
FREEHOLD BOROUGH HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 28, 2023 
 

MONTHLY MEETING  

The monthly meeting of the Freehold Borough Historic Preservation Commission was held on Tuesday, 
February 28, 2023 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Room of the Municipal Building.   

Chairwoman Brianne Van Vorst stated that this meeting was provided in accordance with the Open 
Public Meeting Act, by providing a copy of the agenda to the official newspaper and posting same on 
the official bulletin board of the Municipal Building.  

ROLL CALL 
 
PRESENT   Ms. Brianne Van Vorst 
PRESENT   Mr. Kevin Coyne 
ABSENT   Ms. Barbara Wagner 
PRESENT   Ms. Amanda McCobb 
PRESENT   Ms. Kristin Martins 
ABSENT   Ms. Diane Vistein 
PRESENT   Mr. Tim McCorry 
 
Councilman Adam Reich was absent 
Matthew Goode, Esq. – Borough Attorney was present 
 
Ms. Van Vorst read Item No. 4 on the Agenda as follows: 
 
Approval of the minutes January 23, 2023 
 
Ms. McCobb made a motion to approve the minutes; Mr. Coyne seconded; 
 
ROLL CALL 
Yes         5 Van Vorst, Coyne, McCobb, Martins and McCorry 
No    0 
Abstain   0  
Disqualified 0   
Absent  2 Wagner and Vistein 
 
Ms. Van Vorst read Item No. 5 on the Agenda as follows: 
 
Application HBA-22-00023, Applicant Rama Ramachandran of Signarama for NJ Ramen d/b/a Ramen 
Nagomi, location 5 West Main Street,  request to signage as is;  
 
Vincent E. Halleran Jr., Esq. – on behalf of the applicant, Rama Ramachandran; 
 
Matt Goode, Esq. – swear in Rama Ramachandran; 
 
Mr. Halleran Jr. – please advise the board of issues with sign and why it should remain; 
 
Mr. Rama – my company, Signarama installed a sign for Ramen Negomi which was received and 
approved by the HPC Minor Work Committee; I received an email from Matt Young after installed 
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stating that the sign was not installed as approved; I was surprised to get email because I thought all was 
complied with; Matt noted there is a cable that goes down and into the building, which did not show on 
the proof; the reason done, Ramen has all finished ceiling, with steel beam in front; no way to snake the 
cable from outside through; we altered to install the sign; we usually install with flat backer and each 
would have the hole going in and sign would attached and go through finished ceiling; in this case we 
could not do;  
 
I have pictures to show inside of building and pictures of other signs in the downtown area; I am here 
tonight to ask for your approval for the sign to stay the way it is;  
 
Mr. Coyne – there is a steel beam inside the building where the sign is located; 
 
Mr. Rama – yes, goes through photos; 
 
Mr. Goode, Esq. – marks photos (exhibits) 
 
A-1 – photo of interior above door (closer view) 
A-2 – photo of interior above door (distance) 
A-3 – photo of interior showing exit sign 
A-4 – photo of exterior signage  
A-5 – photo of Aarzu signage (exterior wires exposed) 
A-6 – photo of Federici’s (exterior wire exposed) 
 
The only way to do is to bring down and go through; this is why it was hung this way; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – there is a security camera on the building that does not have any wire hanging, how is 
that wired;  
 
Mr. Rama – Not sure that is the business owners; this may be a fake camera;  
 
Ms. Van Vorst – it is presented as a camera and would be wired and you could have wired the sign 
through the same hole; 
 
Mr. Rama – not my camera and we did not touch or even look at; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – on the application the sign is centered and it is not hung this way;  
 
Mr. Rama – tried to keep in line with other signs in area; did not want to bring down over camera; 
 
Mr. Coyne – it doesn’t look good; you do a lot of business in town; this was approved by the minor 
work committee, you are to follow the resolution and not change; a simple sign; 
 
Mr. Goode, Esq. – procedurally, what are you seeking tonight; the committee to modify the resolution to 
allow for this to remain; 
 
