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SECTION I - PLAN SUMMARY 

 

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE  

 

The 2010-2017 Open Space and Recreation Plan is the result of a careful analysis of the Town’s 

remaining open lands, an assessment of the potential for buildout, and a comprehensive outreach 

program to determine what the citizens of Norwood want. It also considers open space and recreation 

from the perspective of environmental justice and equity.  This reflects a new policy direction of the 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts. The plan is comprehensive in its approach and tries to balance the 

needs of the community against the fiscal reality of limited Town funds.  The Metropolitan Area 

Planning Council prepared the plan under the direction of the Planning and Economic Development 

Department and the Open Space and Recreation Advisory Committee. 

 

COMMUNITY GOALS 

 

To better understand attitudes on recreation, conservation and open space issues, the Open Space and 

Recreation Advisory Committee conducted an on-line survey and held a public forum.  Based on this 

citizen input the following goals emerged. 

 

The residents of Norwood would like to see an equal emphasis on maintaining existing recreational 

facilities and acquiring more recreational land.  The three major concerns about recreational facilities 

are maintenance, the condition of equipment and structures and, parking.  Maintenance of 

conservation land is important as well.  The residents’ desire for new recreational facilities has been 

consistent over the course of the last two plans.  The top five recreational facilities that respondents 

would like to see are: 

o Indoor swimming pool 

o Walking/jogging paths 

o Outdoor playing fields 

o Indoor ice skating rink 

o Playgrounds for older children (6-17) 

 

 

Many conservation areas are not well known to the respondents and the town needs to continue its 

efforts on signage, access and public education.  

 

Although the town has not acquired any new land for many years, many residents felt that the town 

should acquire additional land. 

 

 42% of respondents said that it is very important for the town to acquire more open space.  An 

additional 27% said it was somewhat important. 

 
 

 

 

  



2 

 

 

 

 



3 

 

SECTION II- INTRODUCTION 

 

 

A. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE 

 

The Town of Norwood is committed to preserving and protecting its suburban character by providing 

sufficient open space for the needs of its current and future population.  Towards that end, the Town 

has prepared a new Open Space and Recreation Plan.  The 1978 and 1988 plans were very precise 

recreational inventories. The plans also inventoried the amount of conservation and open space 

acreage in each voting district of the town. From this information, assumptions were derived and 

recommendations made for improving recreational facilities and acquiring additional open space.  

These plans served the town well.   

 

The 1997 and the 2003 plans were more comprehensive in keeping with the new guidelines put forth 

by the State Division of Conservation Services.  These new guidelines put more emphasis on the 

town’s emerging demographics and development patterns.  An environmental analysis and inventory 

was also required.  The plan also reached out to the citizens of Norwood to determine their opinions 

on what needed to be done and how to go about doing it. 

 

The 2009 Open Space and Recreation Plan builds on all of the previous plans and responds to new 

requirements put forth by the Division of Conservation Services.  The major new requirement is that 

open space and recreation plans must conform to the state’s policies on environmental justice and 

equity. 

 

 

B. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE AND EQUITY 

 

According to the EOEEA website, since 2002, EOEEA has been implementing an Environmental 

Justice Policy to help ensure that all Massachusetts residents experience equal protection and 

meaningful involvement with respect to the development, implementation, and enforcement of 

environmental laws, regulations, and policies and the equitable distribution of environmental benefits.  

This policy was instituted recognizing that communities across the Commonwealth, particularly those 

densely populated urban neighborhoods in and around the state’s older industrial areas, are facing 

many environmental challenges associated with Massachusetts’ industrial legacy.  Residents in these 

predominantly low-income and minority communities – nearly 29% of the state population – lack 

open space and recreational resources and often live side-by-side numerous existing large and small 

sources of pollution and old abandoned, contaminated sites, which can pose risks to public health and 

the environment. 

 

Critical to advancing environmental justice (EJ) in the Commonwealth is the equitable distribution of 

environmental assets such as parks, open space, and recreation.  Toward this end, and where 

applicable, municipalities shall identify and prioritize open space sites in their Open Space and 

Recreation Plans that are socially, recreationally, and ecologically important to EJ populations within 

the community. 
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MAPC consulted the MassGis datalayer to determine if there were any environmental justice 

neighborhoods within Norwood.  According to this source, one Census block group (250214134003) 

within Census Tract 413400 in Norwood met the criteria.  The neighborhood will be referred to as 

Windsor Gardens throughout this report because the neighborhood is anchored by the Windsor 

Gardens Commuter Rail station.  The area is shown on Figure 1 in Appendix A. 

 

 

C. PLANNING PROCESS AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

 

Meetings 

 

In order to facilitate the update of the Town’s open space and recreation plan, the Town of Norwood 

contracted with the Metropolitan Area Planning Council to prepare an updated plan.  At the same 

time, the Town reconvened the Open Space and Recreation Advisory Committee.  The consultant 

(MAPC) met with the Open Space and Recreation Advisory Committee on September 10, 2008, 

November 18, 2008 and May 20, 2009.  MAPC also conducted a regional open space workshop with 

the Three Rivers Interlocal Committee on November 19, 2008 and a public forum on January 20, 

2009. 

 

 

MAPC met with the Open Space and Recreation Advisory Committee on September 10, 2008 to 

begin the process of updating the plan.  At that meeting, the Committee discussed a draft survey.  The 

survey was put on-line on the Town’s website on September 26, 2008.   

 

The survey was publicized in the following ways: 

 

 Posted flyers in the community rooms at Windsor Gardens of Norwood Apartment Complex
1
 

and Olde Derby Village Apartments.
*
 

 Posted flyers at the town’s three supermarkets: Hannafords *, Shaw’s and Stop and Shop. 

 A link to the survey was put on the Norwood Public Schools web site. 

 A flyer/press release was sent to the three newspapers: The Norwood Bulletin, Daily News 

Transcript and the Norwood Record. 

 A notice was sent to Norwood Public Access Cable TV 

 An announcement was made at the September 30, 2008 meeting of the Board of Selectmen. 

 Paper copies were made available at the Library, Senior Center, Recreation Department and 

Town Hall. 

 The survey link was prominently displayed as a scrolling message on the front page of the 

Town’s web site.   

 The flyer with the survey link was sent to nine (9) sports organizations 

 The flyer was e-mailed to the Recreation Departments’ e-mail list of 2,000 people.  
 

 

* Indicates an outreach activity specifically aimed at the Environmental Justice neighborhood. 
 

                                                           
1
 The Windsor Gardens of Norwood complex is under new management and is now called The Berkshires at Windsor 

Gardens. 
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Enhanced Outreach and Public Participation 

 

In addition to ensuring that the flyer advertising the survey was distributed in the Environmental 

Justice neighborhood, the Town also reviewed the demographics of the Census block group to 

determine if there was a need to provide information in other languages.  It appears that English 

language proficiency is adequate in the EJ block group and should not be a deterrent to participating 

in the open space and recreation planning process.   

 

 

Table 1  
English Language Proficiency In the Windsor Gardens 

Neighborhood 
 

 # of 
People 

Foreign born 5-17 language other than English 77 

Foreign born 18-63 language other than English 836 

Foreign born 5-17 speaks English 77 

Foreign born 5-17 speaks English well 0 

Foreign born 5-17 speaks some English 0 

Foreign born 5-17 speaks no English 0 

Foreign born 18-64 speaks English 667 

Foreign born 18-64 speaks English well 169 

Foreign born 18-64 speaks some English 0 

Foreign born 18-64 speaks no English 0 

Source:  Summary File 3 at the block group level (Summary Level 150) from 

2000 U.S. Census data). 
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SECTION III- COMMUNITY SETTING 

 

A. REGIONAL CONTEXT 

 

1) Overview  
 

The Town of Norwood is a nearly fully developed suburb located in eastern Massachusetts.  Figure 2 

shows the relationship of Norwood to the region. It is bordered by Westwood on the north, Canton on 

the east, Sharon on the south, and Walpole to the west.  Located 14 miles southwest of Boston, it is 

situated on two major transportation routes, Route 1 and 1A and is near Routes 128 and I-95.  The 

Route 1 business corridor powerfully impacts the community, largely giving Norwood its regional 

identity, providing job benefits to the region and tax benefits and some service convenience for the 

Town.  The Town of Norwood is within the Neponset River Watershed. 

 

Norwood has long been a job center for the subregion.  In 2000, there were approximately 24,000 

jobs in Norwood and more people come to Norwood to work than there are leaving to work at other 

locations.  In that sense, Norwood ―imports‖ workers on a daily basis and many of these workers 

commute from the surrounding communities.  During the 1970’s and 80’s, many of these jobs were 

high-tech and defense industry jobs.  These companies offered high paying manufacturing jobs and 

Norwood’s commercial tax base was at its highest during this era.  However, from 1990 onward, 

almost all of the defense-related jobs left Norwood and considerable downsizing has occurred at other 

manufacturing companies.  There has been some replacement in terms of the number of jobs with 

customer service, automobile dealerships and restaurants being the leading new job creators. 

 

 

2. Regional Planning Context 
 

 

Regional Planning Agency Affiliation 

 

Norwood is one of 101 municipalities that are served by the Metropolitan Area Planning Council 

(MAPC). Created by an act of the Legislature in 1963, MAPC serves as a forum for state and local 

officials to address issues of regional importance.  Council membership consists of community 

representatives, gubernatorial appointees and city and state agencies that collaborate in the 

development of comprehensive plans and recommendations in areas of population and employment, 

transportation, economic development, regional growth and the environment.  The Council’s 

professional planners, GIS specialists, demographers and others also provide technical assistance to 

its member communities.  
 

Subregional Participation 

 

Norwood is also a member of the Three Rivers Interlocal Council (TRIC), one of eight subregions 

within the Metropolitan Area Planning Council. TRIC is a group of thirteen communities (Canton, 

Dedham, Dover, Foxborough, Medfield, Milton, Needham, Norfolk, Norwood, Sharon, Stoughton, 

Walpole, and Westwood) that meet regularly to discuss issues of common interest. TRIC is an 

excellent forum for discussing regional open space issues and opportunities.  Regional open space 

was discussed at a meeting of TRIC on November 19, 2008.  

http://www.mapc.org/
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The Regional Development Plan: MetroFuture 

 

MetroFuture is the official regional plan for Greater Boston, adopted consistent with the requirements 

of MGL.  The plan includes goals and objectives as well as thirteen detailed implementation 

strategies for accomplishing these goals. The plan’s relevant goals include the protection of 139,000 

acres of developable land identified as a high priority by the State Land Conservation Plan.  The plan 

also envisions at least 1,800 acres of new urban parks and community gardens.  The implementation 

strategies can be viewed by visiting the web site at http://www.metrofuture.org/.   

 

The implementation strategies most relevant to the open space plan of a suburban community like 

Norwood include the following: 

 

1. Increase participation in the Community Preservation Act. 

2. Increase inter-municipal park/greenway/trail planning. 

3. Enable compact growth  

4. Maintain historic resource inventories and plans. 

5. Increase bicycle, pedestrian and transit accessibility and safety. 

6. Bring strategic and regional perspectives to local open space planning  

7. Increase the urban tree canopy  

8. Expand urban farms and community gardens  

 

Each community in the MAPC region is different and will have different priorities and resources with 

respect to the above implementation strategies. The Norwood Open Space and Recreation Plan is 

consistent with MetroFuture on several of the above strategies.  The plan includes action 

recommendations to continue public education with a goal of eventually passing the Community 

Preservation Act.  The plan acknowledges the importance of compact growth and the role that the 

town’s smart growth zoning district plays in furthering this goal.  The plan documents that the town 

met with surrounding towns to discuss regional open space issues during the development of the plan.    

 

3. Regional Open Space at the Municipal Level 

 

Planning for open space and recreation requires looking beyond the community and considering, at a 

minimum, the adjacent communities. On November 19, 2008 MAPC included a discussion of 

regional open on the agenda for the TRIC meeting.  The following five communities were 

represented: Dedham, Foxborough, Milton, Walpole and Westwood. The Neponset Valley Chamber 

of Commerce was also in attendance. 

 

There were two major items discussed at that meeting.  The first was an update on the open space and 

recreation plans of the adjacent communities.  The second was a discussion of regional open space 

issues.   

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.metrofuture.org/


9 

 

Open Space and Recreation Plans 

 

The open space and recreation plans of the adjacent communities were reviewed for their relevance to 

open space in Norwood.  Because the open space plans of all the surrounding communities have 

expired since Norwood’s 2003 plan, this section cannot be updated solely by reviewing the open 

space plans.  The Foxborough Conservation Commission reported that they are also beginning to 

update their plan.     

 

Canton – Canton last prepared an Open Space and Recreation Plan in 1997.  The plan has since 

expired. The open space map shows that there are major parcels of conservation land along the 

Neponset River across from Norwood.  The map of the action plan shows that Canton would like to 

create a protected greenbelt all along the Neponset River.  The Neponset River is a shared regional 

open space resource. 

 

Dedham - Dedham has a committee and is working on updating its plan.   

 

Sharon – The Town of Sharon prepared an open space and recreation plan in 1986.  The plan has 

since expired. The town border with Sharon is rather small.  There are two parcels of open space in 

Sharon that border Norwood.  They are the Spring Valley Country Club and 119 acres of town owned 

land to the north of I-95.  Sharon adopted the Community Preservation Act in 2004.  Although the 

town’s open space plan expired, in June 2008 the town adopted a Community Preservation Plan for 

Fiscal Years 2009-2013 which was prepared by a consultant for the Community Preservation 

Committee.  Since adoption of the plan, the town has raised over $1.29 million of CPA funds.  The 

focus of the open space preservation portion of the plan is on Lake Massapoag which is in the center 

of town.  On Page 25 of the plan, a number of other areas for protection are mentioned but these are 

not mapped.  One property mentioned is the Gobbi Property at 232-264 Norwood Street but this 

property is not near the town border. 

 

Walpole – The Walpole Open Space and Recreation Plan was prepared in 1996.  The plan has since 

expired. Walpole has formed a committee to update the plan. According to the 1996 plan, there were 

no conservation lands in Walpole along the border with Norwood. 

 

Westwood – The Town of Westwood Open Space and Recreation Plan was completed in 1998.  

Westwood is not updating its plan but said that it would like to prepare management plans for its 

conservation lands. The plan has since expired. The maps show that there are two conservation 

parcels along the town border and one wetland area that straddles the two towns.  This wetland area is 

shown on the Five - Year Action Plan as a priority area for acquisition. 

 

 

Current Open Space Initiatives 

 

At the regional open space meeting, MAPC presented a map of regional open space to spur the 

discussion (see Figure 3 in Appendix A.) The communities were asked to share any open space 

initiatives that were regional in scope. 
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Westwood reported on the open space impacts of the I-93/I-95 interchange project in Westwood and 

Canton.  This project is now in the environmental phase.  The project will result in some additional 

open space as ramps are removed.  This open space will increase the size of the Blue Hills 

Reservation.  The noise berm that will be constructed will include one handicapped accessible trail.  

The Environmental Notification Form and its certification outline the open space commitments of 

MHD.  Westwood is working to advance the idea of a path from the Blue Hills to Westwood Station.  

The developer of the Westwood Station project will donate $325,000 towards a path connecting 

Burma Road and the Skyline Trail in the Blue Hills to the railroad station and the project.  Westwood 

Station will also result in a new bike path. 

 

The Town of Milton is concerned about the ultimate disposition of the Boy Scouts swimming pool.  

This $8million facility was closed because it was too expensive to operate.  The property consists of 

110 acres of which 90 is protected open space and another 10 acres could be used for housing.  The 

Town does not want to acquire the property but is concerned about its future because it is at the foot 

of the Blue Hills Reservation. 

 

Dedham reported on the development of the Hebrew Senior Life campus on the Charles River.  The 

campus will include trails and a connection to Wilson Mountain.  The Town has also brought some 

land from the Stigmatine Missionaries and will develop playing fields.  Dedham has applied for a 

Recreational Trails Grant to create a water trail on the Charles to connect with Needham via Cutler 

Park.  This trail will include some new canoe launches.  Dedham has been approaching open space 

protection as an economic development engine.  They noted that LL Bean will be coming to Legacy 

Place on the site of the former Dedham Cinema. 

 

 

 5) Other Regional Open Space Issues 

 

 It is important to consider not just the open space protection activities of the Town of Norwood and 

individual communities but to identify those issues and resources that are truly regional in scope.  

 

Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) 

 

An ACEC is a state-designated critical resource area.  The Department of Environmental 

Management administers the ACEC program on behalf of the Secretary of Environmental Affairs.  

The objectives of the ACEC program are: to identify and designate critical resource areas, to ensure 

that actions by state agencies protect and enhance the resources; and to support local and regional 

actions for the long-term stewardship of ACECs. The state's definition of an ACEC is "an area 

containing concentrations of highly significant environmental resources that has been formally 

designated by the Commonwealth's Secretary of Environmental Affairs".  ACECs may be nominated 

by citizens groups, municipal officials, regional or state agencies or by a legislator. 

