Minutes of the Regular meeting of the Historical Preservation Commission was held Monday,
January 24, 2022 at 7:00 p.m.

Brianne Van Vorst called the meeting to order a statement of compliance with the Open Public Meetings
Act. Adequate notice of this meeting has been provided by posting a copy of the public meetings dates on
the municipal bulletin board and by sending a copy to the Asbury Park press.

Roll Call
Present: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley, Hein
Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Councilman Reich and Matthew Young were also present.

Councilman Reich opened nominations for Chairperson for 2022.
Mr. Coyne nominated Mrs. Van Vorst. Nomination was seconded by Mr. Hein.

Roll Call

AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley, Hein
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain:

Election of Vice-Chairperson: Mrs. Van Vorst nominated Mr. Coyne. Motion was seconded by Ms.
Conley.

Roll Call

AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley, Hein
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain

Appointing Secretary: Mrs. Van Vorst nominated Sharon O’Conner. Motion was seconded by Mr.
Coyne.

Roll Call

AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley, Hein
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain:

Resolution Establishing meeting Schedule: All Historical Preservation meetings will be on the fourth
Monday of each month except in December which the meeting will be on Monday December, 12 2022.
Which is the second Monday of the month. All meetings will be held in the Freehold Borough Municipal
Building or by video conference at 7:00 p.m. Mrs. Van Vorst made a motion to approve the schedule.
Motion was seconded by Mr. Coyne.

Roll Call

AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley, Hein
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain:

Approval of Minutes for September, 27 2021
Mrs. Van Vorst made a motion to approve the minutes. Seconded by Mr. Coyne.

Roll Call



AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley, Hein
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain

Approval of Minutes for October 26, 2021
Mrs. Van Vorst made a motion to approve the minutes. Seconded by Mr. Coyne.

Roll Call

AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain: Hein

Approval of Minutes for November 22, 2021
Mrs. Van Vorst made a motion to approve the minutes. Seconded by Mr. Coyne.

Roll Call

AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain: Hein

Vote to Formalize the Peach Orchard Historic District: Councilman Reich stated that both reports are
very well put together. He thinks that one of the nicest things about this is that with the photographs and
the historic preservation surveys it’s kind of nice to drive down the streets and take a look at the buildings
and see what it looked like then verses what it looks like now. He congratulated the commission for
putting together such thorough reports and really using the tools that are available to the best abilities. He
thinks it's a great asset for the borough to have these individual districts laid out and have people behind
that are really caring about the locations. Mrs. Van Vorst made a motion. Seconded by Mr. Clark.

Roll Call

AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley, Hein
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain:

Vote to Formalize the Broad Street Historic District: Mr. Coyne informed that he still has to add to this
report. Mrs. Van Vorst informed that Mr. Coyne has a better general background. So she did the
architectural surveys but there is other important parts of history and Mr. Coyne has more information.
Mrs. Van Vorst informed that she was also thinking of including Yard and West Main. Councilman Reich
asked if they can explain the highlighted classes. Mrs. Van Vorst informed him that the highlighted ones
are not key but are contributing. Mr. Clark stated that he thinks that by putting those kinds of properties on
the list it will hopefully arrest further deterioration of that particular property. So if they do come before the
board at least they have a little bit of a back registry and it's a good idea to put them on the list as
contributing. Mr. Coyne agreed with Mr. Clark. Mrs. Van Vorst brought up and asked the other members if
they should put Earhart Auto motive’s as a contributing or non-contributing. Mr. Coyne stated that he
thinks architecturally it's not contributing. Mr. Clark stated that he isn’t sure when it was built but just like
Mrs. Van Vorst said before. Just because something is not quote on quote a dedicated architectural style
that’s recognized it doesn’t mean that it's not a style. It was built for a reason and serves a function and
performs that function well and by virtue of that it has a right to have its own identity. He stated that any
building that has survived his long is necessarily a bad thing. Mrs. Van Vorst stated that she agreed and
informed that most of what she did is architectural stuff and Mr. Coyne will have additional information but
she’s coming up short with some of the because they are not architecturally making it. It was agreed that
Earhart Automotive will be considered as contributing. Mrs. Van Vorst made a motion to approve. Motion
was seconded by Mr. Hein



Roll Call

AYES: Van Vorst, Coyne, Clark, Conley, Hein
NAYS:

Absent: Wagner, McCobb

Abstain:

