
 
 

NORWOOD PLANNING BOARD MEETING MINUTES  

Norwood Senior Center, 275 Prospect St.  

Remote Participation: GoToMeeting 

March 28, 2022 

7:00 P.M. 
PRESENT:   

Members: Joe Sheehan, Ernie Paciorkowski, Debbie Holmwood, Rob Bamber, Brian Hachey and 

Associate Member Derek Mason 

Also present: Paul Halkiotis, Planning Director and Sarah Bouchard, Assistant Town Planner  
 

The meeting was called to order by Mr. Sheehan who opened with an introduction of guidelines 

for virtually held meetings via the platform GoToMeeting.  

 

Sign site plan review; 716 Washington Street, Applicant Bruna Martins, Business Owner 

Anderson, M. Diaz, Property owner: Mushhoor Abu-Rubleh 

 

The Chair read the agenda information into the record. The applicant said they were keeping the 

same size, same color, and structure sign.  New fabric for the awning will replace the existing 

fabric. Ms. Bouchard said it is larger than a sign would normally be for this area, however, the 

applicant is just replacing the lettering on an existing sign. 

 

MOTION I: Mr. Paciorkowski made a motion to approve. 

Motion was seconded by Mr. Hachey.   

VOTE:  5-0.  Motion passed.  
 

Norwood Hospital Concept Plan Hearing; Steve Van Ness, AIA, Steward Health Care, 

James Hilliard, Esq. 

 

The Chair opened the hearing.  Mr. Paciorkowski disclosed that his daughter works for Steward 

Medical Group.  Mr. Hachey also disclosed that he has done work for Steward Medical Group but 

not for Norwood Hospital. The Board Clerk read the public hearing notice into the record. 

Norwood Hospital replacement presentation: 

Attorney Hilliard addressed the Board on behalf of the Steward Group and introduced 

representatives of the project.  He explained that the hearing is to approve the concept plan but 

not the Hospital itself, which will require separate permits and public hearings. 

 

Mr. Steve Van Ness said they have begun the interior abatement process and are removing 

hazardous material before moving on to the demolition within the next month or so.  He said they 

will be constructing approximately 419K square feet for the new, state-of-the-art hospital and he 

noted that the old hospital was approximately 400k square feet.   

Architect Andrew Brumbach reviewed the concept plan; In-patient hospital, lobby, out-patient 

surgery, parking garage in the back, emergency dept. off Washington St., hospital 
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service/loading, landscaping, green space, and a parklet area.  He also noted that they will be 

creating a pedestrian way from the train station to the lobby entrance.   

Architect Laura Herbert showed the Board the amenity, landscaping, and green space areas.  

Mr. Jack O’Leary from Green Seal Environmental said he was preparing the site plans, utilities, 

and stormwater information.  Also discussed were the 2 water services, 3 sewer services, 2 

natural gas connections, above ground oxygen tanks, 2 emergency generators, and 

stormwater/reducing amount of runoff coming off the site.  They stated they were working with 

the DPW director regarding stormwater in that area. 

The Chair asked about the project review comments from Tetra Tech, the Planning Board’s third-

party engineering/consulting firm.  Attorney Hilliard said they would respond back to the 

Planning Board in writing after they had a chance to review them.  Mr. Paciorkowski asked about 

the number of stories on the parking garage.  The representatives stated that they are working 

with a traffic consultant to determine how many stories would be needed to meet the demand.  He 

added that the covered walkway and crosswalks from the parking garage would be clearer on 

future plans.  The tallest roofline would be approximately 64' with a few pieces bumped up 

higher.  The hospital proponents said they were still working on how many parking spaces would 

be needed and noted that there are two major competitors for parking; the train station and 

medical center.  The underground storage tanks will need approval from the Selectmen and Fire 

Chief.  Power station will be removed.   

Board members asked proponents to address noise and light buffering.   

One resident asked about the location of the helipad.  Mr. Brumbach stated it would be above the 

tallest portion of the building, above the emergency room and ICU. 

Another resident asked about hazardous material/dust when the existing building is razed.  Mr. 

Van Ness said during demolition there will be a plan submitted to Building Dept. showing 

mitigation of dust and noise.  Abatement of hazardous material will be done before demolition.  

There will be environmental controls in place and there shouldn't be any hazardous material 

dispersion off the site. Stormwater, test pits, ground water in the area are all being looked at and 

calculated into the design.  Mr. Halkiotis suggested continuing the public hearing so that the 

review comments could be looked at and responded to.  Attorney Hilliard stated they would be 

coming before the Board with a full application where they would address comments received 

during the conceptual plan public hearing.   

 

MOTION I:  made a motion to close the public hearing. 

Motion was seconded by Mr. Hachey.   

VOTE:  5-0.  Motion passed.  
 

Continued Definitive Subdivision Plan Public Hearing - 76 Prospect Street: Dan Merrkin 

PE,  Legacy Engineering & David Hern Esq. 

 

The Chair opened the continued public hearing.  Attorney Hern noted that revised drawings had 

been provided and asked the Board for feedback before they did the stormwater calculations. He 

said some of the changes included the layout of the roadway, width of the pavement and roadway, 

and the elimination of the cul-de-sac. 