 

Fowl Meadow and Ponkapoag Bog 

 

The Fowl Meadow and Ponkapoag Bog ACEC is approximately 8,350 acres in size and is located 

within the following communities: Boston, Canton, Dedham, Milton, Norwood, Randolph, Sharon 

and Westwood.  The ACEC was designated in 1992. 

http://www.state.ma.us/dem/programs/acec/index.htm
http://www.state.ma.us/dem/programs/acec/acecs/l-fowmed.htm
http://www.state.ma.us/dem/programs/acec/acecs/l-fowmed.htm
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The key features of the ACEC are the Neponset River and the Ponkapoag Pond and Bog. An eight-

mile stretch of the Neponset River and its tributaries, the adjacent wetlands and floodplains, the 

associated aquifers and public water supplies, and the diverse habitats form the core resources of the 

Fowl Meadow area. Ponkapoag Bog and Pond and the natural communities and wildlife habitats form 

the core resources of the Ponkapoag Bog area. The ACEC has historical and archaeological resources 

as well as recreational and educational values. 

 

The Fowl Meadow area includes the largest wetland and floodplain areas in the Neponset River basin 

as well as municipal wells that serve Canton, Dedham, and Westwood. At least 13 state-listed rare 

species occur in the ACEC. The northern Fowl Meadow area and Ponkapoag Bog have been 

designated a National Environmental Study Area by the National Park Service. Approximately 2,330 

acres of the ACEC are owned by the  Division of Conservation Services (DCR), and are managed as 

part of the Blue Hills Reservation. 

 

 

B. HISTORY OF THE COMMUNITY 

 

The earliest European settlers of what eventually became the Town of Norwood arrived from 

Dedham in the late 17
th

 century.  The attraction was the swift moving Neponset River in present day 

South Norwood near the East Walpole line.  Ezra Morse built a sawmill here which was active for the 

next 200 years.  The Neponset River was to become the driving force for the town’s development 

throughout the next two centuries.  Known officially as the second parish of Dedham, most 

inhabitants referred to their village by its Indian name, Tiot.  The population grew through the 18
th

 

century, and names such as Tiot, Morse Village, and Ellis distinguished the various population 

centers. 

 

By 1872 enough friction had developed between the second parish and the mother town of Dedham 

that the Massachusetts General Court approved the creation of a new town. South Dedham, after 

having been a parish of the Town of Dedham for 142 years, took its place among the towns of 

Norfolk County as ―NORWOOD‖ on February 13, 1872 when the Act of Incorporation was approved 

by the General Court.  At that time, 1,825 people, almost exclusively Anglo Saxon Protestants, lived 

within its area of 10.48 square miles. 

 

Spurred by its status as a separate town, Norwood was launched into a growth pattern.  The railroad 

had come to South Dedham in the late 1840’s making it increasingly attractive to industry.  Between 

the years 1872 and 1922, industry replaced agriculture as the economic base of the community.  

Many of Norwoods’ industries were world-famous for their products.  There were tanneries, printers, 

and book manufacturers and binderies, an ink mill, railroad shops, foundries, paper mills, a roofing 

plant, and a floor-covering mill.  Several of these old industries have since dissolved or moved but 

others have survived and prospered. 

 

Attracted by the rise of new industry, various foreign-born peoples moved into the Town and the 

population increased to over 12,600 during this period.  The influx and assimilation of immigrants 

has placed Norwood among the most culturally diverse towns of its size and type in New England.  

Norwood achieved a degree of unprecedented prosperity between 1905 and 1922.  Economic and 
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physical expansion culminated in the ―Town Manager‖ form of government in 1914 as a more 

effective way to administer the growing town. 

 

Industrial development continued in Norwood through the mid-20
th

 century.  After World War II a 

gradual shift to high tech occurred in Norwood.  Major corporations found Norwood’s proximity to 

Boston and access to major east-coast population centers to be attractive for business.  During the 

1970’s, changes in the global economy forced many manufacturers to shift their operations to 

different states or out of the country altogether.  Norwood replaced much of that manufacturing 

business with auto related business.  Indeed, Norwood’s ―Automile‖ is a nationally recognized term.  

The Town is still considered one of the more important manufacturing, suburban-residential, and 

wholesale and retail trade centers south of Boston. 

 

 

C. POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS 

 

Past and Present Population 

 

The last plan was prepared using the 2000 U.S. Census.  Because the Census is taken only once every 

ten years, new information will not be available until sometime in 2010.  The only new population 

information which is available is from the town census and is shown in Table 2.  This table shows 

that there has been a slight loss of population (122 people) since 2000. 

 

The U.S. Census reported that Norwood had a population of 28,587 persons in 2000.   Norwood's 

population peaked in 1970 and has declined by 7.2% since then.  The population is primarily white 

(89.6%).  The largest percentage increase of any ethnic group is in the Asian population (including 

Asian Indians), which went from 1.4% in 1990 to 5.0% in 2000. The Hispanic population also 

increased slightly.  Information on race and ethnicity is presented in Table 3. 

 

The age groups with the highest population are 25-34 and 35-44 (17% of the population each) and 45-

54 (13%).  The population under 10 years old makes up only 12% of the population.  Table 4 shows 

the age group distribution for the 2008 town census as compared to the 2000 census.  There was a 

decrease of 931 people in the 0-14 year old age group and an increase of 605 people in the 15-24 year 

old age group.  There was very little change (an increase of 93 people) in the 60 and older population.  

 

In 2000, there were 11,623 households.  Of these, 63.6% were family households and 36.4% were 

non-family households.  Traditional married couples with children under the age of 18 constituted 

22.3% of all households.  The average household size was 2.41 persons and the average family size 

was 3.05 persons.  Household data are shown in Table 5. 
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Table 2 
Total Population 1960 – 2000 and 2002-2008 

Year Population 

1960 24,868 
1970 30,815 
1980 29,711 
1990 28,700 
2000 28,587 
2002 28,434 
2003 28,399 
2004 28,410 
2005 28,429 
2006 28,192 
2007 28,271 
2008 28,465 

Source: U.  Source: U.S. Census 1960- 2000, Town Census 2002-2008. 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 3 
Race and Ethnicity: 1990  and 2000 

 

Ethnic group 1990 - % of Population 2000 - % of Population 

   
Not Hispanic 99.6 98.3 
  White 96.9 89.6 
   Black   1.4   2.2 
   Asian   1.4  5.0 
   Other   0.2  0.4 
   2 or more   N/a  1.1 
Hispanic   0.4  1.7 
   

   
Source:  U.S. Census   
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Table 4- Age Distribution: 2000 and 2008 
 

Age Group 2000 
Number 

2000 
Percentage 

2008 
Number 

2008 
Percentage 

     
Under 5 years 1,693 6 1,383 5 
5 to 9 years 1,662 6 1,329 5 
10 to 14 years 1,693 6 1,405 5 
15 to 19 years 1,332 5 1,585 6 
20 to 24 years 1,380 5 1,732 6 
25 to 34 years 4,758 17 4,443 16 
35 to 44 years 4,740 17 4,204 15 
45 to 54 years 3,743 13 4,323 15 
55 to 59 years 1,345 5 1,681 6 
60 to 64 years 1,219 4 1,463 5 
65 to 74 years 2,425 8 2,133 8 
75 to 84 years 1,851 6 1,839 6 
85 years and over 746 3 899 3 
Total 28,587  28,419  

Source:  U.S. Census (2000), Town of Norwood 2008  
 

 

 
Table 5- Household Composition: 2000 

Household Type Number 

  
Total households 11,623 
  
Family households (families) 7,382 
     With own children under 18 years 3,157 
  Married-couple family 5,913 
      With own children under 18 years 2,602 
   Female householder, no husband present 1,153 
       With own children under 18 years 484 
Non-family households 4,241 
          Householder living alone 3,413 
          Householder 65 years and over 1,390 
Households with individuals under 18 years 3,314 
Households with individuals 65 years and older 3,357 
  
Average household size 2.41 
Average family size 3.05 
  

Source:  U.S. Census  
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Environmental Justice Demographics – There is one census block group in Census Tract 413400 

that meets two of the state’s criteria for environmental justice:  25% or more of the residents are 

minority and 25% or more of the residents are foreign-born. This area is generally known as Windsor 

Gardens because of the MBTA Commuter Rail station.  The neighborhood contains two major 

apartment complexes: The Berkshires at Windsor Gardens (formerly called Windsor Gardens) and 

Old Derby Village. There is some Section 8 subsidized housing in this area but there is also much 

market-rate housing as well. The environmental justice designation is because 27.4% of the 

population in this area is Asian and 31.6% of the population is foreign born.  Population 

characteristics for this Census block group can be found in Table 6. 

 
 

Table 6 
Population Characteristics for the Environmental Justice 

Census Block Group  
 

Total Population 3,103 

White population 1,898 

Black population 199 

Hispanic population 78 

Asian population 851 

Other population 77 

% White 61.17 

% Black 6.41 

% Asian 27.43 

% other 2.48 

White population under 5 
years old 

99 

White population under 18 
years old 

336 

White population 18-64 1,328 

White population over 65 234 

Black population under 5 11 

Black population under 18 60 

Black population 18-64 146 

Black population over 65 1 

Hispanic population under 5 3 

Hispanic population under 18 24 

Hispanic population 18-64 51 

Hispanic population over 65 3 

Asian under 5 119 

Asian under 18 213 

Asian 18-64 633 

Asian over 65 5 

Other under 5 9 
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Table 6 
Population Characteristics for the Environmental Justice 

Census Block Group  
 

Other under 18 29 

Other 18-64 39 

Other over 65 1 

Foreign born population 968 

% Foreign born 31.65 

Source:  U.S. Census 
 

 

 

Population Density - Based on the 2000 population of 28,587 and a total land area of 10.48 square 

miles, Norwood has an overall population density of 2,727 persons per square mile.  There are five 

census tracts in Norwood with densities that range from 1,418 persons per square mile to 5,354 

persons per square mile.  Table 7 shows the population and density by census tract and Map 3 shows 

the census tract boundaries. 

 

 

 

 
Table 7 

Population Density by Census Tract 
 

Census Tract 2000 Pop. Area (sq.miles) Persons/sq. 
mile 

413100*** 5,688 4.01 1,418 

413200 5,902 1.56 3,783 
413300 5,109 1.23 4,153 
413400 7,871 1.47 5,354 
413500 4,017 2.26 1,777 
  

Source: U. S. Census  
       

 

*** This Census tract includes much of the Fowl Meadow and Ponkapoag Bog ACEC 

 

Projected Population  
 

In May 2008, MAPC released MetroFuture: Making a Greater Boston Region, a new plan for growth 

and development in Metro Boston from now to 2030. In order to support the MetroFuture planning 

process, MAPC prepared two sets of population and employment projections: a ―current trends‖ 

projection and a ―MetroFuture‖ projection. 
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The current trends or baseline projection estimates the number of people and jobs likely to exist in  

community if current patterns of growth and development continued to 2030. The MetroFuture 

projection estimates the number of people and jobs for each community if the recommendations 

contained in the MetroFuture plan are followed. Under MetroFuture, more growth is directed to areas 

that are already developed, such as town centers and urban areas.  Table 8 shows the population 

projections for Norwood and all of the communities in the TRIC subregion for both the current trends 

and the MetroFuture scenario.    Norwood is projected to grow under both scenarios.  Under current 

trends growth from 2010-2030 would be 811 people and under the MetroFuture scenario, growth 

would be 1,348 people.  MetroFuture assigns additional growth to Norwood because it has the 

infrastructure to support this growth and is on the commuter rail line. 

 

Table 9 shows the ranking in terms of population growth under the MetroFuture scenario for all TRIC 

communities.  Norwood has the fifth highest population growth. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 8 
Population Projections for the Communities in the TRIC Subregion 

 Current Trends and MetroFuture 

       

 2010 2010 2020 2020 2030 2030 

 
Current 
Trends MetroFuture 

Current 
Trends MetroFuture 

Current 
Trends MetroFuture 

Canton 21,643 21,328 22,331 21,689 22,865 21,888 

Dedham 25,877 25,369 26,147 26,760 26,317 27,822 

Dover 5,792 5,557 5,977 5,640 5,977 5,708 

Foxborough 17,346 16,888 18,518 17,459 18,880 17,889 

Medfield 12,794 12,548 13,208 13,013 13,530 13,399 

Milton 27,314 26,782 27,801 27,478 28,151 27,794 

Needham 29,797 29,928 30,337 31,101 30,725 31,953 

Norfolk 11,263 10,857 11,912 11,816 12,439 11,458 

Norwood 29,214 29,803 29,690 30,586 30,025 31,151 

Sharon 18,315 18,290 19,041 18,893 19,616 19,553 

Stoughton 29,288 29,777 31,434 31,434 30,893 32,712 

Walpole 23,826 23,470 24,622 23,931 25,243 24,265 

Westwood 15,851 15,000 17,480 16,037 17,769 16,788 
       
Source: MAPC Data Center 
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Table 9 
Projected Growth from 2010 - 2030 in the TRIC 

Subregion under MetroFuture 

 
Total Population Growth 2010 - 2030 

Stoughton 2,935 

Dedham 2,453 

Needham 2,025 

Westwood 1,788 

Norwood 1,348 

Sharon 1,263 

Milton 1,012 

Foxborough 1,001 

Medfield 851 

Walpole 795 

Norfolk 601 

Canton 560 

Dover 151 

  

Source:  MAPC Data Center 
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Table 10 
Projected Age Distribution for Norwood Population: Current Trends and Metro Future 

Current Trends 
% 
Change Metro Future 

% 
Change 

Age Range 2010 2020 2030 
2010-
2030 2010 2020 2030 

2010-
2030 

               

00-04 1,679 1,697 1,742 3.76 1,712 1,732 1,778 3.82 

05-09 1,531 1,417 1,439 -6.06 1,567 1,474 1,514 -3.37 

10-14 1,573 1,403 1,364 -13.33 1,609 1,452 1,425 -11.44 

15-19 1,570 1,389 1,267 -19.27 1,608 1,426 1,302 -19.01 

20-24 1,653 1,512 1,322 -20.04 1,691 1,550 1,357 -19.72 

25-29 2,138 2,386 2,158 0.94 2,174 2,428 2,197 1.05 

30-34 2,237 2,542 2,452 9.57 2,277 2,621 2,558 12.32 

35-39 2,178 2,032 2,293 5.28 2,222 2,108 2,404 8.23 

40-44 2,176 1,765 1,967 -9.60 2,222 1,827 2,052 -7.62 

45-49 2,114 1,628 1,474 -30.29 2,162 1,692 1,552 -28.18 

50-54 1,887 1,724 1,378 -27.01 1,932 1,792 1,457 -24.59 

55-59 1,606 1,739 1,400 -12.85 1,645 1,811 1,486 -9.68 

60-64 1,670 1,908 1,674 0.22 1,705 1,979 1,766 3.61 

65-69 1,474 2,007 2,255 52.99 1,499 2,067 2,341 56.16 

70-74 1,107 1,736 2,064 86.46 1,124 1,776 2,119 88.49 

75-79 995 1,260 1,726 73.37 1,009 1,281 1,758 74.24 

80-85 775 712 1,112 43.50 786 724 1,131 43.89 

85+ 848 834 939 10.75 858 845 952 10.88 

  29,214 29,690 30,025   29,803 30,586 31,151   
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Recreational Needs by Age Group  
 

Under the age of five, most recreation is done with parental supervision. This recreation tends to be 

close to home due to the difficulties of traveling with children.   This age group also needs structured 

preschool programs that focus on teaching basic skills.  For older children, adults seek places to take 

their children for walks.  Adults with older children also seek out programs for their children that 

provide family recreational opportunities.   

 

Adolescents are a difficult age group to serve because they do not like to participate in traditional 

programs that are structured or involve adult supervision.  They prefer programs where they are more 

actively involved in determining the activities.  Programs that work well for adolescents include rock 

climbing, adventure programs, skateboarding, hiking, band concerts, cook outs, dances and sports. 

 

The needs of elderly residents are divided between the younger, more active senior citizens and the 

frail elderly.  The frail elderly generally require therapeutic recreational services.  More active seniors 

tend to enjoy walking, golf, tennis and swimming. 

 

The needs of residents with disabilities also vary.  Some residents with disabilities can participate in 

regular recreational programs without any modifications while others may need some assistance.  

Depending on the degree of disability, there may also be a need for specific programs geared for that 

population.  Physical barriers are a key factor and will need to be evaluated through the American 

Disabilities Act Section 504 process and eliminated in a systematic fashion.  Programmatic changes 

may also be necessary, including training staff on how to work with disabled residents.  

 

Economic data 

 

Up-to-date economic data is difficult to find because the next U.S. census is not until 2010. The 

following information is from the previous plan. 

 

According to the 2000 Census, median household income in Norwood in 1999 was $58,421 while 

median family income was $70,164.  The per capita income was $27,720.  In 1999, 2.7% of all 

families with children were below the poverty level while 4.4% of all individuals lived below the 

poverty level. 

 

In 2000, the resident labor force in Norwood was 16,171 workers.  However, Norwood businesses 

employed 24,630 workers in 2000.  The most recent data from the Executive Office of Labor and 

Workforce Development can be found in Table 11.  This table shows that Norwood businesses 

employed 24,803 workers in 2007. Therefore, Norwood is still an importer of labor.  The average 

annual wage in 2000 was $55,863.  The Executive Office of Labor and Workforce development 

statistics for 2007 showed an average weekly wage for all businesses in Norwood of $1,082.  If this 

number is multiplied by 52, the average annual wage in 2007 would be approximately $56,264. The 

manufacturing sector had wages substantially higher than any other sector.     