Mr. Rama – yes, it is a beautiful sign, besides the cable portion;  
 
Ms. Van Vorst – discussion from the board; 
 
Ms. Martins – would you consider painting the cable to match the brick if keeping to help blend; you 
can get a color match; 
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Rama – yes, I considered but was hesitant not sure if we could match the brick; painted black to match 
the backer; I will definitely try; 
 
Mr. Coyne – it is not centered, will you center; were you trying to avoid the camera; 
 
Mr. Rama – it is centered in the space between the glass of the doors; we did not want to move this 
camera wanted to avoid 
 
Mr. Coyne – is there any way to investigate if there is electric in that camera, and move the sign down to 
cover and use the hole; 
 
Mr. Rama – yes, I can check that 
 
Mr. Goode, Esq. – from a procedural standpoint it is up to the applicant to be able to provide answers, 
we can carry until he is ready and can provide the information we are asking; 
 
Mr. McCorry – if we carry it gives the applicant the opportunity to see if the camera works or not; if not 
it allows the applicant to mitigate the situation by removing the camera and lower the sign to be centered 
in the brick space as originally proposed; and shorten the cable and paint to match the brick;  
 
Ms. Van Vorst – would the board like the applicant to come back and carry the application for further 
investigation by the applicant or vote  and leave as is now; 
 
Ms. McCobb – I would like to carry and see other options; 
 
All others members agreed; 
 
Ms. McCobb made a motion to carry the application to the next meeting scheduled for March 27, 2023; 
Ms. Martins seconded; 
 
ROLL CALL 
Yes         5 Van Vorst, Coyne, McCobb, Martins and McCorry 
No    0 
Abstain   0  
Disqualified 0   
Absent  2 Wagner and Vistein 
 
 
Ms. Van Vorst read Item No. 5 on the Agenda as follows: 
 
Vote to formalize the Monument Area as Historic District Nomination Report for Submission to Mayor 
and Council. 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – background – the HPC was approached by members of Broad Street to make a historic 
district which came to fruition with community support; Monument Area was the next area to be 
reviewed; the report was published, had a few grass root meetings in compliance with the open public 
meetings act to see how residents felt, this should come from them, not us; we are here tonight to review 
the report and vote to see if we should move forward, send to Mayor and Council for review and 
approval; 
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Any questions or comments from the public; 
 
Greg Goldman – 19 Schanck Street; I read through the proposal it is fantastic and many people of the 
town appreciate the efforts and move to preserve many of the properties in town; as a result of my 
experience with historic homes with a business and I own, do you have any examples that you can share 
with us about how you handle situations that come up where a home owner is considering cedar exterior 
decayed and in bad shape which could cost more than other siding; what happens, how are they handled 
so everyone has a clear picture; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – great question and unfortunately tough to answer specifically because the Broad Street 
historic area is new, less than six months; unfortunately tough decision to make, whether to paint or  
replace cedar one side at a time; our ordinance is in line with the national standard, repair or replace; if 
economic hardship or a level of preservation to a point of not salvageable then a conversation to have 
and this board can decide to accommodate or not;  
 
Mr. Coyne – we had St. Peters come to us, they needed to repair or replace the exterior of the rectory 
and they did not want to spend the money and ended up putting siding; the board voted to allow because 
the most important was they repaired the church; that was the decision of the board at that time; we are 
in new territory now; some of the homes in the area are deeply historic and some less; 
 
Mr. Goldman – although I am for this, it is difficult to ask a community of homes to approve something 
that we don’t know how it will work; like saying take this drug before we test; your role is going to be 
advisory; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – if we don’t give a certificate of appropriateness they can go to the planning board and 
appeal;  
 
Mr. Goode, Esq. – if this board disapproves and you want to still do the work, there is an appeal to the 
planning board; if you just went ahead a resided without review and approval of this board then the code 
official will issue a summons; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – we can also help come up with other ideas that can help the home owner when doing 
repairs and replacement to help find alternatives that can less expensive; the department of interior 
standards are so obtuse, they are meant for the entire country and some many different periods and 
styles, in reality every building is individual and all have their own interesting contributions; we will try 
to consider on a case by case; we are trying to promote, preservation and conservation and education; 
not everyone knows what they have is special; 
 
