
 

 

MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION OF THE 
BOROUGH OF SADDLE RIVER 
HELD:  June 16, 2025 (via Zoom)  
 

CALL TO ORDER:   The regular meeting was called to order at 7:04 p.m. 

 

PUBLIC NOTICE:   Commission Secretary Cindy Kirkpatrick read the following 

statement: This meeting is called pursuant to the provisions of the Open Public 

Meetings Law. This meeting was sent to the Record-Herald News and Ridgewood 

News on January 6, 2025 and advertised in said newspapers on January 10, 2025.  

Also posted on the bulletin board in the Municipal Building and has remained 

continuously posted as the required notices under the Statute.  In addition, a copy 

of this notice is and has been available to the public and is on file in the office of 

the Municipal Clerk. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: All participated. 

ROLL CALL: 

Present – Greg Boyajian, Ferne Lambert, Lisa Lopiccolo, Gloria Blumenthal, John 

May, Chairman Jonathan Kurpis, Karen Williamson, Maria Harper 

Absent – Mary Bello  

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 

Chairman Kurpis motioned to approve the March 10, 2025 minutes, with a second 

by Ms. Lopiccolo.  All in favor. 

APPLICATIONS: 

APPLICANT: 
 Jennifer Barrett Gross 

2 Chestnut Ridge Rd. 
Saddle River, NJ 07458 

 Block 2102 Lot 25 



 

 

 
Secretary Cindy Kirkpatrick stated on the record that the attorney for the 

applicant, Mr. Kohut, requested that the matter be carried to the next Landmarks 

meeting. 

 

Mia Realty Group 
74 East Allendale Rd. 
Saddle River, NJ 07458 

 Block 1607 Lot 3 
 

Chair Kurpis explained that the applicant is before the Commission due to a 

change in sign specs from their previous application.  He questioned the 

honorable mention of Waterford Gardens on their proposed sign.  Lauren Nolan 

of Fitz’ Fish Ponds explained that it is a nod to the fact that the location was 

America’s first water lily farm. 

Ms. Nolan explained that Fitz’ Fish Ponds had an idea of how they wanted the sign 

to look, pursuant to their original application.  However, when they retained a 

contractor, they recommended different material which was not wood, but more 

durable and weather proof.   

Ms. Williamson asked if there is a big difference between the composite and real 

wood.  Ms. Nolan said the difference is the durability, but the sign company has 

assured her that it looks like real wood.   

Mr. May stated that in the past, the sign at that location has been wood, but the 

composites do look good and are durable.   He would be comfortable with a 

composite sign.  

Mr. Boyajian explained that composite signs can have grooves in them to 

replicate wooden signs.  Ms. Nolan said that is what the sign company told her as 

well and what she is expecting.  She stated that if the sign does not meet the 

approval of landmarks, she would have the sign company redo it. 

Members commented that composite signs look nice. 

 



 

 

Chairman Kurpis added that due to the proximity of the river, the composite sign 

would have more durability and stand up better over time vs. traditional wood.   

However, future applicants may wish to use a wooden sign if they are not close to 

the water or flooding area.   

 

Based on the testimony, and proofs provided, Chairman Kurpis motioned to 

approve the application with a second by Ms. Williamson.   

ROLL CALL 

Ayes:  Boyajian, Lambert, Harper, Lopiccolo, Williamson, Blumenthal, May, Kurpis 

Nays:  None 

Abstention: None 

Absent: Bello 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

None. 

 

OLD BUSINESS 

Nothing to report. 

Chairman Kurpis motioned to adjourn with a second by Ms. Williamson.  All in 

favor. 

     Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

     Cindy Kirkpatrick, 

     Secretary, Landmarks Commission 