 

The top ten employers are listed in Table 12. 
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Table 11 
2007 Average Employment and Wages by Industry 

 

    

Industry 
# of 

Establishments 
Average 

Employment 
Average Weekly 

Wage 

    
Construction 120 1,199 $1,051 
Manufacturing 71 3,008 $1,688 
Wholesale trade 125 2,022 $1,364 
Retail trade 162 3,774 $912 
Transportation/warehousing 35 1,295 $761 
Information 28 1,074 $1,002 
Finance and insurance 59 2,080 $1,431 
Real estate 48 448 $906 
Professional and technical services 166 1,563 $1,478 
Management of companies 7 112 $1,388 
Administrative and waste services 75 992 $788 
Educational services 20 877 $1,314 
Health care and social assistance 125 3,6759 $897 
Arts, entertainment, recreation 13 193 $325 
Accommodation and food services 85 1,543 $321 
Other services except public admin. 146 621 $584 

 
Source:  The Official Website of the Executive Office of Labor and Workforce Development 
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Table 12 

Top Ten Employers in Norwood – 2008 
 

Name Product Employees2 

Caritas Norwood Hospital Medical Services 1800 
Analog Devices Electronics 800 
Mercer Company Human Resources  800 
Boch Enterprises Automobiles 600 
United Parcel Services Delivery Services 600 
Instron Corp. Measuring Equipment  600 
FM Global Commercial Insurance 500 
GZA Environmental Environmental Services 500 
Premier Insurance Insurance 500 
Barrow Industries Textile Wholesale 400 
Tyco Corp. Manufacturing 400 
Martignetti Corp. Liquor Distributor 300 
   

 
Source: Neponset Valley Chamber of Commerce; Steve Costello – Norwood Town Planner 

 
 

 

Housing Characteristics 

 

In 2001, the Town hired Larry Koff & Associates to prepare an Interim Housing Strategy. This report 

provided a review of housing statistics in Norwood from both the 2000 US Census and Town sources. 

Much of the following housing information is summarized from that report and cannot be updated 

until the 2010 Census. 

 

According to the 2000 Census (Table 13), there were 11,945 housing units in Norwood (an increase 

of 361 units since 1990).  The percentage of owner-occupied units was 57% in 2000. The majority of 

these (51.4%) were single family homes. Another 12.6% of all housing units were two-family homes. 

Twenty-three percent of all housing units were in apartment buildings. Fifty-six percent (56%) of the 

housing stock was built before 1959. 

 

There have been no developments built under Chapter 40B (the comprehensive permit law) in the last 

five years. As of September 9, 2008 (the date of available information on the Department of Housing 

and Community Development’s website) the town has 714 units of housing listed on the Subsidized 

Housing Inventory.  The percentage of total housing units is 6%, which is under the 10% state 

requirement. 

 

 

 
                                                           
2
 This does not represent the actual number of employees; it is based on ranges of employees for area businesses. 
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Table 13 

Housing Units – 2000 
 

Units in Structure Number Percent 

1 unit detached 6,138 51.4 
1 unit attached 453 3.8 
2 units 1,506 12.6 
3 or 4 units 957 8.0 
5 to 9 units 721 6.0 
10 to 19 units 1,077 9.0 
20 or more units 1,093 9.2 
Total housing units 11,945 100% 
 
Source: U.S. Census 
 

                              

 

 

 
Table 14 

Housing Tenure and Sales 
 

 1990 2000 2009 * 

Owner-Occupied 54.2% 55.7%  
Renter-Occupied 40.9% 41.6%  
Vacant Units 4.9% 2.7%  
Total Housing Units 11,584 11,945  
    
# of Sales 257 376  
Median Sales Price $162,000 $225,000  
Median Sales Price – 
Single Family 

  
$330,750 

Median Sales Price – 
Condo 

  
$255,000 

* For the period January through July 
 
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau and the Warren Group 
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D. GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT PATTERNS  

 

1. Patterns and Trends 

 

The development of the Town of Norwood has been, in large part, a response to shifting patterns of 

transportation.  Norwood’s earliest development was influenced by its location on the swift-flowing 

Neponset River, which was both a transportation route and a source of power for mills.  With the 

coming of the railroad in the 1840’s, the Town became increasingly attractive to industry as the 

economic base shifted away from agriculture.  After World War II when highways became the 

primary mode of transportation, Norwood’s location relative to Boston became more important and 

spurred the growth of high-tech industries in Norwood.   

 

Another factor contributing to the overall land use patterns in Norwood is the presence of the Fowl 

Meadow, much of which will never be developed because of environmental constraints.  This large 

undevelopable area pushed much of the residential development into the north and southwestern 

portions of Town. 

 

2. Infrastructure 

 

Transportation – Norwood has excellent highway access via Interstate 95, Route 1 and Route 1A.  

Commuter rail service is available to Boston from three stops in Norwood (Norwood Central, 

Norwood Depot, and Windsor Gardens). Parking is available at Norwood Central and Norwood 

Depot. There is also Amtrak passenger service between Boston and New York from the Route 128 

station in Westwood.  Norwood is within the service area of the Massachusetts Bay Transportation 

Authority (MBTA) and fixed route bus service is available between Walpole and the Forest Hills 

Orange Line station. Norwood Memorial Airport is a reliever airport with two runways and is an 

important airport for corporate aviation within the region. 

 

Water supply - Norwood’s first water supply was Buckmaster Pond in Westwood.  In 1912, the Town 

developed the Ellis Wellfield, which it used until 1957. In 1957, the Town joined what is now the 

Massachusetts Water Resource Authority (MWRA) system.  The average day demand has been 

holding steady in the 3.0 MGD range. 
 

 

Table 15 
Water Consumption 

Year 
Average Day Demand (Million 

Gallons Per Day) 
2003 3.16 MGD 

2004 3.15 MGD 

2005 3.19 MGD 

2006 3.10 MGD 

2007 3.41 MGD 

2008 3.01 MGD 

Source: Dept. of Environmental Protection 
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The Norwood Water Department takes water samples from ten locations weekly and sends them to 

the MWRA for testing.   

 

The Four Town Regional Growth Study found that water is a limiting resource in the region and is 

likely to become even more so in the future. The Ellis Wellfields are now contaminated and have 

been decommissioned.  These wells would require expensive remediation.  However, the land 

currently functions as passive open space although it is not developed for such. 

 

Sewer - The Town of Norwood is part of the MWRA sewerage system.  There are only a few septic 

systems remaining in the Town. 

 

Solid waste – The Town’s landfill has been closed and capped.  Solid waste is now disposed of by a 

private contractor, Waste Management, at their facility in Saugus, MA. 

 

3. Long-Term Development Patterns 

 

The Town’s long-term development is largely a function of the economy, the zoning bylaw and the 

amount of remaining, buildable land.   

 

a) Zoning 

 

The Town of Norwood is divided into thirteen zoning districts with five overlay districts. 

Residential densities range from 10,000 to 15,000 square foot lots.  These districts are shown on 

Figure 5 in Appendix A. 

 

Table 16 
Zoning Districts 

 

Abbreviation District Name Minimum Lot 
Size 

S2 Single Residence 2 15,000 sf 
S1 Single Residence 1 12,500 sf 
S Single Residence 10,000 sf 
G General Residence 10,000 sf 
A Multifamily Districts 10,000 sf 
CB Business Districts Central 5,000 sf 
HB Highway Business 22,5000 sf 
LB Limited Business 10,000 sf 
GB General Business 10,000 sf 
O Office-Research Districts 3 acres 
LM Limited Manufacturing Districts 3 acres 
LMA Limited Manufacturing A 3 acres 
M Manufacturing Districts 10,000 sf 
FP Floodplain Overlay District  
WRP Water Resources Protection Overlay District  
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Table 16 
Zoning Districts 

 

Abbreviation District Name Minimum Lot 
Size 

WCSD Wireless Communications Services District  
DAO Downtown Apartment Overlay District  
SGASGOD The Saint George Avenue Smart Growth Overlay 

District 
 

Source: Town of Norwood Zoning Bylaw 
 

 

 

 

b) Subdivisions and Development Activity 

 

There are very few subdivisions in Norwood because of the lack of larger, vacant parcels.  Most new 

residential development is taking place where over-sized lots are being split up either through the 

ANR (Approval Not Required) process or as modified subdivisions.  Currently, there are no industrial 

subdivisions pending.  Table 16 shows the status of subdivision activity in 2008. 

 

Residential construction peaked in 1998 and has dropped off considerably since then.  During the 

period from 2003-2008, residential construction peaked in 2004 but dropped off considerably to a low 

of only 12 new dwelling units in 2008. 

 

 
Table 17 

Current Subdivision Activity – 2008 
 

Name Lots Status  Comments 

Talbot Farms 16 Under construction 50% complete 
Lydon Estates 4 Under construction 50% complete 
George F. Willett Parkway Subdivision 4 Inactive 1 year extension – 9/2008 
Coolidge Estates 8 Under construction 90% complete 
    

Source: Town of Norwood 
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Table 18 

New Residential Dwelling Units: 2003-2008 

 

Year 

# of 

Permits 

# of 1-Family 

Structures/#of 

Dwelling 

Units 

# of 2-Family 

Structures/# 

of Dwelling 

Units 

# of 3-4 

Family 

Structures/# 

of Dwelling 

Units 

# of 

Multifamily 

Structures/# 

of Dwelling 

Units 

Total 

New 

Dwelling 

Units 

2003 22 20 

1 Structure/2 

Dwelling 

Units 0 

1 Structure/5 

Dwelling Units 27 

2004 42 31 

7 

Structures/14 

Dwelling 

Units 0 

4 Structures/74 

Dwelling Units 119 

2005 32 29 0 

1 Structure/4 

Dwelling 

Units 

2 Structures/11 

Dwelling Units 44 

2006 17 13 

2 Structures/4 

Dwelling 

Units 0 

2 Structures/15 

Dwelling Units 32 

2007 19 14 

1 Structure/2 

Dwelling 

Units 

1 Structure/4 

Dwelling 

Units 

3 Structures/38 

Dwelling Units 58 

2008 11 10 

1 Structure/2 

Dwelling 

Units 0 0 12 

Totals 143 

117 

Structures/117 

Dwelling 

Units 

12 

Structures/24 

Dwelling 

Units 

2 

Structures/8 

Dwelling 

Units 

12 

Structures/143 

Dwelling 

Units 292 

Source:  Town of Norwood Building Department 

 

 

c) Buildout 

 

In 2000, the Metropolitan Area Planning Council, under contract to the Executive Office of 

Environmental Affairs (EOEA) prepared a buildout analysis for every community in the Boston 

region.  A buildout analysis is a tool to help communities understand the potential impacts of future 

growth that might occur given the amount of developable land remaining and how that land is zoned. 

 

The table below summarizes the results of that buildout analysis. The analysis starts with available 

land in each zoning district and makes projections of additional housing units as well as 

commercial/industrial space according to each district’s minimum lot size and other regulations.  The 

projections only account for as of right development and do not include development by special or 

comprehensive permit that may increase the amount of development.  These buildout projections 



28 

 

were combined with 2000 Census and other data to create a profile of each community at buildout 

according to its current zoning.   

 

The Town has reviewed the buildout analysis and feels that it may have overstated the amount of 

development potential on the Norwood Country Club parcel.  This golf course was built on filled land 

and much of it is probably too wet for development. 

 

 

 

Table 19 
Summary of Buildout Analysis 

 

Population 1990 28,700 
 2000 28,587 
 Buildout 30,191 

Students 1990 3,354 
 2000 3,686 
 Buildout 3,900 

Households 1990 11,018 
 2000 11,945 
 Buildout 12,613 

Water use (gallons/day) 2000 3,261,038 
 Buildout 3,853,720 
Source:  MAPC 

 

 

Table 20 
Buildout Impacts 

 

Additional residents 1,604 
Additional school children 214 
Additional residential units 668 
Additional developable land area (acres) 559 
Additional commercial/industrial buildable floor area (sq. ft.) 6,298,082 
Additional water demand at buildout (gallons per day)  
    Residential 120,326 
   Commercial and industrial 472,356 
Additional solid waste (tons/year 823 
    Non-recyclable 585 
    Recyclable 238 
Additional roadway at buildout (miles) 6 
  
Source: MAPC 
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SECTION IV- ENVIRONMENTAL INVENTORY AND ANALYSIS 

 

A. GEOLOGY, SOILS AND TOPOGRAPHY 

 

Geology – The Town of Norwood lies within the lower New England Physiographic Province.  Lying 

within the Boston Basin subregion of this province, Norwood consists of relatively smooth plains 

with some smooth round and oval hills, called drumlins, rising above the plain.  The geological 

history of this area shows repeated advances of thick glacial ice.  These advances caused complex 

deformations of the earth’s crust with the moving ice scouring the existing bedrock surface.  The 

resulting valleys were filled in with a coating of glacial fill and outwash from meltwater streams.  

Varying with the thickness of the glacial fill deposit, there are areas in Norwood where the bedrock is 

exposed and other areas where the bedrock is as deep as 150 feet.  A prime example of an area 

consisting of exposed bedrock is the River Ridge Office Complex (Marriott Hotel) located on Route 1 

North. 

 

Bedrock geology refers to the solid rock, which underlies the soil.  U. S. Soils Conservation Service 

maps show that much of the northern section of Norwood, or the section closest to Westwood, 

consists of Dedham Granite and other rocks categorized as Mattapan Volcanic Complex.  Rocks 

included in the Mattapan Volcanic Complex include ryolitic rock, a fine-grained light-colored 

igneous rock; siliceous rock, which is similar to ryolitic but has imbedded quartz crystals; and lava 

rock.  The southern section of Norwood, closest to Walpole and Canton, consists of pink 

conglomerate and wamsutta formation.  Wamsutta Formation is a mixture of red and pink 

conglomerate, gray wackle, sandstone and an area of ryolite. 

 

The surface geology of Norwood has been mapped by MassGIS.  A review of this map shows much 

of the central and northern sections of Norwood are areas of glacial till.  Glacial till is unsorted 

nonstratified glacial drift consisting of silt, sand, clay, and boulders transported and deposited by 

glacial ice.  Norwood Center and the Polaroid property near the Norwood/Westwood border are areas 

of glacial till.  Much of the southern section of Norwood, especially near Washington Street in South 

Norwood and Neponset Street near Interstate 95, consists of large areas of sand and gravel deposits.  

Sand and gravel deposits are a mixture of sand grains, mostly quartz and gravel.  Another prominent 

surface geological feature in Norwood is referred to as floodplain alluvium.  The floodplain alluvium 

contains sand, silt, or clay deposited on land by streams.  In Norwood, these areas are found on the 

eastern side of Route 1 encompassing the Norwood Airport, the Norwood Country Club, and the 

entire length of the Neponset River. 

 

Soils – According to the U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Soil Conservation Services Division, much of the 

land to the west of the Boston-Providence Turnpike (Route 1) is comprised of soils in the Canton-

Urban Complex and the Charlton-Hollis-Urban Complex soil categories.  Typically, these categories 

consist of soils that are predominantly loam, sandy loam or stony loam, very deep and well drained, 

and offering only slight to moderate restrictions for building development.  These lands are fairly 

level with slopes averaging between 0 and 10%.  For recreational pursuits, they are very favorable for 

the development of camp and picnic areas, paths and trails, playgrounds, and active recreational 

development. 
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The majority of the soils east of Route 1 are classified as Freetown Muck, Swansea Muck, and Saco 

Silt. These classifications indicate generally poorly drained soils in highly decomposed organic 

material lying on the flood plains of the Neponset River.  Most areas of this soil type are woodland or 

wetland with the accompanying shrubs and grasses providing excellent habitat for wetland wildlife.  

The Fowl Meadow and Ponkapoag Bog Area of Critical Environmental Concern lies in these soils.  

Recreational development of camp areas, picnic areas, playgrounds, and paths and trails are severely 

limited by these soils because of flooding and wetness. 

 

Topography - The topography of Norwood is characterized by generally flat (less than 2% slopes) or 

gently rolling land.  The lowest areas in town are in the southeast, in the vicinity of the Neponset 

River.  From this spot, the land rises gradually toward the northeast corner of the town to elevations 

of between 150 and 250 feet above sea level.  The highest point in town is the hill behind Norwood 

High School, which is approximately 250 feet above sea level. 

 

Lands with a slope of between 2% and 10% usually drain quite well and provide only slight 

limitations to development.  On the other extreme, lands with greater than 10% slope are less 

desirable areas for construction because of the higher costs of development and disturbance to the 

landscape.  In contrast to the large flat areas found throughout the town, steep slopes are found only 

in spots along the streams, some hillsides and in the glacial esker on the north side of town along 

University Avenue. 

 

The soils and geologic features are shown on Figure 6. 

 

B. LANDSCAPE CHARACTER 

 

Norwood’s gentle rolling terrain, woodlands, marshes, brooks and ponds accent the residential nature 

of the town. The Neponset River, which has gained statewide recognition, enters into Norwood from 

Walpole and forms the town line with Canton and Sharon.  Much of the southeastern part of 

Norwood, including the Neponset River, lies within the Fowl Meadow and Ponkapoag Bog Area of 

Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC).  This section of town contains large tracts of open land, 

most of which will never be developed because of environmental constraints.  The northern and 

southwestern parts of town are largely residential.  Atop the higher elevations are fine views of the 

Blue Hills in Canton and Moose Hill.  These views and landscape features are depicted on Figure 7. 

