expensive.  He said they could do a 
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freehand drawing but those are not accurate.  They’ll just be freehand drawings.  He said he thinks the 

rendering is as close as anything you’ll get as that’s the building.  It’s a triangular site, if you can visualize 

where Eduardo’s is, it’s an odd site and what we’re doing, I hate to compare the two, but it’s almost like 

the Flat Iron building that captures a triangular site and that’s basically what we’re doing.  We’re having to 

– there’s not I can really do to reinforce that.   

 

Dan Loughney said he’s imagining what they are talking about.  He said from this location the street 

actually turns so as you’re coming around, the first thing you’re going to see – you may even see the back 

side of the triangle.  Mr. Grandberg said you will.  Dan Loughney asked if Schwab was intending on 

putting the sign on both side.  Mr. Grandberg said they haven’t told us but he didn’t think so.  Dan 

Loughney said it would be an interesting view because as you come around that turn, the perspective of 

the kind of obelisk, it will look like a very thin triangle as you go around it.  It’s going to grow and grow 

and grow.  I don’t know if having the sign on both sides would actually improve the look of that or not.  

Mr. Grandberg said when they present to the Board how they want to do a sign, if you find credibility with 

that, they may want to do it on both sides.  He said he could not presuppose that but the opportunity is 

there if it is something that enhances the building.  The only good thing about that is that there’s not a 

front of a building and a back of a building, you’re dealing with two façades.  Mr. Gaspar added – two 

primary facades.  He said when you come down Green Street, you are also going to catch the building as 

well – catch the lower elevation.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said she is curious from the Police Station…  Mr. 

Grandberg said there are a lot of pine trees there so it’s kind of hard because there’ll be a planted screen 

there.  He said he thinks the most dynamic part of the building is, without putting a quality judgement, is 

going to be the portal through it because it will create an interesting composition between the solid and 

the negative.  He said it is also designed to be the pedestrian link from the park through.  So when you 

think about it, it’s a building that’s interacting with the site.  It’s not a box on a site. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked what the pavers are going to be like on that pathway.  Mr. Grandberg said 

that would probably be granite pavers.  She asked you don’t see cement.  Mr. Grandberg said he hoped it 

would be a thermal finish.   

 

Mr. Grandberg said so that is the development and that’s where they are at.  He asked if the Board 

tonight would feel comfortable concurring with their opinion from last time so this could be closed out.  

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if anyone had any comment.  Mr. Loughney said with regard to lighting, 

there is just one.  Mr. Gaspar said there is a series of light following the sidewalk back out to South 

Moger.  He said that was an indication of the typical light and the other is the same light fixture that is in 

Shopper’s Park.  Mr. Loughney asked if there are any on South Moger?  Mr. Grandberg said there are 

three of them.  Mr. Gaspar said it’s there. Heather Kornreich said she understands the change of material 

but asked why the change in the scale of the pieces.  Mr. Grandberg said they worked with the Schwab 

floor plans because they have a big control desk and they worked the openings up so there wouldn’t be 

any cut panels so if they are working with a panel system, they are not going to have a 4” piece next to 

their typical piece.  So they are trying to work with a one and a one and a half time component so that 

everything fits.  He said like tiling a bathroom, they don’t want to have a strange wall with a couple of 

little pieces with it.  Plus they are working with the manufacturer’s size that he allowed them to work with.   

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if it ever happens that there are phases to a project, where they come 

before as a certain phase is about to happen.  She said she still can’t let go of what is it going to look like 

in Town, knowing it’s unique.  She said she is just trying to figure out something with a computer or 

photos or some kind of a not expensive rendering of what it’s going to look like across the street from 

Tommy Copper or Heller’s.  Is there ever a phased approach to approvals.  Josh Heinz said we are just 

doing exterior finishes.  Mr. Grandberg said he sees the merit in what is being said.  He said the renderer 

they use just did it for the new subway entrance to the World Trade Center, and what he does is a 

rendered video that you’re actually walking or driving around it, which is spectacular, but it’s more than a 

subway token.  He said they just did a model for a large house.  The client looks at the model and see’s 

the model, but they’d have to be a crow at 1500 feet looking at the house like that.  They don’t 

understand that you have to be low and walk around it.  It’s very deceptive the tools you use.  They can 

be pretty.  They can be interesting but they’re not necessarily realistic.  The computer renderings are 

spectacular when they’re done right. 
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Heather Kornreich asked to see the large piece of aluminum.  Mr. Grandberg said there is no oil canning 

with this material at all, meaning it will stay flat.    