Mr. Goldman – can you explain if someone wants to demolish a home; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – the ordinance was changed after the report was written;  
 
Mr. Goode, Esq. – depending on if it is Key, Contributing or Non-Contributing, you would need a fining 
that it is structurally unsound and unsalvageable and a reason to demolish; and can be appealed to the 
Planning Board; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – we had an application for 57 E Main, left of diner, owner wanted to demolish and the 
board denied, no engineering that suggested the structure was unsound or unsafe; 
 
Thomas Taylor – represent Monmouth County Historical Association Building and Grounds, we support 
this proposal with the reservation that you consider one on one and is thoroughly thought out; definitely 
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have issues with some properties that are cost prohibited; Presbyterian Church, slate roof, they put faux 
slate, things of that nature, if you are open mind to product and replacement; appreciate you trying to 
preserve the history of this area;  we have a slate roof, 1926 and a challenge to get anyone to look at it; 
five properties in Monmouth County, window work and went through 5 people before we got someone 
to come and look; hard to get three estimates when only one will come; I appreciate what Greg is saying 
when he reminds us that people have their back to a wall when it comes to repairing their home and 
keeping historic; having a balance would be appreciated; 
 
Brian Miller, 52 Court Street – sounds great, what are tax implications, does it change the tax code; 
 
Mr. Goode, Esq. – no; 
 
Mr. Miller – renovations – addition, change the façade sounds like an application process, get approval 
from the board; is there any support, architectural support, if I come and have a plan from an architect 
and you say no, is there support for what can be or suggestions; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – we provide free design advice at any time; send an email and we can give opinions as 
you go; we have the ability to provide;  
 
Ray Raya, 54 Court Street – has the Broad Street ordinance finalized; and if so how long has it been in 
place; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – yes, less than six months; 
 
Mr. Raya – is it typical in terms people seem to do more repairs in the spring/summer, won’t see much 
activity in the cooler months or not really, you see applications all years; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – vague question; if you look at the level of maintenance to a home, look at Broad Street 
overall, the majority have been maintained; so we might not see an application for a while; in a different 
section of town it could be completely different; 
 
Maryanne Earle, 89 Broad Street – one of the biggest helps, when the Broad Street area decided to do 
was we had two meetings with the board and home owners; clarifying a lot of issues; eased everyone; 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – motion to close public comments; Ms. McCobb seconded; 
 
ROLL CALL 
Yes         5 Van Vorst, Coyne, McCobb, Martins and McCorry 
No    0 
Abstain   0  
Disqualified 0   
Absent  2 Wagner and Vistein 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – any discussion from the board; no discussion 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – anyone want to make a motion to formalize the Monument Area as an Historic District 
and submit to Mayor and Council; 
 
Ms. McCobb made a motion to formalize the Monument Area Historic District; Ms. Martins seconded; 
All in favor – aye; (all) nay (none) 
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Ms. Van Vorst – Old Business: 
 
None 
 
Ms. Van Vorst – any New Business: 
 
Ms. McCobb – the 2024 Freehold Memorial Day Parade is the 150th celebration; the parade committee 
wants to go all out; in the coming months we will reach out to various communities and organizations in 
the Borough to try and plan not just a parade, a series of events in place to culminate as a huge 
celebration; any suggestions or comments please let me know; you can email 
freeholdmemorialdayparade@gmail.com – we want to make as big and grand as we can, according to 
research, we are ranked 11th in the Country in terms of age; the parade began in 1874;  
 
Ms. Van Vorst – if there are no other comments, I make a motion to adjourn; Ms. McCobb seconded; 
 
All in favor, aye (all) – nay (none) 
 
Meeting was adjourned at 7:45p.m. 
 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 Dominica R. Napolitano 