Old Business: Mrs. Van Vorst informed Mr. Young that the brewery sign went up without permits. Mr.
Young informed that he let it stay up because he submitted the application to Mrs. Van Vorst for the
HPC'’s review. He asked if she wanted the entire application including the front one as part of that or if
she wanted to just make recommendations. Mr. Clark informed that he has a client who likes to do things
on his own and the signage situation is something that caught everyone by surprise. He informed that
there are two more signs that were not with the planning board but like everything else they were
approved pending HPC approval. He informed that they do have two more signs they want to place on
the side of the building. Mr. Clark recommended that they freeze everything for the moment because in
addition to the signs there are going to be fagade changes. His client is not finished because there are too
many deviations from what was originally approved. Mr. Clark informed that there will an application
coming before the HPC very soon. Mr. Young asked Mrs. Van Vorst if she would like the owner to remove
the signs and she informed him that yes. Mr. Coyne stated that he thinks it's a great point that the
applicant come back to the board but he is not inclined to penalize businesses and make them take the
sign down. More discussion about the signs on the brewery and the application being a full review or
minor review continued. Mr. Young stated that he wonders if a minor approval is warranted here. He
informed that they now that the stuff on the side has to go to the planning board because it doesn’t
conform to the ordinance. The stuff that was actually installed in the front meets the ordinance. Mr. Coyne
and Mrs. Van Vorst informed Mr. Young the stuff that was installed in the front actually doesn’'t meet what
was approved. A continued discussion about what was or wasn’t approved or if the signs should be
removed or not continued. It was agreed that the applicant will have to come before the board at next
month’s meeting and the unapproved signage must be removed. Mrs. Van Vorst asked Mr. Young what
was going on with the signage at 24 South St. Mr. Young informed her that he was not present at the
meeting and asked if she could brief him on what happened. Mrs. Van Vorst informed him that the
applicant nor sign contractor showed up and the HPC was questioning on the material, lettering and a few
more things. Mr. Young asked Mrs. Van Vorst to send him an email with what they want the applicant to
bring and what the HPC wants to see so he can inform them of what they are missing when they come to
next month’s meeting. Mrs. Van Vorst asked Mr. Clark about 13 Broadway and what was going on with
the porch. Mr. Clark informed her that 13 Broadway was not complete and they have more to do. He
informed that the front porch cannot be left as is and they are in the process of doing that but right now
they are concentrating on their final inspections. Mrs. Van Vorst asked if they were saving the siding. Mr.
Clark informed that they could but then they would have three separate materials. Mr. Clark stated that
the intent was to match the lower with the rest of the siding so if the HPC wants to pursue that he will
bring it up to the owner and see what they say. Mr. Young asked if it was aluminum before. Mr. Clark
informed that the original was vinyl so he just ripped off the vinyl and revealed the old cedar that was
below. He stated the cedar is in decent shape and right now he hasn’t discussed the possibility of saving
it or not saving it but he can go through the same process he did with the gable if they want to explore
that. Mr. Clark stated that they would have to paint it probably to match the gable color and not try to
match the siding so if that's something the HPC wants to pursue he’d be happy to speak to the owner
about it. Discussion about what had been approved prior continued. Mrs. Van Vorst stated that they
should probably consider painting the wood at the porch to match the gable if possible. It was agreed that
Mr. Clark would ask the owner if they can save the bottom siding and paint it to match and if not he will
tell him to hold off until the HPC can come up with an alternative.

New Business: Mrs. Van Vorst informed that she included two papers one of them is a flow chart criteria
for review. The first page is for restoration, rehab alteration and exterior changes. The second is for
demolition and the third page is for new construction. She informed that the chart should tell them which
part of the ordinance or which part of the center core redevelopment standards apply to the application
based on whether it’s in the center core only and not in the historic district, if it’s in the historic district only
and not in the center core or if it's in both. So when they are reviewing an application they’ll have the



criteria as it’s written in the ordinance to revert to. So hopefully this will be a little easier for everyone
when they are doing their reviews. She state that she wants to make sure they are all using the same
language and looking at the same things. Mrs. Van Vorst also brought up the checklist that is attached to
the applications. She stated that Ms. Conley offered to help her with revising it. Mrs. Van Vorst stated that
the old one she felt was a little confusing and now with the certificate of appropriateness it’s a little
different. Most of the things that were on the old checklist are on the new one it’s just laid out a little bit
differently. She stated that she did it as the applicant checking off what he/she has. She understands that
not every project will have full elevations of a building but if they have that and it's available it should be
included. She also knows that Mr. Young isn’t too keen on samples but she thinks that they have to ask
for them because the commission has approved a lot of stuff they haven’t physically seen and it’s not
working. She asked all the members to review the new check list so they can come up with and final draft.
Discussion of the application process continued. Councilman Reich thanked the commission for their
assistance on the holiday walking tour. He informed that it was a huge hit and Mr. Coyne and Nolan did a
fantastic job and led a great tour. They have come to realize that having a holiday walking tour that also
deals with some historical aspects of the buildings takes a lot of time. So the Human Relations Committee
is talking about potentially trying to split the tour to like a spring historical tour where they can spend more
time outside talking about the history of the buildings without needing to go inside. And then a holiday tour
where the churches will have a block time and people can go from church to church if they want to but
there will be a definitive end point to the evening. The problem that they had at the last one was that
some of the churches went a little bit long and it got to be kind of late. Mrs. Van Vorst informed everyone
about the new e-mail that was done for the committee by the borough.

Mrs. Van Vorst made a motion to adjourn. Seconded by Mr. Clark.
Meeting was adjourned at 8:18 p.m.

Sincerely Submitted,

Sharon O’Conner