 

Motion: 

Chairwoman Eisenberg said she would make a motion to approve as presented.  Josh Heinz 

seconded the motion.  All Ayes.   

 

Mr. Grandberg said they would be happy to stop by as they go.  Mr. Gaspar said they would come back 

with any change of materials. 

 

3. Polaner Selections    Case #ARB16-21 

461 Lexington Avenue    New Office Building 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called Polaner Selections.   Tina Fisher, partner in Polaner Selctions; Cynthia 

Filkoff, DiBiase Filkoff Architects and Armond DiBiase, DiBiase Filkoff Architects appeared before the 

Board. 

 

Cynthis Filkoff explained they were before the Board a few months ago.  She showed the Board the site 

and pointed out Lexington Avenue.  Previously on the site was a dilapidated condemned building.  She 

pointed out Mardino’s Restaurant and La Tulipe.  This is a very unique site in the sense that the existing 

driveway is here and they are orienting the parking in the back.  The front of the building is relating to 

adjacent buildings and there is not a lot of foot traffic.  No one will actually be visiting this building.  It is a 

beautiful site and there is a beautiful catalpa tree and nice wetlands in the back and some nice trees to 

the side also.  They are trying to have a minimum impact on the site.  She pointed out the area when the 

house existed.  She added they have received approval for their parking and they are before the Board 

tonight because they have developed their plans further and they are just about ready to file for a building 

permit. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked what the parking lot would be.  Tina Fisher said it would be pervious 

pavement.  Cynthia Filkoff said it is porous asphalt.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if that would be for 

employee parking.   Ms. Filkoff said that is correct.  Dan Loughney asked what the building would be used 

for.  Tina Fisher said it will be an office building – they are an importer and distributor and it would be for 

her employees who help traffic their wine to and from.  Mr. DiBiase added it would be a single tenant 

office building of administrative offices.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if this would be the headquarters. 

Tina Fisher said it would be.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if this structure would be going where the 

other structure was.  Ms. Filkoff said exactly.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked how far back from the 

sidewalk is the building.  Cynthia Filkoff said about 22/23 feet.  She said LaTulipe is almost in line with this 

building.  Mardino’s is a bit closer to the street.  Cynthia Filkoff said they can’t go any closer.  Chairwoman 

Eisenberg said it is going to be a large structure.  Cynthia Filkoff said it’s not a large building – about 4000 

square feet total.  Armand DiBiase showed the Board a photo scape of the street.  Chairwoman Eisenberg 

asked how close this would be to LaTulipe.  Cynthis Filkoff said about 80’ and there is a gorgeous catalpa 

tree that is remaining.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if they would be adding landscaping or it is all there.  

Ms. Filkoff said the really mature trees are there and they would be adding some more.  

 

Josh Heinz asked if the gutters would be red copper to pateen over time.  Cynthia Filkoff said yes.  Josh 

Heinz said there would be a harsh contrast for a while.  Cynthia Filkoff said about 6 months.  Josh Heinz 

said it takes about 6 months to go red and then about 25 years to get to its true patina.  Cynthia Filkoff 

said they’d be brown in about 6 months.   Mr. DiBiase said the project has conditional site plan approval 

and we are awaiting approval from the Village Board for an easement to access.  Chairwoman Eisenberg 

asked if the wetland was an issue.  Tina Fisher said no issue.  Cynthia Filkoff pointed out the wetland 

boundary in the rear of the property, so there is a buffer and they have approval to do a little bit of work 

in the buffer.  She pointed out an area in the rear that was in really bad condition and Tina Fisher had 

cleaned up horrible environmental decay.  Tina Fisher said an oil spill has been cleaned up and closed with 

the DEP. 