 

Since buildable land is scarce, small residential developments (less than 10 lots) tend to be the norm.  

These small developments tend to encroach on the established landscape character.  A recent example 

was the conversion of an historic home and 5 acres of land into a ten-lot subdivision.  With 

Norwood’s high-density residential zoning, more of this kind of ―infill‖ development can be 

expected.  Unlike many other communities, mansionization is not an issue.  Mansionization is the 

trend towards tearing down smaller homes and replacing them with substantially larger structures. 

 

C. WATER RESOURCES 

 

Overview of Surface Waters – The Neponset River was the main reason for settlement in Norwood 

during the 17
th

 century.  Thereafter, it was the driving force for development and industry for the next 

two hundred years.  The Neponset River has its headwaters in the Town of Foxborough and flows 
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through Norwood in a northeasterly direction towards its mouth at Dorchester Bay.  The river forms 

the southeastern boundary between Norwood and the towns of Canton and Sharon (see Figure 8, 

Water Resources). Plantingfield Brook, Purgatory Brook, Hawes Brook, Meadow Brook and 

Traphole Brook form a network of tributaries to the Neponset River. There are five significant ponds 

in Norwood: Ellis, Guild, Willett, Mill, and Factory Ponds.  They provide important stormwater 

retention and provide opportunities for water-related activities such as fishing, canoeing and ice-

skating. 

 

Water Quality Assessment - A comprehensive assessment of water quality in the Neponset River sub-

watershed can be found on the Department of Environmental Protections’ website. The water quality 

information in Table 21 is taken from that report.  This report was the source of information for the 

2003-2008 Open Space and Recreation Plan.  The state has not updated the Boston Harbor Water 

Quality Assessment and therefore, the information in Table 21 is still the most recent information 

available. 

 

The Department of Environmental Protection assigns a classification to all surface waters. In 

Norwood, the rivers and streams all carry the classification of ―B‖.  These waters are designated as a 

habitat for fish, other aquatic life, and wildlife, and for primary and secondary contact recreation.  

Some waters may also be designated for water supply with appropriate treatment.  Class B waters 

should also be suitable for irrigation and other agricultural uses and for compatible industrial cooling 

and process uses.  These waters shall also have consistently good aesthetic value. For each designated 

use, the river or stream is assessed as being in support of that use, partially in support or non-

supportive of that use. 

 

The use designations relevant to Norwood waters are as follows:  

 

Aquatic Life – The water shall provide suitable habitat for sustaining a native, naturally diverse, 

community of aquatic flora and fauna. 

 

Fish Consumption – Pollutants shall not result in unacceptable concentrations in edible portions of 

marketable fish or shellfish or for the recreational use of fish, shellfish, other aquatic life or wildlife 

for human consumption. 

 

Primary Contact Recreation – Suitable for any recreation or other water use in which there is 

prolonged and intimate contact with the water with a significant risk of ingestion of water.  These 

include, but are not limited to, wading, swimming, diving, surfing and water skiing. 

 

Secondary Contact Recreation – Suitable for any recreation or other water use in which contact with 

the water is either incidental or accidental.  These include, but are not limited to, fishing, boating and 

limited contact incidental to shoreline activities. 

 

Aesthetics – All surface waters shall be free from pollutants in concentrations or combinations that 

settle to form objectionable deposits; float as debris, scum or other matter to form nuisances; produce 

objectionable odor, color, taste or turbidity; or produce undesirable or nuisance species of aquatic life. 
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DEP is responsible for identifying waters of the Commonwealth that are impaired and developing a 

plan to bring them into compliance.  The list of impaired waters is known as the ―303d‖ list.  Once a 

waterbody is identified as impaired, DEP is required to develop a pollution budget known as a TMDL 

(Total Maximum Daily Load). 

 

Plantingfield Brook  - Plantingfield Brook, which is approximately two miles long, begins at Lymans 

Pond in Westwood, flows into Norwood, crosses under Route 1A, and then joins Purgatory Brook 

which flows into the Neponset.  The area where the two brooks join is part of the Water Resources 

Protection District, discussed later.  

 

Purgatory Brook - Purgatory Brook, which is approximately five miles long, begins in Westwood, 

enters Norwood between Route 1 and Route 1A, joins with Plantingfield Brook, runs between 

Norwood Country Club and Lost Brook Country Club, then by Norwood Memorial Airport, and 

eventually into the Neponset River.  

 

Traphole Brook - Traphole Brook, which is approximately five miles long, begins in Sharon, flows 

through Walpole, then enters Norwood near the Pier One retail store on Route 1, continues by Union 

Street and Sumner Street and into the Fowl Meadow.  It eventually connects to the Neponset River 

along the Norwood-Sharon border near I-95.  Two conservation parcels abut the brook, Pezwick Park 

and Traphole Brook Conservation parcel.  

 

Meadow Brook - Meadow Brook begins near Pleasant Street and traverses southward under Route 1 

and into the Neponset River.  The brook is less than one mile long but its central location is key since 

its watershed drains most of the middle part of town.  Meadow Brook flows by the location of a 

former EPA Superfund site – the Grant Gear factory off Route 1. 

 

Hawes Brook - Hawes Brook begins at Willett Pond at the Norwood/Westwood/Walpole town lines, 

then flows into Guild and Ellis Ponds in Norwood.  It continues east under Route 1A and the MBTA 

rail line, and into the Endean Recreation Area near Junior High South. It continues under Washington 

Street and then merges with the Neponset River.  The brook is 1 ½ miles long. 

 

Germany Brook - While not a direct tributary to the Neponset, Germany Brook connects to Ellis Pond 

after draining much of the northeastern part of town.  Water that flows into Ellis Pond via Germany 

Brook eventually reaches the Neponset River via Hawes Brook. 

 

Ellis and Guild Ponds - Ellis and Guild ponds are both owned by the Conservation Commission.  

They are both man-made reservoirs with water surfaces that at one time covered areas of 16 acres and 

3 acres, respectively. Age and deterioration have taken their toll. The earth fill dam at Guild Pond 

needs to be repaired. Fortunately, the Ellis Dam, which was in a serious state of disrepair, was 

reconstructed in 1999 with the help of the State. Over time, the pond bottoms have silted up and 

become overgrown with vegetation.  As a result, the surface areas have dwindled to less than half 

their original size.  Dredging these ponds should be considered. 

 

Willett Pond - Willett Pond (sometimes called New Pond) is man-made and was originally used by 

Winslow Brothers and Smith Tannery Co. for power.  Later, the water from Willett Pond was used by 

Bird and Son and Hollingsworth and the Vose Co. in their paper manufacturing processes.  At the 



33 

 

present time, the Neponset River Watershed Association, a non-profit environmental organization, 

owns the pond.  It is used primarily to maintain flow in the Neponset River, which is measured at a 

USGS gauging station, located about 2 miles downstream.  Water is released as needed, usually 

during July and August.  The pond is also drawn down in the fall to provide storage for spring runoff. 

 

Mill Pond - Mill Pond is part of Pezwick Park, which abuts Traphole Brook off Sumner Street. The 

Conservation Commission owns half of Mill Pond and abutters own the other half.  At one time 

residents used the pond for skating, ice hockey and fishing.  It has deteriorated to the point that it 

must now be dredged.  

 

Factory Pond - Factory Pond is adjacent to Victory Plaza on Walpole Street.  Hawes Brook feeds into 

the pond.  Factory Pond is a valuable storm retention area and is now owned by the Norwood 

Conservation Commission. 

 

Buckmaster Pond - Buckmaster Pond, located in Westwood, is owned by the town and was originally 

used as a surface water supply.  Buckmaster was relegated to supplemental water supply when the 

town developed a ground water supply at the Ellis Wellfield.  Buckmaster was then relegated to 

standby status when the Town connected to the MWRA system in 1957.   

 

Flood Hazard Areas – Norwood’s Zoning Bylaws contains a Floodplain Overlay Zoning District 

which defines floodplain districts as the areas shown as A, A1-A30 on the federal Flood Insurance 

Rate Map (FIRM).  These areas are depicted on Figure 8 (Water Resources Map).  Building is 

allowed in these areas only after stamped, engineered plans have been supplied which demonstrate 

that proposed construction is above the 100-year flood level and will cause no harm downstream due 

to loss of flood storage area. 
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Table 21 
Summary of Water Quality Information 

 

  Aquatic Fish Primary Secondary  DEP 1998 
Water Body Class Life Consumption Contact Contact Aesthetics 303(d) list 

                
Germany Brook B Partial 

support 
Not assessed Non-support Partial 

support 
Partial 
support 

Pathogens 

        Hawes Brook B Support Not assessed Non-support Support Partial 
support 

Pathogens 

        Traphole Brook B Support Not assessed Support Support Support Pathogens 

        Plantingfield Brook B Not 
assessed 

Not assessed Not assessed Not 
assessed 

Not 
assessed 

Flow alteration 

        Neponset River B Not 
assessed 

Non-support Partial support Partial 
support 

Partial 
support 

Priority organics, 
metals, organic 
enrichment/low 
dissolved oxygen, 
pathogens, oil and 
grease, turbidity 

        Meadow Brook B Partial 
support 

Not assessed Non-support Non-
support 

Non-
support 

NA 

        Purgatory Brook B Not 
assessed 

Not assessed Not assessed Support Not 
assessed 

Pathogens 

        Ellis Pond B Partial 
support 

Not assessed Not assessed Not 
assessed 

Not 
assessed 

 

        Willet Pond  Not 
assessed 

Non-support 
(mercury) 

Not assessed Not 
assessed 

Not 
assessed 

 

Source: Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
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Wetlands – Research and history have demonstrated that wetlands have a great capacity to store 

water, thereby providing reliable flood protection.  Wetlands provide fish and wildlife habitats and 

recharge groundwater supplies.  Additionally, wetlands provide valuable open space that buffers and 

separates residential and commercial land uses. 

 

Norwood’s major wetland areas are mapped on Figure 8.  As the map shows, the vast majority of the 

town’s wetlands are also zoned as 100- year floodplains thereby demonstrating the importance of 

wetlands for stormwater storage. The Floodplain and Wetlands map does not include every wetland 

in Norwood.  The map serves only as a guide to the more significant wetland areas in town.  Specific 

questions on a particular lot must be directed to the Conservation Commission.  The Conservation 

Commission is empowered to regulate any activities which may impact wetlands locally under the 

Wetlands Protection Action (Section 40 of Chapter 131 M.G.L), the Rivers Protection Act, and the 

Town of Norwood Wetland Bylaw. 

 

Fowl Meadow Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) – The Fowl Meadow is the largest 

wetland area in the Neponset River basin. The Fowl Meadow abuts the Neponset River for 

approximately 8 miles and covers nearly 2,360 acres in the towns of Norwood, Sharon, Westwood 

and Canton.  In 1992, the Secretary of Environmental Affairs designated the Fowl Meadow as an 

Area of Critical Environmental Concern.  The purpose of the designation is to protect the quality and 

quantity of the region’s water supply and to prevent the loss of valuable flood storage area.  The 

designation also means that private and public projects needing a State permit must be reviewed and 

approved by the MEPA staff (Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act).  In order to protect and 

better manage this vital natural resource, MAPC has prepared a resource management plan for the 

Fowl Meadow ACEC.   

 

Watershed Protection District – An aquifer recharge area is a groundwater supply capable of yielding 

a significant volume of water.  Aquifers of sufficient capacity to serve as municipal water supply are 

scarce and are found only in locations with certain geological and hydrologic conditions.  At one 

time, Norwood relied completely on groundwater for its drinking water.  From 1885 to 1911 

Norwood drew its water from Buckmaster Pond in Westwood.  Then in 1912, a new groundwater 

supply was developed at Ellis Avenue.  These wellheads are shown on Figure 8, Water Resources. 

The town has not used these wells since 1957 when it connected to the MDC system (now the 

MWRA). They are now contaminated and cannot be used without expensive remediation work. 

 

The Fowl Meadow area contains most of the Neponset River Basin’s 95 million gallons of 

groundwater.  Three communities (Canton, Dedham, and Westwood) have a total of six wells in the 

Fowl Meadow.  Even though Norwood’s wells are presently decommissioned, they may be needed in 

the future.  Accordingly, to protect the aquifer area from further contamination, and to protect the 

active wells of adjacent towns, Norwood has added a Water Resources Protection Overlay District to 

the Zoning Bylaw.  The District includes the aquifer itself, the land above the aquifer, and the 

aquifer’s most significant recharge area.  Certain harmful uses (i.e. gasoline stations or salt storage) 

are forbidden from locating within the District.  Most permitted uses must go through the Special 

Permit process for compliance with strict development controls designed to protect the resource area. 

 

Vernal Pools – Vernal pools are small, shallow ponds that do not support fish and that have annual or 

semi-annual periods of dryness.  Vernal pools are very important to a variety of wildlife species.  
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Some amphibians breed exclusively in vernal pools while others spend their entire life cycles in such 

pools.  The Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program has a program by 

which vernal pools can be certified.  Certified vernal pools are protected if they fall under the 

jurisdiction of the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act regulations.  They are also protected under 

other state programs.  There are currently no certified vernal pools in Norwood.  However, the state 

maintains a computerized database of potential vernal pools.  There are 23 such sites in Norwood.  

Although this is not a comprehensive listing, these would be good locations to investigate, along with 

other sites identified by the conservation agent. 

 

 

D. VEGETATION  

 

Norwood’s remaining open and vegetated areas are mainly wetlands and marshes.  Most of the 

wetlands lie within the Fowl Meadow ACEC.  The Neponset River flows through the Fowl Meadow 

which is fed by smaller brooks named Purgatory, Plantingfield and Traphole.  As in most low, wet 

areas the vegetation is mostly purple loosestrife, heather, swamp maple, and wild rice.  This provides 

excellent feeding grounds for various wildlife, and spectacular viewing during the autumn foliage 

season.  Also found in this area are Swamp Oats, Purple Needlegrass, the endangered Lion’s Foot and 

the endangered Long’s Bulrush, which was recently found on Norwood Airport property 

 

On the higher grounds of Norwood one finds hardwood trees and pine. The hardwoods for the most 

part are oak, but there are some alder, maple, birch and a few very old walnut trees. The pine is 

mostly white pine, however a few tamarack trees can be found near Ellis Pond.  The soil is rich and 

wild flowers are plentiful.  Most of these are the common weed type such as dandelion, buttercup, 

ragweed, and violet; however, in the wetlands, the endangered Lady Slipper can be found every 

spring.  The Town has abundant flowering trees and the seasons are filled with the beauty of apple, 

dogwoods, cherry, hybrid maples and flowering shrubs. Red pine can be found in the Endean 

Conservation Land in South Norwood, which was planted by the WPA during the Depression. 

 

Although most of Norwood has been developed, there are some vegetated areas that should be saved 

and explored for their recreation and conservation value.  The lowlands and marshes within the Fowl 

Meadow are great areas for bird watching and nature trails.  Likewise, forested areas in the Endean 

Conservation Recreation areas and the Ellis Wellfield property could be used for hiking, walking, and 

jogging trails and cross country skiing. 

 

Public Shade Trees – Public shade trees are an important part of town character in Norwood.  They 

can be considered ―green infrastructure‖ which provides a number of benefits.  Shade from trees can 

mitigate the higher temperatures associated with large paved areas found in urban and suburban 

communities.  They help absorb stormwater which reduces run-off and flooding.  They also help to 

―soften‖ the built environment. 

 

 The Town is responsible for trimming street trees and removal of trees that may pose a hazard.  The 

town conducts public meetings when dealing with the removal of street trees within the Right-of-

Way.   The town also responds to resident requests for the installation of new street trees. The 

Planning Board Rules and Regulations dictate the number of street trees within subdivisions. The 

Town Common trees in Norwood Center are considered sacred. The town trims these trees as 
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necessary and performs deep root fertilization. The Highway and Parks General Foreman is a 

Massachusetts Certified Arborist. 

 

On top of the salaries for the Highway and Parks Department, the Town of Norwood annually 

appropriates the following: 

 

 Insect and Pest Extermination ($10,000) – These funds are used to treat trees within public 

property including street trees, trees in the Town Common's and playground areas. 

 

 Tree Care Incidental ($40,450) – These funds are used for tree trimming/removal and for 

furnishing and installing new street trees 

 

 Cemetery Tree Work - ($11,000) – These funds are used for tree trimming/removal, tree 

treatment and for furnishing and installing new trees. 

 

The Highway, Parks and Cemetery Division has also created a tree farm where it purchases saplings 

and grows them to a mature enough size to transplant as street trees and for trees within the 

Cemetery. This tree farm will be added to annually.  

 

 

E. FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE 

 

In the days of the Tiot Indians, the area that makes up the Town of Norwood was reserved 

exclusively for hunting and fishing.  The Neponset River, Purgatory Brook, Traphole Brook, and the 

smaller streams provided the Indians with fish, while the wetlands and forests had ample food to 

support herds of deer and other wildlife vital to their way of life.  Although hunting is no longer 

allowed in Norwood, many of the same animals and fish still make their home in Norwood.  

Norwood has three small herds of White Tail Deer; two herds reside in the marshes and wetlands of 

the Fowl Meadow ACEC, and the other herd lives in the higher ground near the area bordering the 

neighboring towns of Westwood and Walpole.  These areas also support red fox, ruffled grouse, 

coyotes and wild turkeys.   