Mr. Merrkin of Legacy Engineering stated that they had implemented the changes that were 

discussed; down to a 24’ wide paved road with normal grass strip width and two sidewalks on 

either side with an extra 6” behind the sidewalks in order to make it easier to put the monuments 

in there for a total layout of 44’. He said the other notable change was removing the cul-de-sac 

and installing a curb with a shorter radius (centerline radius of 100’) than normally required, 

which he said was ample space for EMS vehicles, and that it also had a net result of 

approximately ¾ acre reduction in pervious surface.  
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Mr. Merrkin said they would be working on the drainage design along with DPW after they get 

the Board’s feedback so they can revise the definitive plans. 

Ms. Holmwood commented that she didn’t think sidewalks were needed on both sides of a private 

way. Attorney Hern said the road will be constructed in a way that it will be accepted as a town 

road.  Mr. Paciorkowski said he liked the dual sidewalks and liked the new plan.  He asked if 

there would be any retaining walls.  The engineer said yes. 

 

MOTION I:  Ms. Holmwood made a motion to have a waiver to eliminate 1 sidewalk on the 

inner, and to have 2 (sidewalks) at the beginning. 

Motion was seconded by Mr. Bamber.   

Mr. Paciorkowski said he would like to get the DPW’s director’s input on the sidewalks and the 

changes and to hear from the Pedestrian Committee.  Mr. Halkiotis stated that there were 3 other 

waiver requests the Board will have to vote on. 

Ms. Holmwood withdrew her motion. 

 

The Chair opened the floor to the public. 

Attorney Dan Hill, representing “a handful of neighbors” said he wanted to make comments 

regarding the drainage situation, geology and hydro-geology.  He asked the developer and Board 

to look at as the new plan is being developed: lack of data (ledge, bedrock), project development 

is proposed with infiltration system that needs good soils and adequate depth to ground water; not 

in areas of ledge/bedrock, large filtration system in the front had no test pits, infiltration #2 had 

test pits but they encountered ground water at 4' below the depth of surface to the ground, 

basin/groundwater/mound, mounding analysis relying on saturation thickness level not supported 

by any data, will have material impact on storage capacity.  He noted the incompatible connection 

to Prospect St. (30' pipe to 15' pipe).  He said there was a need for a capacity analysis for Prospect 

St  to evaluate the adequacy of the pipes, if there are any leaks, and if they are big enough to 

handle additional flow.  Attorney Hill stated that Norwood is an MS4 community which he says 

triggers Federal jurisdiction and that they have to comply with  the MS4 permit and the new 

stormwater regulations, the project has to comply, and there is no grandfathering of general 

bylaws (only zoning bylaws).   

Mr. Halkiotis recommended that the Board vote to retain the services of an outside geotech 

company or engineering firm to do an independent review.  He will work with DPW Director, 

Mark Ryan, to find an appropriate firm and will ask the applicant to provide funds per MGL 

Chapter 53G.  The Town Engineer also recommended this action.  Mr. Halkiotis said this will 

allow the Board to move forward with a review of the project.  Attorney Hern requested through 

the Chairman that if the Board is inclined to do it, to do it now.   
 

MOTION II:  Ms. Holmwood made a motion to hire an outside civil engineering firm that 

has someone with geotech/hydrogeology experience. 

Motion was seconded by Mr. Hachey. 

VOTE: 5-0 motion passed. 

 

Resident asked a question regarding the easement over the paper road.  Mr. Hern stated again that 

it is an issue between the properties owners and not the issue before the Planning Board.  Another 

resident asked about revised plans prior to the next meeting.  Attorney Hern said within a month 

they should have plans.  Attorney Robert Dionisi of Sudbury, representing the resident of 19 

Myrtle St, an immediate abutter of the proposed subdivision, stated that he reviewed Town 

Counsel's memo and found it to be a “flawed analysis” regarding private ways and the PB's 

approval of the subdivision.  Attorney Dionisi said he would like to respond to the Memo and 

send it to the Board.  He said the response would be in regards to the private ways that would be 

altered by the PB’s proposed approval of the subdivision. He added that the Board would be 
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violating Chapter 41 Section 81M.  The Chair said to send the memorandum to the Planning 

Board.   

Discussion was had with Attorney Hern regarding the timeline for the finalized plans, peer 

review, and the continuation of the hearing. The Chair advised Attorney Hern to get the plan in as 

soon as possible and continue the hearing until May 23rd so everyone has time to review the plan 

and submit it to the 3rd party engineer.  

 

MOTION III:  Mr. Paciorkowski made a motion to continue the public hearing to Monday, 

May 23rd at 7:05.  

Motion was seconded by Ms. Holmwood. 

BY VOTE: 5-0 motion passed.   

 

Minutes:  The Chair noted one typo on page 4; “…memo was provide” should have been 

“…memo was provided”.   

MOTION:  Mr. Hachey made a motion to accept the Minutes of 12/20/2021 

Motion was seconded by Mr. Bamber. 

BY VOTE: 5-0 motion passed.   

 

Adjournment: 
 

MOTION:  Ms. Holmwood made a motion to adjourn.  

Motion was seconded by Mr. Bamber 

BY ROLL CALL VOTE: 5-0 motion passed.   
 

Meeting adjourned at approximately 9:00 p.m.            

Next hybrid meeting: April 11, 2021 at 7:00 p.m. 
 