 

Cynthia FIlkoff said they are proposing a wonderfully simple brick warehouse type of building, very classic, 

timeless with durable, quality materials.  She showed the Board samples of the brick.  Dan Loughney 
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asked if it was going to be real brick.  Armand DiBiase said it is whole brick.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked 

new brick or old brick.  Armand DiBiase said new brick.  Cynthia Filkoff said they have steel windows and 

doors on the bottom and wooden windows on tope that will look like they’re steel because they are 

casements.  They have pre-cast lintels on the smaller units and steel lintels on the larger units.  There is a 

precast base detail and an asphalt roof.  She showed the Board sample of the roof shingle called 

“weathered wood”.  Josh Heinz asked if the leaders would be round and copper.  Cynthia Filkoff said they 

were.  He asked how did they terminate.  Cynthia Filkoff said that Scott Blakely is doing the drainage on 

this site, which is a little challenging.  Armand DiBiarase said they always ask for clay hubs but they don’t 

always get them.  Cynthia Filkoff showed the Board other images looking down the street. 

 

Dan Loughney asked about the light versus dark above the windows.  Cynthia Filkoff said the large 

openings have steel lintels because the precast can’t span a larger opening.  Dan Loughney said he 

wondered why they changed color.  Armand DiBiase said because one is steel and one is pre-cast.  If you 

look at a lot of these older buildings in some of the larger openings, they would use steel because the 

stone or the precast can’t span that far.  Cynthia Filkoff said if you want to use pre-cast, you can only use 

it on smaller openings in one piece.  Dan Loughney said with regard to color, if you had a choice to make 

them all the same color or vary them by the size…. Cynthia Filkoff said they are totally different materials.  

Josh Heinz said the pre-cast looks like limestone.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if they wanted it to be 

two-tone.  Tina Fisher said she completely trusts their aesthetic.  Armand DiBiase showed a sample of the 

pre-cast, the stone is actually limestone, which is being used at the base and what is proposed for the 

small openings and the sills.  Cynthia Filkoff said if they use this on the larger openings, it would look 

fake.  Dan Loughney said he wouldn’t suggest that at all, he was just wondering if there was a specific 

reason why the colors change.  He said he understood the colors were changing because they are different 

materials because they are different size windows, but is that really the aesthetic that you wanted to have 

the material or the color driven by the requirement.  Cynthia Filkoff said they have been studying old 

warehouses and a lot of them to have large openings where the lintels are steel and the smaller openings 

in stone.  Dan Loughney said so you would see the same differences in colors on historical buildings.  

Cynthia Filkoff said exactly.  Tina Fisher added there will also be a myriad of different color with the brick.  

Dan Loughney said but they are brackish – on the side he sees white white and on the side he sees white 

dark.  Tina Fisher said she wants the building to feel like it’s been there for 50 to 100 years, she wants it 

to feel old.  Josh Heinz asked if the soldier coursing going to be the same – too high?  Armand DiBiase 

said yes, it is a double high soldier coursing.  There are columns on the corners.  Josh Heinz said it almost 

shows as different brick.  Armand DiBiase says it’s the same brick, it’s just the coursing.  It does project 

out to get a shadow line. 

 

Josh Heinz asked about egress lighting and would there be anything over the doors.  Are there plans to 

leave the lights on so they can see in and out?  Tina Fisher said there is some lighting in the parking lot.  

Josh Heinz said, specifically over the door.  Cynthia Filkoff said they have two lights on either side.  The 

rear is really the primary entrance.  Josh Heinz said it seems to be dark.  Cynthia Filkoff said there are 

lights in the front but it’s a little challenging because we’re not really inviting people in that way but it is 

the front.  Andrea Eisenberg said they are goosenecks.  Josh Heinz asked if they are pointing back at the 

building because they are not really going to shed much light at the door.  Dan Loughney said it is going 

to be really dark because it’s off the street and there’s no street lighting that’s going to hit this at all.  

There are trees and you’re really backing on the river, so maybe you want to make that brighter for the 

employees to feel more comfortable in and out.  Cynthia Filkoff said there is sight lighting in the back that 

she could show the Board.  Andrea Eisenberg asked with regard to the name of the business, that will not 

be lit and it doesn’t seem like you want it lit.  Armand DiBiase said it is not lit.  Andrea Eisenberg said with 

the dark brick, the name kind of blends in with the building.  In an old warehouse, she said she could 

imagine that but she’s not sure that’s you want.  Cynthia Filkoff said they even debated whether they 

should put the name of the building on there.  Armand DiBiase said the number is lit.  Cynthia Filkoff said 

it is intentionally understated. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg said in this neighborhood there is a brick building across the way, caddy corner to 

this lot.  There is a red brick on the other side of the street.  It seems like a lot of this part of town in 

white or whitish or stucco-ish.  Knowing you want an old look and knowing you want a warehouse that 

seems like it’s been there 100 years, is there anything in the whitish family that would work or do you say 

no, that is not what we’re looking for at all.  Tina Fisher said no, that is not what we’re looking for at all.  