 

A number of different natural and man-made features can function as wildlife corridors including 

water bodies, railroad beds, pipeline or transmission line rights-of-way as well as large tracts of 

forest, meadows and wetlands.  In Norwood, the Neponset River and Fowl Meadow ACEC are the 

primary wildlife corridors.   

 

The banks of the Neponset River and the other brooks and streams of the town are the home to the 

endangered least bittern.   Also living nearby are the eastern box turtle, Blanding turtle, spotted turtle, 

spotted salamander, as well as muskrats and river otters.  Opossums, raccoons, skunks and 

woodchucks can also be found here, as well as in many neighborhoods throughout the town.  Ring 

Neck Pheasant were once abundant in the area, but pollution and over-development have greatly 

reduced their numbers.  Many of the wild game birds have seen a decline, but wild turkeys have 

recently been spotted in the Fowl Meadow. 
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Ospreys, otters and an occasional loon have been seen on Willett Pond.  Traphole Brook has had a 

resident blue heron for the last couple of years, and blue herons have also been sighted at the Hawes 

Pool Recreation Area and Ellis Pond.  The population of Canadian Geese is almost at nuisance level, 

and gray squirrels, rabbits, common field mice and chipmunks are abundant. 

 

The ponds and brooks within the town, along with the Neponset River, are recovering from severe 

pollution and sedimentation.  Once again fish such as largemouth bass, yellow perch, carp, suckers, 

channel catfish, green sunfish, horned pout, calico bass, and pickerel are found in good supply in 

these waters.  Trout, once native to Traphole Brook, are stocked on a regular basis, and those not 

fished out are making an attempt to reclaim the clear waters that were once their homes.  Continued 

efforts to keep these waterways clean and free of debris and pollutants are of great importance.  

Waterfowl find Willett Pond, the Neponset River, and the other streams and brooks fertile places to 

build their nests.  We can enjoy the sight of mallards and black ducks on a year round basis, and 

watch for the frequent visits of cormorants, coots, buffalo heads, and herring gulls.  All of these 

wildlife and fish are susceptible to the dangers of over-development, pollution and carelessness.  We 

must make every effort to keep these habitats safe and thriving. 

 

 

Rare and Endangered Species 

 

The following table lists all of the rare, threatened and endangered species that appear in the Natural 

Heritage Programs’ database for Norwood.  There has been no change since the previous plan. 

 

 

 
Table 22 

Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species 
 

Common name Taxonomic group State rank Most recent 
observation 

Eastern box turtle Reptile SC 1989 
Henslow’s Sparrow Bird E Historic 
Least Bittern Bird E 1985 
Purple Tiger Beetle Beetle SC 1913 
Purple Needlegrass Vascular plant T 1894 
Long-Leaved Bluet Vascular plant T 1910 
Sweet Coltsfoot Vascular plant T 1897 

Pale Green Orchis Vascular plant T 1909 
Lion’s Foot Vascular plant E 1901 
Swamp Oats Vascular plant T Historic 
Long’s Bulrush Vascular Plant E 2002 
 
Source: State Natural Heritage Program 
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"Endangered" (E) species are native species which are in danger of extinction throughout all or part 

of their range, or which are in danger of extirpation from Massachusetts, as documented by biological 

research and inventory.  

 

"Threatened" (T) species are native species which are likely to become endangered in the foreseeable 

future, or which are declining or rare as determined by biological research and inventory.  

 

"Special concern" (SC) species are native species which have been documented by biological 

research or inventory to have suffered a decline that could threaten the species if allowed to continue 

unchecked, or which occur in such small numbers or with such restricted distribution or specialized 

habitat requirements that they could easily become threatened within Massachusetts.  

 

 

F. SCENIC RESOURCES, UNIQUE ENVIRONMENTS AND HISTORICAL AREAS 

 

As noted in Section B (Landscape Character) there are many scenic views in town.  Hilltop views 

from the Endean Conservation Land in South Norwood extend to the Blue Hills in Canton and Moose 

Hill in Sharon.  Behind the Norwood Airport, looking north across the Fowl Meadow towards 

Westwood, is another great view of Great Blue Hill.  Especially beautiful water views are available at 

Willett Pond off Nichols Street and at Ellis Pond off Walpole Street and George F. Willett Parkway.  

Originally part of a vast waterpower network that enabled Norwood to attract much needed 19
th

 

century industry, they have now become valuable for their natural beauty and recreational potential. 

 

As noted before, most of the wetlands east of Route 1 lie within the Fowl Meadow ACEC. The Fowl 

Meadow is a remarkable stretch of wet meadows containing diverse wildlife habitat including six rare 

species.  It is one of the few remaining habitats that are basically undisturbed and suitable for 

protecting wildlife in the Boston region. 

 

There are no unusual geological features in town. 

 

Norwood has not enacted any local historical districts but a historian has professionally surveyed the 

entire town with funds provided by the Town and the Massachusetts Historic Commission.  The 

finished survey provided valuable information on the town’s historic structures, monuments and other 

areas of interest.  Two of these buildings are listed on the National Register of Historic Places: 

Norwood Town Hall on Washington Street and the Lyman Smith House on Day Street.   

 

The Selectmen recently approved the creation of a historic district study committee to study the 

possibility of a Town Center Historic District to include the Town Hall, the Town Common, the 

Norwood Theatre, and two nearby churches.  The Historical Commission proposed a demolition 

delay bylaw at Town Meeting but it did not pass. 

 

G. ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS  

 

Hazardous Waste Sites 
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As with any community with substantial commercial and industrial development, Norwood has a 

number of hazardous waste disposal sites. Most of these sites are considered non-priority by DEP and 

are being cleaned up by the private sector under Chapter 21E of the Massachusetts General Laws.   

 

A confirmed priority site, which was also a Federal Superfund site, has been cleaned up.  The Grant 

Gear Superfund site is near the intersection of Route 1 and Dean Street and includes the Grant Gear 

property, adjacent commercial properties and Meadow Brook from Pellana Road to its confluence 

with the Neponset River.  The site was contaminated with waste oil and PCBs, which were released 

to the soil and groundwater. Since this site is in close proximity to the Fowl Meadow ACEC and the 

Neponset River, its decontamination was considered important.  The site was declared safe for 

development and was being used as open lot storage for autos.   

 

In 2008, the Grant Gear site was transformed into an 80,000 square foot shopping center.  This 

project was approved as a Major Project Special Permit by the Norwood Planning Board after the 

project work plan was approved by the EPA and MA DEP for compliance with the Institutional 

Controls that are in effect. 

 

Also in 2008, MA DEP issued a Consent Order for the redevelopment of the Zimble’s Drum site 

located at 61 Endicott Street.  This site has been approved by the Norwood Zoning Board of Appeals 

to be redeveloped into 112 condominiums.  The Consent Order sets a timetable for remedial actions 

to be performed by the site owner, Gill Pond Realty Trust.  

 

Landfills – The Town’s landfill is no longer in operation and has been capped.  There is the potential 

for some passive recreational use although no specific plans have been proposed.  At this point, it is 

highly unlikely that the landfill will ever be used for active recreation. 

 

Erosion – Erosion is primarily a concern at active construction sites and is generally controlled 

through the efforts of the Conservation Commission and is of limited duration and extent.  

 

Forestry issues – The town’s role in the protection of shade trees has been discussed on page 38. The 

conservation commission and parks department both occasionally need to address the issue of 

blowdowns and clearing of trees that may have come down during storms in parks and on trails 

within conservation commission lands. 

 

Environmental equity – As noted above, Norwood has a number of hazardous waste disposal sites 

which are typically found in urban and suburban communities. Most of these sites are considered 

non-priority by DEP and are being cleaned up by the private sector under Chapter 21E of the 

Massachusetts General Laws. A review of the addresses of these sites found that the majority were 

located along major arterials and there does not appear to be any concentration of these sites within 

the environmental justice neighborhood. A confirmed priority site, which was also a Federal 

Superfund site, has been cleaned up. 

 

Chronic Flooding – In January, 2008 Norwood began to work with the Metropolitan Area Planning 

Council on a natural hazards mitigation plan.  This plan is being funded by the Federal Emergency 

Management Agency (FEMA) and examines flooding issues in the town.  The following information 
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was provided to MAPC by town officials.  More detail will be available in the Pre-Disaster 

Mitigation Plan final report. 

 

Willett Pond – The Neponset River Watershed Association owns a dam and dike at Willett Pond in 

Walpole.  Although there are no on-going issues with flooding related to the dam and dike, a breach 

of either the dam or dike at this spot would affect Norwood more than it would impact Walpole.  

Flow from a breach in the Willett Pond dike would head downstream to Ellis Pond in Norwood, 

where it would encounter the first of three downstream obstructions, namely Route 1A (Walpole 

Street).  This road is a major multi-community arterial road.  The size of the culvert beneath Walpole 

Street would likely cause flood waters from a Willett’s Pond dam breach to back up, inundating the 

neighborhood surrounding Ellis Pond. 

 

The former Tannery site- This property sits between Walpole Street and the commuter rail tracks 

along Hawes Brook.  This is the second choke point downstream from the Willett’s Pond Dam.  

There is a large culvert beneath the commuter rail tracks, but a large amount of water in a short time, 

such as with a dam breach, would cause this area to flood and impact homes in the surrounding 

neighborhoods, including Cedar Lane and Endicott Street.  Of more immediate concern in this area is 

the Tannery site itself which lies within the flood plain. This site is likely to be redeveloped.  

 

The bridge at Washington Street – This is the third of three choke points that are related to a dam 

breach at Willett’s Pond in Walpole.  Much of this area is a natural wetland and is within the 100 year 

flood plain. However, Washington Street, like Walpole Street is a major artery and the only access 

road for the town to get to South Norwood.  The flood hazard area in question here ends where the 

Neponset River heads under a second set of RR tracks and opens up into the flood plain to the east of 

Route 1. There are some homes in the areas surrounding the end of Hawes Brook and where it joins 

the Neponset River. 

 

Norwood Industrial Park – This site is adjacent to the Neponset River on one side and Pleasant Street 

on the other side.  Moderate flooding occurs every five to ten years. This entire site is within the 

floodplain and flooding is related to the operations of a privately owned dam upstream on the 

Neponset in Walpole.  The dam holds water in Bird Pond in Walpole.  At times to relieve pressure on 

the dam, the company has opened a portion of the dam, but the sudden deluge of water overwhelms 

the Neponset River in the area of this industrial site and it has caused flooding on the site in the past.  

There is an existing culvert near Short and Morse Streets, at the northern end of the site, which is also 

deficient and can act like a dam when water is suddenly released into the river. 

 

Dean Street neighborhoods – This area stretches north from the Neponset River over Dean Street and 

is bordered on the north by Willow Street.  On at least two occasions in the past (1996 and 1998) this 

neighborhood was inundated with water that flowed from the north toward the river. However, the 

level of the river was such that the water had nowhere to go and the drainage system began to 

surcharge.    This is not a frequent occurrence but can occur in fast, heavy rainstorms.  The area is 

low-lying and flat but under normal circumstances sheds water easily into the river.  Flooding here is 

infrequent; once every ten years or so. 
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Norwood Municipal Airport – A majority of the airport is built within the floodplain, including the 

ends of both runways.  The airport has had to close at times because the ends of the runways were 

under water.  This type of flooding occurs every two to three years.   

 

Westover Parkway to Nichols Street – This area floods every three to five years. The flooding is 

caused by Germany Brook which flows by Westover Parkway and into Ellis Pond.  The culvert under 

Nichols Street can back up and causes flooding problems for the homes along the western bank of the 

brook.  The area is within the flood plain and is mostly a conservation area. 

 

Purgatory Brook – This site is also located within the flood plain but some homes outside the flood 

plain are also affected by flooding between the Westwood line and Route 1.  Flooding is relatively 

infrequent.   

 

Plantingfield Brook east of Route 1A – The flooding in this area is bounded by the RR tracks on the 

western side and a large well field to the east. Street flooding can be a problem outside of the flood 

plain on occasion and most of the flooding here seems to be related to topography. 

 

Nahatan Street at the railroad underpass – Flooding in this area is primarily caused by construction 

that altered the drainage.  The natural topography of the area was altered by construction that blocked 

the path of runoff.  The town’s public safety buildings were damaged in flooding in the late 1990s 

and the buildings have since been rebuilt, with an adjacent manmade berm and trough area that helps 

to channel water away from the buildings and toward a more natural drainage.  The improvements 

have helped to drastically reduce flooding in this area.  However, a major rain storm could still 

overwhelm the new system and cause flooding throughout the downtown area and the underpass. 

Flooding results in road closures every three to five years. 

 

Traphole Brook (east of Route 1) – This small brook has caused some flooding in the surrounding 

neighborhood, particularly the Norwood Garden Apartments, which were built within the flood plain 

prior to the enactment of stringent flood plain regulations.  Moderate nuisance flooding occurs on 

occasion and appears to have been alleviated when a culvert was upgraded. This location could again 

become a problem in an extremely heavy rain. 

 

Meadow Brook, Lawndale and Sunnyside – This neighborhood is in a low lying area within the flood 

plain.  If floods once every ten years or so with some street flooding.  

 

Sedimentation - There is some sedimentation related to construction activities but these impacts are 

usually temporary.  However, due to the level of development and resulting increase in impervious 

surfaces, sedimentation in the Town’s ponds has been a problem, which can only be remedied by 

dredging. 

 

Development impacts - Because there is so little developable land remaining, new development in 

Norwood usually results in the loss of valuable green space, which further erodes the town’s 

suburban character.  The effects of this development can be disheartening to residents since new 

development typically occurs in existing neighborhoods.  The lack of available land and the high 

prices people will pay for a building lot makes any available land attractive to developers.  
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Norwood’s relatively high density of 3 to 8 dwellings per acre is also a disincentive to preserving 

green space.  

 

Additional development will also impact wildlife habitat areas as fewer large open parcels remain.  

Increased development also means an increase in paved areas (impervious surfaces) which can 

increase storm water runoff, pollution and flooding.   

 

Ground and surface water pollution (point and non-point)  

 

The Neponset River Watershed Association (NepRWA) has been conducting stream sampling and 

survey work for the DEP.  The following information is a summary of some of the water quality 

issues found during the course of sampling and surveying. 

 

Traphole Brook – Traphole Brook is generally a healthy stream that was assessed as in support of all 

of the uses for which it was designated. I-95 and Route 1 are potential sources of non-point source 

pollution. The NepRWA found some sedimentation problems from storm drains. During the survey, 

there was evidence of discharges from multiple storm drains in the vicinity of Coney Street, Union 

Street and Sumner Streets. 

 

Meadow Brook - This brook has had fecal coliform bacteria contamination traced to deteriorating 

sewer pipes.  The Town is fixing these older pipes. In the fall 2001 survey, there were some problems 

with grey water and odors (sewage and chlorine). This prompted the DEP to post a warning sign 

about contamination. The Town has continued to work on this problem and has reduced the coliform 

bacteria count significantly.  It will continue this effort until DEP standards are met. 

 

Plantingfield Brook- This brook suffers from sewer system overflows during high rains. 

 

Germany  Brook – This brook has had elevated fecal coliform bacteria counts during the primary 

recreation season.  There is sometimes a reddish tone to the water and evidence of yard waste being 

dumped into the brook.   

 

Hawes Brook– Hawes Brook also suffers from sanitary sewer overflows during wet weather. There 

are frequent high coliform bacteria counts during the recreation season. There is also some localized 

sedimentation and some trash and debris from road runoff. Some point source discharges have been 

found at Hannaford’s Plaza.  

 

Neponset River – The Neponset River is contaminated with organics, metals, high nutrient levels 

resulting in low dissolved oxygen, pathogens, oil and grease. 
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SECTION V- OPEN SPACE, CONSERVATION AND RECREATION LANDS 

 

Norwood contains many different kinds of open space and recreation properties.  Information on 

ownership, management responsibility, level of protection and a brief description of the property are 

part of this inventory. Table 23 provides information on the 136 acres of land under the jurisdiction of 

the Conservation Commission. Table 24 summarizes the 123 acres managed by the parks and 

recreation department while Table 25 provides information on land under the jurisdiction of the 

Board of Selectmen.  Table 26 summarizes the 143 acres under the jurisdiction of the School 

Department and Table 27 highlights a number of other public parcels owned by a variety of agencies.  

Table 28 examines the 159 acres of private recreational lands and Table 29 provides information on 

approximately 514 acres of privately owned land of conservation and recreation interest. 

 

What is Open Space?   
Open space has many different definitions and can mean different things to different people.  What is 

considered open space in a suburban or rural community can be very different from what is 

considered open space in an urban community.  The Open Space and Recreation Planners Workbook 

defines open space as ―conservation land, forested land, recreation land, agricultural land, corridor 

parks and amenities such as small parks, green buffers along roadways or any open area that is owned 

by an agency or organization dedicated to conservation‖.  A broader definition of open space can and 

should include undeveloped land with conservation or recreation potential.  Another very important 

way of looking at and defining open space relates to its status as protected or unprotected.  The 

definition of open space used in this plan is the broader definition. 

 

Why is Open Space Important? 

 

Open space and parks are critical to the quality of life in a community and provide a wide range of 

benefits.  Access to parks can contribute to public health, enhanced property values, and improved 

environmental quality including air and water quality.  Public health benefits include reducing the 

incidence of childhood obesity by providing safe places for kids to be active.  They can also serve as 

important meeting places for neighbors to get to know one another.   

