
Minutes 
Design Review Board 

Flynn Building 
August 26, 2009 

Page 1 of 2 
 
Present: Giancarlo Del Vita, Dan Martin, Tris Windle 
Absent: Deborah Kruskal, Frank Riepe 

 
Sign Application: My Passion Flower, 92 Boston Post Road 
 
Kristen Van Dijk presented an incomplete application for a roof mounted sign, awning, 
and exterior lighting.  
 
The board discussed the definitions of roof sign and integral roof sign, the latter of which 
is prohibited by the bylaws. The board was of the opinion that the sign as presented is not 
an integral roof sign. 
 
The board discussed with the applicant the placement of the sign, the size and location of 
the awning, and the location of the lighting. The board opined that the space allotted for 
the awning may be insufficient to allow the light fixtures to fit and for proper clearance 
per building code requirements. The board also advised the applicant that the roof sign 
cannot go beyond the peak of the roof.  
 
The board informed the applicant that the application could not be approved without 
scaled drawings indicating the placement of the sign, the awning, and the lights. The 
applicant will return with the necessary materials at a future meeting. 
 
The applicant asked whether she could put up an interim banner with the name of the 
business. The board informed her that this was all right.  
 
 
Sign Application: Paani, 621A Boston Post Road 
 
Vimlesh Verma and Suneet Verma presented a revised application for a single 10’x1’7” 
wall mounted sign. The board discussed with the applicant the location and mounting of 
the sign which is partially over a series of windows. The board suggested that the 
applicant consider making the sign slightly taller and aligning it with the door molding. 
The applicants were in agreement and plan to run the idea past their designer.  
 
The board unanimously approved the sign as presented or as suggested by the board with 
the height increased to align with the top of the door molding and the area not to exceed 
22.5 square feet. 
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Miscellaneous:  
 
 
The board discussed several issues that arose during the discussion of the first application 
pertaining to interim signs and roof signs.  
 
Ms. Windle suggested that the interim sign may require a permit as required of portable 
signs as defined in 3259A of the 2009 bylaw. Mr. Martin thought that interim signs were 
permitted. Upon reviewing the 2009 bylaws, the board found a definition of “interim 
sign” and “temporary sign,” but no mention of them within the sign regulations. Mr. 
Martin had a copy of the 2005 bylaws in which section 3259A “Temporary Signs” 
allowed for Interim signs (without needing a permit) for a maximum of 5 weeks while a 
permanent sign is constructed. The board is unsure of how or why the interim sign 
regulations were dropped when section 3259A was changed to “Portable Signs.” 
 
The board also suggested to the first applicant that her roof sign was subject to limits 
prohibiting it extending vertically above the highest portion of the roof and not be 
separated from the roof by more than 12” as noted in the definition of “integral roof 
signs.” The board unanimously agrees that these limits are desirable for roof signs. Mr. 
Martin suggested that this is an ambiguous interpretation of the bylaw and that a revised 
definition of roof sign should be presented to town meeting to remove the ambiguity. 
 
 
 
 
Minutes 
 
The minutes of August 12, 2009 were approved. 
 
 