That was not the vision.  Cynthia Filkoff said it’s hard to do masonry that’s white in this climate.  
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Chairwoman Eisenberg asked as far as the Town is concerned, does anybody on the Board think that 

having a dark brick building in the middle of something where there is not a lot of brick is an issue.  Dan 

Loughney said he didn’t see a concern.  Josh Heinz said he thinks the site is big enough.  Dan Loughney 

added that it is a beautiful building.  Armand DiBiase said there is a lot of brick in Mount Kisco.  Heather 

Kornreich said the material was changed to all brick from the original materials.  Mr. DiBiase said that was 

an earlier scheme.  He said they felt it was looking too classical.  Heather Kornreich said so much brick 

feels monolithic and it’s not broken up at all.  The buildings that are around it have much smaller scale 

elements.  Cynthia Filkoff said many of them are low.  Heather Kornreich said she was wondering instead 

of being subtle with the big columns and brick band, maybe there could be some lighter contrast to give it 

a little more scale.  Cynthia Filkoff said the warehouse aesthetic is relatively monolithic and subtle and 

especially with the interiors also being more warehouse like, it’s an interesting building but it’s very 

subtle.  She added they are also trying to keep the maintenance really low so the more wood they put on 

it, the more maintenance there is going to be.  They are trying to keep it real industrial.   

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg said there is an enormous opportunity with that space.  The building is a beautiful 

building.  You have a great opportunity to make that space incredible.  It’s possible that with some 

landscaping or other kind of things outside of just keeping the large trees, maybe you have a lot of stuff 

planned, this could really could be a show place.  Tina Fisher said she thinks it’s going to be a really 

pleasant place to work because it is such a nice site.  Chairwoman Eisenberg added that your two 

neighbors are not going to look as good as you.  Heather Kornreich said she really loved the entrance in 

the back.  Cynthia Filkoff said it’s a balancing act of detailing things in a very traditionally way.  She said 

they were recently down in Annapolis and the brick there is amazing.  When you look at the way they 

detailed things in the Revolutionary War and the brick still looks fantastic.  She said they looked at details 

like that and that was how they ended up changing it.  She said it’s not easy to do a gabled end in brick 

without making it look classical or Georgian.  So they actually copied these details off a building in 

Annapolis.  She said it is basically like a barn but it is brick.  She asked how do they keep that industrial or 

that very simple aesthetic and not dress it up, keep it very understated. 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if there were any other questions.  Josh Heinz said he is still a bit stuck on 

the entry lighting – it’s going to be dark.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if he wanted to make a 

recommendation that it be addressed.  Dan Loughney said if there’s going to be pole lighting in the 

parking lot and that is going to throw a lot of light.  Cynthia Filkoff pointed out the poles.  Armand DiBiase 

said a foot candle study was done for the Planning Board.  Tina Fisher added that they don’t work at night.  

Cynthia Filkoff said she believed Insite did the lighting study.  Tina Fisher said the Planning Board was 

very intent on the lighting.  Mr. DiBiase said the lighting meets the minimum and maximum foot candles.  

Josh Heinz said even changing the angle of the goosenecks to not backwash the wall as opposed to down 

light would cast more light at your entry ways.  Cynthia Filkoff asked rather that the angled fixture would 

the Board want to see a down light.  Mr. DiBiase said they wanted to do a gooseneck but they don’t have 

photometrics on them so in order to show the Planning Board that they met the requirements.  Heather 

Kornreich asked how you could do both.  Patti Tipa said the Planning Board would want to make sure that 

the lighting doesn’t over do the requirements.  Their concern would be that the lighting stays within the 

study that has been done.  Cynthia Filkoff said they may be able to ask the manufacturer if they have the 

ability to do photometrics.  Armand DiBiase said they don’t.  Cynthia Filkoff asked what the Board 

suggested.  Patti Tipa asked that Josh’s concern was that the rear entrance to the building there is going 

to be lighting on either side of the door.  Josh Heinz said the lights are a good distance from the door and 

coming down into shrubs.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if he wanted them coming out further.  Josh 