 

Levels of Protection 

 

For planning purposes, it is important to be aware of the degree of protection for each parcel.  

Knowing the level of protection (or lack thereof) will point out how easily some properties we 

assume to be open space can be developed.  This knowledge will help in identifying those open space 

and recreation areas that need additional effort for their preservation and protection. 

 

Highly Protected Public Land: Includes all land that is owned by the Conservation Commission, 

Water Department, and the Parks and Recreation Department.  The conversion of these properties 

would invoke Article 97 of the Amendments to the State Constitution.  Federal involvement would be 

triggered on any lands purchased with federal Land and Water Conservation Funds (LWCF). 

 

These lands are owned and managed by the Town specifically for the purposes of conservation, water 

resource protection, and recreation needs.  The laws protecting these lands make it extremely difficult 
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for a town to sell or transfer the lands for a different use.  This is the highest level of protection 

available. 

 

Moderately Protected Public Land: Includes all land owned by other municipal departments or 

commissions including school properties and lands managed by the Board of Selectmen for non-

recreational purposes.  While it only happens occasionally, Town Meeting can approve the sale of 

this type of land for private development (i.e. the Winslow School for a medical office building). 

 

Unprotected Private Land: Includes private lands with significant open space or recreational values 

such as golf courses.  While these properties appear to be part of the town’s open space network 

because of the length of time they have existed as such, these lands, in most cases, can be easily 

developed into office parks or housing developments.  This can be especially disheartening and 

special efforts must be made to protect or acquire the most important of these properties. 

 

 

Overview of Protected Open Space 
 

There are approximately 1,421.17 acres of public, protected open space in the Town of Norwood.  

Only 27.5% of this open space is highly protected public land. 

 

 
Chapter 61, Conservation /Deed Restrictions and Agricultural Preservation Restrictions – 

There is only one parcel of land protected under Chapter 61; the 96 acre Norwood Country Club.  

There are several parcels that were conveyed to the town with deed restrictions.  These include the 

Fortune Drive Recreation Lot, the Neponset Valley Lands and the Norwood Little League fields at 

the Endean Conservation area.  In addition the Campanelli Company granted an easement to allow 

pedestrian access over the Upland Woods property (formerly the Polaroid site).  There are no 

agricultural preservation restrictions in effect in the Town of Norwood. 

 

 

136.2

123.39

168.16

143.22

131.28

666.92

Acres of Open Space by Managing 
Department

Cons. Comm.

Parks & Rec.

Board of Selectmen

School Committee

Water Dept.

Airport Commission
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Privately Owned Lands of Conservation and Recreation Interest 

 

The Town has identified a number of parcels of land that it would like to acquire or obtain easements 

on for a variety of purposes.  These purposes include access to ponds, protection of the Fowl 

Meadow, passive recreation and for additional ballfields.  These parcels are identified in Table 29 as 

―Privately Owned Lands of Conservation and Recreation Interest. 
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Table 23 
Conservation Commission Land 

 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Endean Cons. 
Land Town Con. Comm. 37.23 

Self-
Help

3
  

Gen. 
Res. High 

Abuts Jr. High 
South. Hiking & 
nature trails. Views 
of the Blue Hills. Good. 

Used for cross-
country running and 
skiing. 

Ellis Pond Town Con. Comm. 37.50 Town Res. 2 High 

Includes Ellis and 
Guild Ponds. 
Norwood 
Sportsmen Club 
located on Guild 
Pond. 

Fair. Pond 
has 
invasive 
plant 
growth. 

Used for canoeing 
and fishing. 

La Salle Cons. 
Land Town Con. Comm. 7.10 Self-Help 

Gen. 
Res. High 

Abuts Fr. McAleer's 
Playground.  Enter 
from Winter Street 
near Westwood 
town line. Fair. Hiking trail. 

Pezwick Park 
Cons. Land 
(Summer 
Street). Town Con. Comm. 3.13 Self-Help Res. 2 High 

Enter from Sumner 
Street. Traphole 
Brook runs through 
property. 

Fair.  Pond 
needs to 
be 
dredged. 

Used for ice skating 
and fishing. 

                                                           
3
 The Self-Help program was the name of the state’s land acquisition grant program. The program has been re-named LAND (Local Acquisition for Natural 

Diversity). 
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Table 23 
Conservation Commission Land 

 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

University 
Ave. Cons. 
Land Town Con. Comm. 19.01 Gift LM High 

Good for hiking; wet 
in places; located in 
ACEC and Rare 
Wetland Wildlife 
Habitat. 

Land is in 
natural 
state. 

Recreation potential 
limited due to lack 
of access. 

Purgatory 
Brook Cons. 
Land Town Con. Comm. 4.10 Gift LM High 

Landlocked; abuts 
Ellis Wellfield.  
Located in ACEC 
behind Lost Brook 
Country Club. 

Land is in 
natural 
state. 

Recreation potential 
limited due to lack 
of access. 

Traphole 
Brook Cons. 
Land Town Con. Comm. 2.30 Gift Res. 2 High 

Landlocked parcel; 
located at 
convergence of 
Traphole Brook and 
Neponset River. 

Land is in 
natural 
state. 

Recreation potential 
limited due to lack 
of access. 

Everett St. 
Cons. Land Town Con. Comm. 3.63 Gift 

Gen. 
Res. High 

Located behind 
Everett Street 
senior housing. 

Land is in 
natural 
state. Limited. 

Bade Canoe 
Launch Town Con. Comm. 0.14 Gift LM High 

Canoe launch and 
trail areas. Staging 
area for river races 
and clean-up 
efforts. Good. Used for canoeing. 

Fortune Drive 
Conservation 
Lot Town Con. Comm. 3.96 Gift Res. 1 High 

Abuts Norwood 
Airport. Possible 
trail and nature 
walk. 

Land is in 
natural 
state. 

Recreation potential 
limited due to lack 
of access. 
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Table 23 
Conservation Commission Land 

 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Hawes Brook Town Con. Comm. 4.78 Gift 
Gen. 
Bus. High 

Property was 
donated to the 
Town.  
Development 
potential was 
restricted due to 
the Rivers 
Protection Act. Good. 

Used for fishing; 
nature trail abuts 
brook. 

Everett 
Family Land Town Con. Comm. 13.32 Gift Res. 2 High 

Abuts Neponset 
River; good trail 
potential. 

Land is in 
natural 
state. 

Recreation potential 
limited due to lack 
of access. 

Total Conservation Lands 136.2       
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Table 24 
Parks and Recreation Lands 

 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Civic Center Town 
Parks & 
Rec. 1.00 Town CBD High 

Town recreational 
headquarters. Excellent. 

Multi-purpose 
indoor recreation. 

Hawes Pool 
Recreation 
Area Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 7.10 Town Gen. Res. High 

Spray park. Trail 
developed along 
Hawes Brook. 

Good.  
New bath-
house 
needed. 

Used for swimming; 
playground area. 

Fr. McAleer 
Playground Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 47.27 Town Gen. Res. High 

Swimming pool. 
Soccer fields now 
sprinkled.  Contains 
many play areas. 

Good. 
New bath-
house 
needed. 

Used for swimming, 
baseball, soccer. 

Shattuck Park Town 
Parks & 
Rec. 7.53 Town Res. 2 High 

Use restricted by 
deed; stonedust 
walking trail cuts 
through parcel. Good. 

Used for passive 
recreation. 

Bond Street 
Playground Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 1.41 Town Res.1 High 

Tot lot area. 
Recently 
refurbished and 
expanded. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Hartshorns 
Swale Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 1.90 Town Gen. Res. High 

Used as an outdoor 
skating area. Good. Ice skating. 

Allen Road 
Land Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 0.50 Town Gen. Res. High 

Abuts Pleasant 
Street Park; 
greenspace. Good. 

Used for passive 
recreation. 
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Table 24 

Parks and Recreation Lands 
 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Pleasant 
Street Park Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 3.17 Town Gen. Res. High 

Also known as 
Murphy Memorial 
Park.  Little League 
baseball and 
basketball courts 
and playground 
equipment. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Town 
Common Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 1.10 Town CBD High 

Also known as 
Memorial Park.  
Gazebo for music 
and civic events. Excellent. 

Used for civic 
events. 

Guild Square 
Park Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 0.70 Town Gen. Bus. High 

Vest pocket park 
next to Post Office. Good. 

Used for passive 
recreation. 

D.A.V. Park Town 
Parks & 
Rec. 4.49 Gift Res. High 

On Walpole and 
Chapel Streets.  
Groomed park used 
for sunning, picnics, 
etc. Excellent. 

Used primarily for 
passive recreation. 

Clark Street 
Land Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 2.00 Town Gen. Res. High 

Low, wet area; part 
of old Dunn's 
Playground behind 
Police Station. Fair. Limited. 

Mylod Street 
Park Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 0.90 Town Gen. Res. High 

Small park at 
intersection of 
Washington Street 
and Mylod Street. Good. 

Used for passive 
recreation. 

Wilson Street 
Playground Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 11.11 Town Gen. Res. High 

Babe Ruth baseball, 
swing sets. Excellent. Used for recreation. 
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Table 24 

Parks and Recreation Lands 
 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Fortune Drive 
Recreation 
Lot Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 0.29 Gift Res. 1 High 

Conveyed with deed 
restriction. Potential 
tot lot or basketball 
court. Good. 

Potential for tot lot 
or basketball court. 

Charles Eliot 
Park Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 7.28 Town Gen. Res. High 

Baseball and 
softball fields; seen 
as core recreational 
facility site. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Willett 
Parkland Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 13.75 Town Res. 2 High 

Lies between Willett 
School and landfill. Good. 

Used for cross 
country running and 
skiing. 

Doherty Field Town 
Parks & 
Rec. 7.70 LWCF Res. 2 High 

Little League field. 
Swing set and 
children's play area. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Ivatts Tennis 
Courts Town 

Parks & 
Rec. 0.70 

Town, 
USH

4
 Gen. Res. High 

Refurbished tennis 
courts - land 
transferred from 
School Department. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

 Willett Babe 
Ruth Baseball 
Field Town 

Parks and 
Rec. 3.49 

Town, 
USH Res. 2 High 

Babe Ruth Baseball 
field constructed on 
former school land. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Total Parks 
and Rec. 
lands   123.39        

 

                                                           
4
 The grant program Urban Self Help (USH) is now named PARC (Massachusetts Parkland Acquisitions and Renovations for Communities. 
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Table 25 
Lands Owned by the Board of Selectmen 

 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Sanitary 
Landfill Town Selectmen 30.00 Town Res. 2 Moderate 

Landfill has been 
capped. May take 
75-100 years for 
land to fully settle. 
Land slopes down 
steeply.  Potential 
for passive 
recreation such as 
birding, sky gazing; 
part of greenway. 

Not ready 
to be used. 

Potential for passive 
recreation. 

Neponset 
Valley Land Town Selectmen 89.92 Gift Res. 2 Moderate 

Conveyed with deed 
restrictions. Located 
off of Vanderbilt 
Ave.; abuts 
Neponset River. Good. 

Limited passive 
recreation. 

Westover 
Parkway Town Selectmen 29.46 Gift Res. 2 Moderate 

Part of the 
Westover 
Development. 
Provides green 
buffer along Wilett 
Parkway. Good. 

Used for passive 
recreation. 
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Table 25 

Lands Owned by the Board of Selectmen 
 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Hennessey 
Field Town Selectmen 7.55 Town 

Gen. 
Res. Moderate 

Town Meeting 
declined transfer to 
Cons. Comm. New 
walking trail has 
been installed.  
Abuts school land 
on Lenox Avenue. Good. 

Used for passive 
recreation. 

Allendale 
Property Town Selectmen 8.27 Gift 

Gen. 
Res. Moderate 

Part of Allendale 
Development.  
Abuts Hawes Brook. Fair. 

Used for passive 
recreation. 

Winslow 
Avenue Lot Town Selectmen 2.63 Town 

Gen. 
Res. Moderate 

Once part of the 
Winslow School, 
now a children's 
play area. Good. Used for recreation. 

Short Street 
Parcel Town Selectmen 0.33 Tax title Mfg. High 

Landlocked parcel 
with severe slopes; 
abuts Neponset 
River near Bird Inc. 

In its 
natural 
state. 

No potential for 
recreation; habitat 
protection only. 

Total 
Selectmen's 
Lands   168.1        
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Table 26 

Lands Owned by the School Department 
 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Oldham 
School Town 

School 
Comm. 15.56 Town Res. 2 Moderate 

New baseball and 
softball fields; new 
rectangular all-
purpose field. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Callahan 
School Town 

School 
Comm. 10.83 Town 

Gen. 
Res. Moderate 

New lacrosse field 
and playground 
areas installed. Excellent.. Used for recreation. 

Willet School Town 
School 
Comm. 19.40 Town Res. 2 Moderate 

3.49 acres 
transferred to Parks 
and Rec. for Willett 
Babe Ruth baseball 
field. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Senior High 
School Town 

School 
Comm. 22.54 Town Res. 2 Moderate 

New football and 
tennis courts being 
installed. 

Not ready – 
part of new 
high school 
project. 

To be used for 
recreation. 

Prescott 
School Town 

School 
Comm. 10.13 Town Res. 1 Moderate 

Baseball and 
softball fields; 
playground area. Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Junior High 
School Town 

School 
Comm. 38.29 Town 

Gen. 
Res. Moderate 

Softball and softball, 
soccer/football 
fields.  Good. Used for recreation. 

Junior High 
North Town 

School 
Comm. 17.26 Town Res. 1 Moderate 

Outdoor basketball 
courts and 
playground area. Good. Used for recreation. 
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Table 26 
Lands Owned by the School Department 

 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Balch School Town 
School 
Comm. 3.27 Town 

Gen. 
Res. Moderate 

Children's school 
yard. Abuts Eliot 
Park. Good. Used for recreation. 

Lenox Avenue 
School 
Property Town 

School 
Comm. 5.94 Town 

Gen. 
Res. Moderate 

Part of Hennessey 
Field. Good. 

Used for passive 
recreation. 

            

Total School 
Lands   143.2        
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Table 27 

Other Public Lands 
 

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Ellis Wellfield 
Lands Town 

Water 
Comm. 

131.2
8 Town 

Gen. 
Res. High 

Section off Codman 
Road contains Ellis 
Playground and 
ballfields.  Excellent. Used for recreation. 

Highland 
Cemetery Town 

Cemetery 
Comm. 52.00 Town Res. 2 Moderate 

Beautifully 
groomed. Abuts 
landfill and Willett 
School. Good. 

Passive recreation 
(walking) only. 

Norwood 
Airport Town 

Airport 
Comm. 

666.9
2 NA Manuf. Moderate 

Fowl Meadow and 
ACEC; rare and 
endangered habitat. 
Nature walk at end 
of Meadow Street. 

In a natural 
state. 

No potential; 
wildlife habitat only. 

Total other public lands  718.9      
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Table 28 
Private Recreational Lands 

  

Parcel Name 
Owner-

ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Chapter 61 Lands 

Norwood 
Country Club Simoni Simoni 96.83 NA 

Gen. 
Res. Temporary 

Ch. 61B Recreational 
assessment; town 
has first option to 
buy if parcel is put on 
the market. Good. 

Recreation use is 
limited to members. 

Other Private Recreation 

Lost Brook 
Country Club Medtech Medtech 59.92 NA 

Lim. 
Mfg. None 

Par 3 Golf Course 
could be lost if Lost 
Brook Office Park is 
completed. Good. 

Recreation use is 
limited to members. 

Norwood 
Little League 
Fields 

Norwood 
Little 
League 

Norwood 
Little 
League 2.54 NA 

Gen. 
Res. Moderate 

Located at Endean 
Conservation Area.  
Deed restricted. Good. 

Recreation use is 
limited to members. 

Total Private 
Recreation   159.2      
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Table 29 

Privately Owned Lands of Conservation and Recreation Interest 
 
 

Parcel Name Owner-ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Crosspoint 
Land 

Crosspoint 
Associates 

Crosspoint 
Associates 6.93 NA Mfg. None 

Potential for small park 
to preserve suburban 
character. NA 

Potential for a 
small park. 

Cofksy Farm Cofsky Cofsky 25.00 NA Res. 1 None 

Last farm in Norwood; 
preliminary subdivision 
has been prepared; 
seek Ch. 61A 
assessment.  Has the 
potential for 20-30 
house lots. NA 

Potential for 
recreation fields. 

Shalbey Lands Shalbey Shalbey 36.48 NA 
Gen. 
Res. None 

Provides green buffer 
along Route 1; abuts 
Ellis Wellfield.  Within 
ACEC. NA 

Land would be 
primarily 
conservation. 

Boch Toyota Boch Boch 

10.00 
(1/3 of 
the 
total 
parcel) NA 

Hwy. 
Bus. None 

Formerly Simoni 
Flowers; half of parcel 
is wetlands abutting 
Ellis Wellfield. NA 

Some conservation 
potential. 
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Table 29 
Privately Owned Lands of Conservation and Recreation Interest 

 
 

Parcel Name Owner-ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Cieri Cieri Cieri 29.40 NA Res. 2 None 

Adjacent to Neponset 
River. Good hiking, x-
cross running. NA 

Potential for 
passive recreation. 

Colnan Colnan Colnan 9.85 NA Res. 2 None 

Adjacent to Neponset 
River.  Good hiking, x-
cross running. NA 

Potential for 
passive recreation. 

Comenitz 
Parcel 

Neponset 
Valley 
Nominee 
Trust 

Bruce 
Cominitiz 15.56 NA Mfg. None 

Situated on westerly 
side of Neponset River 
between Morse Street 
and Elliot Field. NA 

Primarily for 
conservation 
purposes. 

Uplands 
Wood 
(formerly 
Polaroid) 

Campanelli 
Co./GE 
Financial 

Campanelli 
Co. 108.53 NA Res. 2 None 

Pedestrian easement 
granted by Campanelli 
in 2009. NA 

Passive recreation 
(walking). 

Mercer 
Property Mercer Co. Mercer Co. 88.55 NA Res. 2 None 

Abuts Upland Woods.  
Site of Forbes Mansion. NA Limited. 

St. George's 
Land 

St. George 
Church 

St. George 
Church 3.30 NA Res. 2 None 

Owned by St. George 
Orthodox Church. 
Abuts Ellis Pond; would 
provide parking and 
access. NA 

Potential access to 
Ellis Pond. 
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Table 29 
Privately Owned Lands of Conservation and Recreation Interest 

 
 

Parcel Name Owner-ship 
Manage-
ment Acres 

Funds 
Used Zoning 

Degree of 
Protection Description Condition 

Recreation 
Potential 

Willett Pond 
(New Pond) 

Neponset 
River 
Watershed 
Association 

Neponset 
River 
Watershed 
Association 25.00 NA Res. 2 None 

Owned by NRWA.  
Tremendous views but 
no public access. NA 

Potential for 
providing access 
for water-based 
recreation. 

St. Timothy's 
Church 

Catholic 
Church 

Catholic 
Church 11.33 NA Res. 2 None 

St. Timothy's parking 
lot offers great views of 
Willett Pond.   NA Limited. 

Walker 
Properties Walker Walker 83.83 NA 

Lim. 
Mfg. None 

Rare and endangered 
species habitat; abuts 
Cons. Comm. Land on 
University Ave.  Soon to 
be donated to Town. NA 

Primarily for 
conservation 
purposes. 

Riley Land Riley Riley 18.65 NA Res. 1 None Abuts Neponset River. NA 

Primarily for 
conservation 
purposes. 

Tsimortis 
Land Tsimortis Tsimortis 13.02 NA Res. 1 None Abuts Neponset River. NA 

Primarily for 
conservation 
purposes. 

Berry Land Berry Berry 5.70 NA Res. 2 None 

Abuts Traphole Brook 
and Norwood Gardens 
property. NA 

Primarily for 
conservation 
purposes. 

Boch Land off 
Union Street Boch Realty 

Boch 
Realty 23.21 NA Res. 2 None 

Abuts Berry Property; 
wildlife habitat. NA 

Primarily for 
conservation 
purposes. 

Total lands of recreation and conservation 
interest 514.34        
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Environmental Justice and the Distribution of Parks and Open Spaces 

 

The Wilson Street Playground and a portion of the Hawes Brook land fall within the Windsor 

Gardens neighborhood.  This area is bordered by Ellis Pond and Guild Pond.  The Endean 

Conservation Land is across the railroad tracks from this neighborhood and is accessible.   

 

There were two questions in the survey that asked residents how satisfied they were with the location 

of recreational facilities for young children (0-5 years old) and older children (6-17 years old).  For 

all survey respondents, 74% were very satisfied or satisfied with the location of facilities for young 

children and 64.4% were very satisfied or satisfied with facilities for older children.  Respondents to 

the on-line survey were asked to identify which of the nine voting districts they lived in.  The 

Windsor Gardens neighborhood is primarily within District 4 and had the highest response rate 

(18.9%) of the nine districts. In District 4, 72.7% were very satisfied or satisfied with facilities for 

young children and 71% were very satisfied or satisfied with facilities for older children.  Therefore, 

it appears that this neighborhood is not under-served and that residents feel that they have adequate 

access to facilities.   

 

Section 504 Handicapped Access Self-Evaluation 

 

In October 2000, the Town went through a formal Section 504 Handicapped Access Self-Evaluation.  

This survey was done using a comprehensive checklist developed by the Adaptive Environments 

Center. The following sites were surveyed: 

 

Winslow Wilson Street/Gormley Field Murphy (Pleasant) 

Hawes Pool Hawes Playground Hawes Pond  

Father Macs’ Playground Father Macs’ Soccer Field Father Macs’ Pool 

Ellis Playground Eliot (Balch) Doherty 

Bond Street Civic Center Ivatts Tennis Courts 

Skate park/tot lot   

 

Based on that survey, an ADA Modifications Time-Line was developed. The town has made 

considerable progress on the items listed in that time-line.  In addition to the tasks outlined in the 

time-line, the town also accomplished the following improvements: 

 

 The town filled in the area around all water bubblers to raise the height of the surface to allow 

users in wheelchairs to better access the bubblers. 

 Since 2001, the town completely redid the following playgrounds with state-of-the-art 

accessible play structures:  

o Father Mac’s 

o Hawes Playground 

o Ellis Playground 

o Murphy Playground 

o Wilson Street Playground 
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 The town has designed a new pool house for Father Macs’ Pool and is seeking grant funding 

for the construction. 

 Town meeting has appropriated $35,000 to re-do the Winslow Playground.   This will be 

accomplished as a community build with volunteer and donated labor which will enable the 

town to use more of the funding for equipment. 

 

The town did a new Self-Evaluation and Transition Plan in 2011.  This is included as Appendix E of 

this plan.   
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SECTION VI – COMMUNITY GOALS 

 

A. Description of Process - In order to assess the community’s needs and values the Open Space and 

Recreation Advisory Committee developed a survey.  This survey was conducted primarily on-line.  

Paper copies of the survey were also available at Town Hall, the Senior Center and the Library.  A 

copy of the complete survey is included in Appendix B.  The survey was ―live‖ on-line from 

September 26 until October 31. 
 

The survey was publicized in the following ways: 

 

 Posted flyers in the community rooms at Windsor Gardens of Norwood Apartment Complex 

(now called the Berkshires at Windsor Gardens) and Olde Derby Village Apartments.
*
 

 Posted flyers at the town’s three supermarkets: Hannafords *, Shaw’s and Stop and Shop. 

 A link to the survey was put on the Norwood Public Schools web site. 

 A flyer/press release was sent to the three newspapers: The Norwood Bulletin, Daily News 

Transcript and the Norwood Record. 

 A notice was sent to Norwood Public Access Cable TV 

 An announcement was made at the September 30, 2008 meeting of the Board of Selectmen. 

 Paper copies were made available at the Library, Senior Center, Recreation Department and 

Town Hall. 

 The survey link was prominently displayed as a scrolling message on the front page of the 

Town’s web site.   

 The flyer with the survey link was sent to nine (9) sports organizations. 

 The flyer was e-mailed to the Recreation Departments’ e-mail list of 2,000 people.  
 

* Indicates an outreach activity specifically aimed at the Environmental Justice neighborhood. 
 

 

In addition to the survey, a public forum was held on January 22, 2009 at the Norwood Civic Center. 

The survey results were shared with the public and there was an open forum for residents to further 

express their views.   

 

 

B. Statement of Open Space and Recreation Goals 
 

The Town of Norwood is committed to providing its citizens of all ages and abilities with a full range 

of opportunities for active and passive recreation.  The Town will face the challenges that that the 

current economic climate has brought and will be persistent and creative in its efforts to maintain and 

improve recreational facilities through grants, donations and public/private partnerships.  The Town 

will pursue both short-term projects and longer term projects requiring a higher level of funding.  The 

Town will ensure that all portions of town have equal access to recreational opportunities.  

 

The Town will continue to acquire and maintain conservation land for the purposes of passive 

recreation and to protect the unique habit areas within the Area of Critical Environmental Concern.  

The Town will work to better educate residents about some of the lesser know parks and conservation 

areas. 
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SECTION VII – ANALYSIS OF NEEDS 

 

A. OVERVIEW OF NEEDS ANALYSIS  

 

The analysis of needs was based on three major factors: input from town staff and department heads, 

a review of the needs analysis prepared for the previous plan and a thorough review of the on-line 

survey (2008) and public forum (2009) conducted for this plan.  The results of the 2008 on-line 

survey can be found in Appendix B.   

 
B. HIGHLIGHTS OF THE NORWOOD OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION PLAN SURVEY 

 

 Most popular programs/ facilities are children’s programs at the Civic Center (69%) and the pools 

(56%) 

 

 Most popular sports programs are soccer (65%), Little League (51%) and hockey (30%). 

 

 Respondents are generally satisfied or very satisfied with the number and location of 

playgrounds for young children (75%) but slightly less satisfied with the equipment and 

maintenance at the playgrounds (60%).  

 

 Respondents are somewhat less satisfied with sports fields for school-aged children.  With regards 

to the location of fields, 64% were satisfied/very satisfied but only 45% were satisfied/very 

satisfied with the maintenance and cleanliness. 

 

 The 3 major concerns about recreational facilities are: maintenance, condition of equipment and 

structures and parking.  Maintenance is the top concern for conservation areas as well. 

 

 43.4% of all respondents think there should be an equal emphasis on maintaining existing 

recreational facilities and acquiring more recreational land. 

 

 The top five recreational facilities that respondents would like to see are: 

o Indoor swimming pool 

o Walking/jogging paths 

o Outdoor playing fields 

o Indoor ice skating rink 

o Playgrounds for older children (6-17) 

 

 Walking is the most popular activity on town conservation land followed by bird 

watching/enjoying nature. 

 

 Many conservation areas are not well known to the respondents including La Salle Conservation 

Land, Alevizos, the Bade Canoe Launch, the Fortune Drive lot, the Allendale property and the 

Vanderbilt land. 

 

 The 3 most favorite areas are Ellis Pond, Endean Conservation land and Hawes Brook Park. 
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 42% of respondents said that it is very important for the town to acquire more open space.  An 

additional 27% said it was somewhat important. 

 

 31% of respondents said they were willing to spend $81-$100 per year to support open space and 

recreation improvements while 22% said they would be willing to spend $41-$60 per year.  

Combined, this means that over 50% of respondents would be willing to spend at least $60. 

 

 42% of respondents would consider supporting passage of the Community Preservation Act 

depending on the amount of the yearly surcharge and 27% were in favor of passing the act 

without consideration of the amount. 

 
 

C. SUMMARY OF RESOURCE PROTECTION NEEDS  

 

Stormwater Management - Norwood’s brooks, ponds and the Neponset River were once dumping 

grounds for contaminants ranging from motor oil to PCBs.  These waterways are slowly making a 

comeback due to stricter environmental laws.  The direct discharge practices of the 1950s and 1960s 

(i.e. dumping directly into the stream) have been virtually eliminated.  However, there is mounting 

evidence that non-source point pollution (i.e. stormwater from parking lots, streets, etc.) is harming 

the town’s brooks and ponds.  Storm runoff from parking lots and streets, loaded with sand, salt, and 

oil/gas residue, are being deposited into local ponds and streams by storm drains.  An example is Mill 

Pond, off Sumner Street, which has deteriorated from an active fishing and skating area in the 1960s 

to a pond now laden with silt incapable of freezing over for skating.  The silt was carried there by 

Traphole Brook which transports drainage from nearby streets and Route One parking lots.   

 

The Town adopted new, more stringent storm-water regulations in May 2002.  These new regulations 

require the following: 

 

 No discharge of untreated stormwater runoff directly into waterways. 

 Post-development peak runoff cannot exceed pre-development rates. 

 Subsurface infiltration is the primary method of treating runoff and must remove 80% of Total 

Suspended Solids. 

 Retention and detention basins may only be used if soil conditions prohibit subsurface infiltration. 

 Stormwater management systems must have operations and maintenance plans. 

 

These changes, while important, will affect only new developments and since the Town is largely 

built out, will be less effective than if they had been instituted earlier.  These regulations will help to 

mitigate the impacts of development on the remaining buildable land. The Town will need to seek 

ways to deal with existing runoff. 

 

Protecting the Fowl Meadow - Norwood’s wetland and water resources are vast, especially in the 

Fowl Meadow area east of Route One.  The Fowl Meadow is an Area of Critical Environmental 

Concern and this State designation is designed to protect the quantity and quality of the region’s 

water supply and to prevent the loss of valuable flood storage area.  
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Several properties within the Fowl Meadow ACEC have been identified as a high priority for 

acquisition or for easements. These include:  Shalbey, Walker, Cofsky, Cieri, Riley, Tsimortos and 

Colnan. 

 

Wetlands Protection – The Town of Norwood has a part-time conservation agent whose job it is to 

make sure that any development or redevelopment is in compliance with the Wetlands Protection Act 

and the Rivers Protection Act as well as the Town wetlands bylaw. The conservation agent provides 

guidance to other town departments regarding wetlands issues.  One of the key issues in wetlands 

protection is that many homeowners and business owners are not aware of the wetlands regulations.  

The building department is often the first point of contact that property owners have with the Town 

and the Building Department often refers people to the conservation agent.  Therefore, there is a need 

for more public education and awareness of wetlands issues.  The conservation agent has also 

identified the protection of vernal pools as an important goal.   

 

Improving Access to Open Space – In the survey, 71% of respondents said that they favor spending 

additional Town funds to make conservation and open space lands more accessible and useable for 

passive recreation.  The Town is currently looking into access at Willett Pond and Ellis Pond.  Other 

access issues include providing some parking at conservation lands and signs indicating that a parcel 

is public conservation land. 

 

D. SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY’S NEEDS 

 

Preserving Residential Character - Norwood is nearly fully developed with approximately 559 

acres of buildable land remaining.  Because there is so little developable land remaining, new 

development in Norwood usually results in the loss of valuable green space, which further erodes the 

town’s suburban character. The effects of this development can be disheartening to residents since 

new development typically takes place as infill in existing neighborhoods.  The lack of available land 

and the high prices people will pay for a buildable lot makes any available land attractive to 

developers.  Norwood’s relatively high-density allowances of 3 to 8 dwellings per acre are also 

disincentives to preserving green space.  Clearly, there is a need to examine the zoning bylaw to 

determine if the current density allowances encourage excessive infill development. If so, zoning 

options, for example a bylaw that allows alternative uses on larger, historic properties, should be 

studied. 

 

 

Increasing Awareness of Conservation Lands – In the survey for the 1997 Plan, many residents 

expressed that they were not aware of many of the conservation lands and wetlands. This is due in 

part to the lack of signage and the lack of a map showing these properties.  The results of the 2008 

survey confirms that this is still a problem. More than 50% of the respondents did not know where the 

following properties were: La Salle, University Avenue, Bade Canoe launch, Fortune Drive, 

Allendale, Vanderbilt and Alevizos.   More needs to be done to make residents aware of these lands. 
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Providing Additional Recreational Opportunities 

 

Several of the survey questions were designed to determine what recreational opportunities and 

facilities are most desired by town residents.  The results of the 2008 survey show very similar results 

to earlier surveys. 

 

1) Indoor Pool – The desire for an indoor swimming pool was expressed in the open space survey 

done for the 1997 plan as well as the survey done in October 2002.  In the 2008 survey, an indoor 

swimming pool was at the top of the list of the top five most desired recreational facilities.   

 

At the January 20, 2009 public meeting one resident raised the issue of building an indoor swimming 

pool.  She noted that Norwood used to have an indoor pool but it was taken away because of hospital 

construction.  Despite the costs of building and operating indoor pools, other communities do have 

them and Norwood should not give up on the idea.  She asked if it would be feasible for several 

communities to join together to develop a multi-municipality pool and suggested that Norwood 

should continue to explore the possibility of a partnership with a non-profit organization to develop 

an indoor pool. 

 

2) Walking Paths – The survey of Town Meeting members found that walking paths were the 

second most desired recreational facility in the Town.  In the 2008 survey, walking paths were again 

the second most desired recreational facility. The Town is pursuing two major path projects.  At least 

one resident expressed concerns about walking paths due to his experience as a homeowner whose 

house abuts a walking path. 

 

Vanderbilt Avenue path - The path is on town-owned land within the ACEC.  The plan for the 

Vanderbilt Avenue Walking Path was completed by Mistry Associates in April, 2003.  Congressman 

Stephen Lynch secured a federal earmark for the project that would have provided up to $780,000 for 

the project.  Subsequently, the Board of Selectmen decided to focus on the Ellis Pond Path and 

requested that the earmarked funds be redirected to Ellis Pond.  This redirection was completed and 

the Ellis Pond Path has been partially completed. 

 

Ellis Pond – Using town funds, the town has completed the first segment of a 2- mile path that would 

go around the pond.  The Pare Engineering Corporation prepared a master plan for the path. The 

master plan calls for a pedestrian walkway that would completely encircle Ellis Pond and the 

wetland/river system between Ellis and Guild Ponds. The complete path would be 9,410 feet.  Most 

of the path would be a four-foot wide stone dust path with approximately 2,000 feet consisting of an 

8-10 foot wide elevated walkway over parts of the pond and associated wetlands. The Department of 

Environmental Protection required that the entire path be permitted as one project although the Town 

will do construction in phases.  Permitting is currently on hold due to concerns voiced at Town 

Meeting about privacy issues. 