Heinz said if they came out further and were on more of a downward angle, sticking with the building 

aesthetic.  Cynthia Filkoff said she thinks it’s a great idea but she doesn’t know how to balance the needs 

of the Planning Board at the same time.  Josh Heinz said you could always adjust the light by what lamp is 

in there.  If it’s a lower wattage bulb, it is going to shed a lot less light.  Cynthia Filkoff asked if he was 

concerned about walking through the parking lot or if you dropped your keys, where is the light level not 

adequate.  He said it’s just a very dark area.  Dan Loughney asked if there were examples of lights on the 

plans.  Armand DiBiase said they are on the site plan approval drawings.  Cynthia Filkoff pointed out a 

rendering of one.  Dan Loughney asked isn’t the Board supposed to approve the actual fixture.  Cynthia 

Filkoff said she understood that Insite prepared the lighting study, she didn’t realize that the ARB 

approved the actual fixtures for the building.  Tina Fisher asked to get approval from the Board tonight 

would they have to get actual fixtures?  Chairwoman Eisenberg said the Board could approve everything 

with the exception of having you send us something on the light, which we can handle through email.  
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Once the Board sees it through email, it doesn’t take long.  It shouldn’t hold them up.  Chairwoman 

Eisenberg said as long as they are going to look at it again, then possibly look at the size of the 

goosenecks.  Some buildings have large lights and you may decide doing a larger gooseneck might work 

or you might just show us something where it’s coming out at a certain distance.  Cynthia Filkoff said the 

issue is the balancing act with the photometrics and the literature that’s available.  Armand DiBiase said 

they would look into it more.  They would like to look at more of a barn light.  He said they would dig a 

little harder. 

 

Motion: 

Dan Loughney made a motion to approve the plan as presented with the exception of the 

building lighting, which can be resolved electronically.  Heather Kornreich seconded the 

motion.  All Ayes. 

 

4. Polaner Selections    Case#ARB16-21 

461 Lexington Avenue    Signage 

Mount Kisco, NY 10549 

 

The discussion continued on this project with respect to building signage.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if 

the signage was embedded in the building.  Cynthia Filkoff said it is painted on the building.  She said they 

were looking at how a lot of old buildings had something just painted right on the building.  We liked the 

way that looked.  She showed the Board an example of something that is larger than what they are 

planning to do.  She said the idea is to have the sign painted right on the building.  It’s just 12” high, a 

shade of white.  She said that was their inspiration.  She said they tried to take the maximum 

requirements of 16 feet and one foot and they did the building numbers the same way.  Heather Kornreich 

asked if there would be an outline around the letters.  Cynthia Filkoff said they could ask for that.  Josh 

Heinz asked if they were worried about maintenance.  Cynthia Filkoff said they are hoping it will weather.  

Josh Heinz said it will definitely fade with new brick, new mortar and rain would put a lot of calcium right 

across the top and take most of it off pretty quickly.  Cynthia Filkoff said they are trying to make 

everything look old.  Hopefully people will think it’s an old building.  

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg said it’s interesting that you used relatively modern numbering.  She said she was 

looking at the 1907 on the example.  Cynthia Filkoff said she thought that was really big and they tried 

doing that and with the standards, they almost disappeared.  Dan Loughney asked if they would paint the 

461 as well.  Cynthia Filkoff said they would.  Dan Loughney asked if the Village would have an issue if the 

address faded away.  Patti Tipa said for 911 purposes, you would want to make sure that is not something 

that fades away.  Josh Heinz asked if any thought had been put into a cut metal sign.  Cynthia Filkoff said 

there are a lot of old painted signs that have been up for 75 years.  She said she was sure they could 

come up with a way to keep it.  Josh Heinz suggested a brushed stainless or even a patina’d steel or black 

steel like the lintels.  Cynthia Filkoff said they weren’t going to put the name on the building at all and 

they did have an idea of doing metal numbers and then they started looking at these great old 

warehouses.  She said she had a lot of pictures of the old warehouses.  

 

Motion: 

Andrea Eisenberg made a motion to approve the signage as presented with the consideration of 

taking a look at metal and also ensuring that the numbers stay fresh looking and visible.  

Heather Kornreich adding possibly putting an outline around the letters.  Dan Loughney 

seconded the motion.  All Ayes. 

 

New Cases: 

 

1. Safari Energy/Sarah Conde  Case #ARB17-05 

333 No. Bedford Road   Roof Solar System 

Mount Kisco, NY  10549 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg called Safari Energy.  Michael Nelidin from Safari Energy and Eoshi Xie from Pure 

Power Engineering appeared before the Board. 
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Mr. Nelidin said they are proposing to install another portion of a system they have already installed at 

333 No. Bedford Road, Diamond Properties.  The reason that it wasn’t done originally is because they 

didn’t have the roof redone at the time, so they wanted to forego it until they re-roofed the area.  He said 

they are essentially adding 1200 more panels to a 6000 panel system that is already installed. 

 

Josh Heinz asked how many megawatts.  Mr. Nelidin said is it less than half a megawatt – 441 kw.  Josh 

Heinz asked about the whole building.  Mr. Nelidin said the whole building is 1.9 megawatts and they’re 

adding 441 kilowatts more.  He showed the Board photos of sight distances.  He said the panels only sit 

12 inches.  Josh Heinz asked what the degree was on the panels.  Mr. Nelidin said there are 5 degree tilts. 

He said it’s a balance between how much the structure can hold.  The more of a tilt you have on it, the 

more weight you have to put on it to hold it down.  It acts like a sail otherwise.  It’s a fully ballusted 

system.  He showed the Board a picture of the existing system.  They sit 10 inches plus 2 inches for the 

panels off of the roof.  He said the only thing they are doing is filling in a section with panels.  

Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if it’s then a complete system.  Mr. Nelidin said yes, then it’s complete.  We 

can’t put any more than that.  The utility won’t let them install any more without changing infrastructure – 

the telephone poles on the street, their substation would have to be increased and it would have been $3 

million dollars to increase their substation to accommodate more solar than this.  Originally we were 

planning on putting another 2 megawatts on it, doubling the system, because there is a whole front 

portion of the building that we are not on whatsoever.  However, the infrastructure wouldn’t handle that 

much of a system. 

 

Dan Loughney asked if they were overproducing.  Mr. Nelidin said they would be if they were doing the full 

2 megawatt system.  He said all they are doing is filling in the little section of roof that wasn’t done 

originally.  Josh Heinz asked about the new roof membrane.  Mr. Nelidin said it is white TPO, fully 

adhered.  Josh Heinz said the inverters were kind of low.  Mr. Nelidin said the inverters sit about four feet 

off the roof – they are on a tilted rack.  It is exactly the same as the ones that are on there.  They are all 

string inverters.  They are small.  He added there is a portion of the existing system now that is in a green 

fenced in area.  That section has what is called central inverters – three big giant inverters for a portion of 

the system.  The rest of them on the roof are on these racks.  Josh Heinz asked if they were solar edge.   

Mr. Nelidin said they are solar edge.  The racks sit four feet off the roof and everything is lower than any 

of the HVAC units on the roof.  John Heinz asked if there is a disconnect to the rear of the building.  Mr. 

Nelidin said yes and they are also putting a disconnect in the fenced in area, so there will be one more 

disconnect next to the existing one in the fenced in area.  Chairwoman Eisenberg said then it will look the 

same as everything that is there.  Mr. Nelidin said yes and pointed out a photo that shows the existing 

system on the roof.  Josh Heinz asked if this was compliant to the new code.  Mr. Nelidin said yes, every 

50 feet they need a pathway and the perimeter is six feet.  Mr. Xie said this system has 10 feet from the 

roof edge.  Chairwoman Eisenberg asked if the panels were the same.  Mr. Nelidin said they are physically 

the exact same size and color but they are a higher wattage.  The original were 305 watt panel.  These 

are 350 watt panels. 

 

Motion: 

Josh Heinz made a motion to accept the application as proposed.  Dan Loughney seconded the 

motion.  All Ayes. 

 

Minutes: 

 

Chairwoman Eisenberg made a motion to approve the minutes of February 15, 2017.  Heather 

Kornreich seconded the motion.  All ayes. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 9:00 pm. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Andrea Eisenberg, Chairwoman 

 

 

/pat 