 

3) Playing Fields – The Town of Norwood hired Gale Associates, Inc. to prepare a master plan for 

the redevelopment of playing fields in the Town.  Many of the recommendations have been 

accomplished and the town is continuing to implement the plan as the budget allows. 
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4) Playgrounds – The Town recently completed the renovation of almost all of the playgrounds in 

Town.  The Town will be completing renovations at the Winslow Playground this year and will be 

installing playground equipment at the refurbished Callahan School playfield.  The challenge for the 

coming years will be to maintain these renovated playgrounds in good condition. 

 

5) Indoor ice rink – The residents of Norwood would also like to have an indoor ice rink. In the 

2008 survey, this was one of the top five most desired recreational facilities.  The Town is continuing 

to review its options.  There is a small, private rink near the airport. 

 

6) Senior Recreational Needs – The enlarged Senior Center on Prospect Street, which was 

completed in 2008, has helped to improve recreational opportunities for seniors.   

 

7) Handicapped Access - The needs of the physically and mentally challenged are being addressed 

by the town’s ADA Transition Plan.  Barriers that impede the full enjoyment of the town’s 

recreational facilities will be eliminated. One of the future needs is to upgrade the bathhouses at both 

the Hawes Pool and Father Macs’ Pool.  This work will include making the bathhouse facilities 

handicapped accessible. 

 

8) Recreation Programs -The Recreation Department offers a full range of programs for all ages.  

One survey respondent suggested that the Recreation Department needs to provide more late-

afternoon programming for children whose parents are working.   

 

E. MANAGEMENT NEEDS 

 

Maintenance – As with many communities, the maintenance budget for open space, parks and 

recreation is lower than optimal.  Although many playgrounds have been renovated and the Town has 

a plan for renovating the Towns’ playing fields, maintenance remains an issue.   The Gale Plan for 

the Playing Fields noted that the current field maintenance budget is approximately $350,000 

annually.  This budget comes from several different town departments.  The plan recommended a 

total maintenance budget of $608,000 annually for 28 high quality fields.  It also recommended that 

the staff be increased from 4 full-time people and 2-3 part time staff to 7-8 full time people with 2-3 

part time employees during April and May.   

 

The results of the survey showed that satisfaction with the maintenance and cleanliness of 

playgrounds and sports fields was generally high but that there is room for improvement.  At least 

58% of respondents said they were very satisfied or satisfied with the playgrounds while only 12.5% 

said they were dissatisfied or very dissatisfied.  The level of satisfaction with sports fields was 

somewhat lower, with 45.5% stating they were very satisfied or satisfied and the level of 

dissatisfaction 28%.   Many respondents identified very specific issues at individual parks or 

playgrounds which represent areas in which maintenance could be improved.  

 

Willett Pond access – The Town no longer has access to Willett Pond because they sold it to the 

Church.  The pond lies within Norwood, Westwood and Walpole. The three towns have been 

working together to find an access point and to resolve issues related to paying for insurance. 
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F. NATIONAL PARKS AND RECREATION STANDARDS 

 

The National Recreation and Parks Association (NRPA) has developed the most widely used 

standards for park and recreation land.  The often cited standard was that a local park system should, 

at a minimum, be composed of a ―core‖ system of parklands with a total of 6.25 to 10.5 acres of 

developed, ―close-to-home‖ open space per 1,000 population.  The local park system should include 

mini-parks, neighborhood parks and larger community parks.  Based on this standard, Norwood 

should have between 187 and 315 acres of developed open space for parks and recreation areas.  

Norwood’s total dedicated acreage for parks and recreation areas is well below the national standard.   

One must acknowledge that some of the School Department’s 160 acres serve as ―adjunct‖ parks and 

recreation areas, but there clearly is a need to increase the amount of developed park and recreation 

space. 

 

Land acquisition and park development is hindered by budgetary constraints and the town is therefore 

not in a position to meet these national standards.  The new approach to standards is described on the 

NRPA websiteFAQ as follows: 

 
Does NRPA have standards/guidelines that they publish for communities regarding the number and 

types of facilities that are built? 

Communities are encouraged to calculate the number and types of facilities by using the Level 

of Service park planning process because it allows the communities to tailor the standards to 

their needs. "Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Guidelines"  by James D. Mertes 

and James R. Hall walks users through a process that uses a series of equations and matrices 

to identify park facility guidelines. Please call 1-800-626-6772 or Email  Store@nrpa.org to 

order.  

 

The town has not gone through this process because it is taking the approach of making incremental 

additions to the parks and open space inventory as funding or land donations allow. 

 

G. SCORP RELATIONSHIP  

 

The SCORP (Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan) is the state’s equivalent of a 

municipal open space plan.  SCORP plans are developed by individual states to be eligible for federal 

Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) grants.  The current plan is called ―Massachusetts 

Outdoors 2006‖.  It was prepared by the Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs. Six 

major issues were identified in the SCORP 2000 and three were added for the 2006 update.   

 

Norwood is within the Metropolitan Boston Region.  The 2000 SCORP made specific 

recommendations for each region in the state. The 2006 SCORP does not include specific 

recommendations by region but it does include information on demand, resource use, satisfaction 

levels, funding preferences and facilities needs.   

 

In terms of demand, walking is the most reported recreation activity in the Metropolitan Boston 

region, as in the state, followed closely by sightseeing.  The demand for swimming was 48.3% 

followed by golfing, picnicking, playground activity and sunbathing.  Significant numbers of 

respondents to the survey also reported that they fished and biked (both road biking and mountain 

mailto:Store@nrpa.org
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biking Walking, road biking and swimming ranked highest for new facilities, followed by 

playgrounds when residents of the Metropolitan Boston region were surveyed about facilities needs, 

These findings are consistent with the results of the 2008 survey. 
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SECTION VIII- GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

 

The starting point for developing the goals and objectives for the 2009- 2012 plan were the goals and 

objectives from the 2003-2008 open space and recreation plan. These goals and objectives were 

evaluated in light of the results of the 2008 open space survey and discussions with the open space 

and recreation advisory committee.  The results of the survey confirmed that the goals and objectives 

were still valid.  In addition, these goals and objectives were reviewed following a public meeting on 

January 22, 2009 and were essentially validated by the participants at that meeting. A sixth goal was 

added to address issues of environmental justice and equity. 

 

 

Goal #1: Acquire open space and conservation land. 

 

 Protect Norwood’s suburban character from the effects of development. 

 Provide better access to ponds, rivers, and streams. 

 

Goal #2: Protect and preserve Norwood’s natural resources. 

 

 Stop wetland encroachment and degradation. 

 Protect Neponset Valley ACEC and rare wildlife habitats. 

 

Goal #3: Develop a greater variety of recreational opportunities for all 

 

 Add new town recreational facilities. 

 Develop facilities for all age groups. 

 Eliminate handicap barriers at all recreational facilities. 

 

 

Goal #4: Maintain and manage existing recreation facilities, parks and conservation lands 

 

 Increase the use of the town’s conservation and open space lands. 

 Improve the condition of the town’s conservation and recreation properties. 

 

 

Goal #5: Increase public awareness on open space and conservation issues 

 

 Educate the public on the location of properties 

 Foster stewardship of open space and conservation lands. 

 

Goal #6: Ensure that the plan takes into account environmental justice and equity. 

 

 Increase public participation opportunities in neighborhoods where 25% or more of the 

population is minority or foreign-born.  

 Ensure that new recreational facilities and open space areas are equally accessible to 

residents in those neighborhoods.  
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Goal #7: Create the organizational and funding support necessary for implementation of the 

plan. 

 

 Secure necessary funding for implementation. 

 Develop a mechanism for overseeing implementation of the plan 
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SECTION IX –SEVEN YEAR ACTION PLAN 

 

 

A. ACCOMPLISHMENTS SINCE THE 2003-2008 PLAN 

 

The 2003-2008 Open Space and Recreation Master Plan had an ambitious Five - Year Action Plan. 

The major accomplishments since the 2003-2008 Plan are as follows: 

 

 The Town had discussions with the owners of several key properties including Comenitz 

(formerly Crosspoint), Polaroid, St. George Orthodox Church and the Pioneer Trust property 

regarding potential donations of land.  These discussions did not result in any donations but 

did help the town to understand the property-owners needs and future plans. 

 

 The Town installed a stone dust path at Ellis Pond from Walpole Street to George F. Willett 

Parkway. 

 

 The Town obtained a greenway easement over the Norwood Gardens property to connect to 

Pezwick Park. 

 

 The Conservation Commission has been enforcing the 25 foot "no build" wetland buffer zone 

provision of the bylaw and has been ticketing wetland violations under the local non-criminal 

disposition bylaw.   

 

 The Town has actively reduced nonpoint source pollution through the revision of storm water 

regulations in the zoning, subdivision rules and regulations and Conservation Commission 

orders. 

 

 The Town constructed a new Babe Ruth baseball field at the Willet School. 

 

 The Town developed additional indoor space for aerobics and fitness programs at the new 

Senior Center. 

 

 The Town increased the DPW budget for recreational maintenance and five fields have been 

outsourced by the DPW for ongoing maintenance. 

 

 The Town has implemented the field rotation recommendations of the Gale Plan. 

 

 The Town expanded the grant team to include the Director of Economic Development and 

Community Planning, the Recreation Director and the Town Engineer.  This has resulted in 

the submission of two grant applications to the Division of Conservation Services, one of 

which was funded. 

 

 A map showing public lands has been completed and is included in the Norwood Recreation 

Program Guide. 

 

 Signs have been installed at many conservation, recreation and park properties. 
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B. THE 2010-2017 SEVEN-YEAR ACTION PLAN 

 

The Seven-Year Action Plan (Table 30) is the most important section in any open space and 

recreation plan.  The following recommendations are meant to bridge the gap between the existing 

open space and recreation resources identified in Section 5, the goals and objectives (Section 8) and 

the needs and desires of the residents of Norwood (Section 7).  The designation of a target year is 

meant as a guide only.  It is more important to be flexible and take advantage of opportunities as they 

arise. Many items will need to occur over several years. In each case, a primary responsible party or 

parties is identified.  Figure 10 is a map illustrating the action plan recommendations. 

 

The 2010-2017 Seven-Year Action Plan was developed by first reviewing the action plan from the 

2003-2008 Plan.  All completed actions were removed from the list unless they are on-going.  The 

remaining action items were reviewed by various town departments to determine if they were still 

desirable.  Additional action items were added based on citizen input from the survey and at the 

public meetings. 

 

Highest Priority Projects 

 

While all of the actions outlined in the Seven-Year Action Plan are important, the Open Space and 

Recreation Committee has selected a short list of the highest priority projects to give added focus to 

the Seven -Year Action Plan.  These projects are as follows: 

 Acquire 15.56 acres of the Comenitz property for passive and active recreation. 

 Acquire 6.93 Acres from Crosspoint for parkland to preserve Norwood suburban character. 

 Link the Willett School, Babe Ruth field and the landfill with a five foot wide paved path on 

the sewer easement. 

 Implement the ADA transition plan. 

 Bring the Community Preservation Act to a town meeting vote. 

 Develop a brochure and map showing all public lands and available facilities. 

 Make the Open Space and Recreation Advisory Committee a permanent committee. 

 

Note on funding sources:  The entries in the column ―funding sources‖ are intended to give the 

reader some ideas on possible funding sources.  Each grant program has its own eligibility 

requirements and it is generally difficult to determine if an action is fundable until the project is more 

clearly defined.  These grant programs are also highly competitive. The designation CPA means that 

this is an item that is potentially fundable under the Community Preservation Act, if the town chooses 

to adopt the CPA at some time in the future.  While there are certain broad categories of types of 

eligible projects, under the CPA the town would have much more discretion as to how to spend these 

funds.  Additional information on the potential funds the Town could receive if it passed the CPA can 

be found in Appendix F. 

 

PARC stands for the Massachusetts Parkland Acquisitions and Renovations for Communities Program 

formerly known as the Urban Self-Help Program. 

 

LAND stands for Local Acquisitions for Natural Diversity, formerly known as the Self-Help 

Program). 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

                  
Goal #1: Acquire open space and conservation land 
  
  

         
   

                  
A. Protect Norwood's suburban character 
  

            
   

                  
                  

1.  Cofsky property 

Acquire land 
development rights or 
conservation 
restriction. Cons. Comm.  CPA, Town         

   

                  

2.  Lost Brook Country Club 

Seek Ch. 61B 
assessment to 
facilitate use as golf 
course. OSRC, Assess.  Town        

   

                  

3. Comenitz Land1 

Acquire 15.56 acres 
for passive and active 
recreation. 

OSRC, Town 
Mtg. 

CPA 
LAND 
         

   

4. Crosspoint Land 

Acquire 6.93 Acres for 
park to preserve 
Norwood’s suburban 
character 

OSRC, Town 
Mtg. 

CPA 
LAND     

   

                                                           
1
 This has been discussed with the property owners but property not currently for sale.  The Selectmen have endorsed the idea of acquiring the property. 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

B.  Provide better access to ponds, rivers, streams 
  
  

            

1. Access to Ellis Pond1 

Seek easements for 
access to Ellis Pond 
from St. George 
Orthodox Church. 

Town Mtg. 
OSRC CPA         

   

                  

2. Ellis Pond Walkway2 

Extend the walkway 
on the Nichols Street 
side of the pond.  

OSRC, Cons. 
Comm. NA         

   

                  

3. Access to Willett Pond 

a) Seek conservation 
easement from St. 
Timothy's Church for 
pond access. Cons. Comm. 

Low cost – 
staff time         

   

                  

  

b) Contact the 
NepRWA to discuss 
options for access to 
the pond. OSRC, BOS  Town         

   

                  

                                                           
1
 The land is being held for a future parish hall and the church is not interested in donating the land. 

2
 This has been partially accomplished.  A stone dust path has been installed from Walpole Street to George F. Willett Parkway.  Additional sections are 

problematic. 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

 4. Neponset River 

Acquire the Comenitz  
property for canoe 
launch and access to 
river.1 

OSRC, Town 
Mtg. CPA         

   

                  

5. Buckmaster Pond in 
Westwood. 

Determine what rights 
were granted under 
the easement with the 
Town of Westwood.  OSRC Low cost.         

   

                  
6. Signage for Hawes, Germany, 
Traphole, Meadow, Purgatory 
& Plantingfield Brooks. 

Clearly identify via 
signage and maps. OSRC Town, CPA         

   

                  
7.  Access to Hawes, Germany, 
Traphole, Meadow, Purgatory 
& Plantingfield Brooks. 

Identify additional 
access points. 

OSRC, Cons. 
Comm. Town     

   

         
C. Improve linkages between open space parcels 
  
  

          
   

                 
1. Link the Willet School, Babe 
Ruth field and landfill and build 
town greenway from Junior 
High Sch. North to Ellis Pond. 

Create a five foot wide 
paved handicapped 
accessible path on the 
sewer easement. DPW, OSRC, Pl. 

Town 
funds, CPA         
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

2. Provide sidewalk connections 

Develop a plan to 
provide sidewalks to 
link open spaces and 
parks. DPW Chapter 90     

   

           
Goal #2: Protect and preserve Norwood's natural resources 
  
  

            
                  
A. Stop wetland encroachment/degradation 
  

           
   

1. Continue to enforce local 
wetland protection bylaw. 

Enforce the 25 foot 
"no build" wetland 
buffer zone provision 
of Cons. Comm. 
Bylaw. 

Cons. Comm. 
Town Meeting Town         

   

                  

2. Local wetland mapping 

Create a town wide 
map showing location 
of wetlands; make 
available to public. Cons. Comm. Town         

   

                  

3. Protect vernal pools 

Certify key vernal 
pools and evaluate 
the appropriate level 
of protection. Cons. Comm. Town         

   

                  
B. Protect Neponset Valley ACEC and rare wildlife habitats 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

1. Walker property on 
University Avenue 

Accept donation of a 
conservation 
restriction or gift of 83 
acre parcel. 

Town Meeting, 
OSRC 

CPA, Town, 
LAND         

   

                  

2. Reduce nonpoint source 
pollution 

Enforce stormwater 
regulations as 
required under the 
EPA Phase II 
regulations of the 
Clean Water Act. 

Town Meeting, 
Planning 
Board, Cons. 
Comm. Town         

   

                  

3. Berry/Boch lands 

Seek a conservation 
restriction or gift of 
land. 

OSRC, Town 
Meeting. 

CPA, Town, 
LAND         

   

           
Goal #3: Develop a greater variety of recreational opportunities for all.          

   

 
 

    

   

                  
A. Add new town recreational facilities 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

1. Identify potential sites for a 
modern "suitable for 
competition" indoor swimming 
pool.1 

Identify potential sites 
for a pool as well as 
potential partnership 
opportunities. OSRC Town         

   

2.  Study the feasibility of 
running an indoor pool. 

Obtain information 
from other 
communities on the 
construction, 
operations and 
maintenance costs of 
their pools. OSRC, Rec. Town     

   

                  
                

3. New recreational fields 

Utilize 15.56 acres 
from Comenitz 
abutting Eliot Field; 
build new recreational 
fields. 

Rec. BOS, 
Town Meeting. CPA, Town         

   

                  

                                                           
1
 This was to be accomplished with a new YMCA facility to be built on town land on University Avenue but the project did not move forward. 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

4. Ice skating rink/area1 

a) Examine rink need; 
study lease 
arrangements with 
existing rinks.  Identify 
potential sites. Rec. OSRC Town         

   

                  

5. Provide passive recreational 
opportunities at the landfill. 

Develop a trail and an 
observation point on 
top of the landfill BOS DPW         

   

                  
B. Develop facilities for all age groups 
  

              
                  

1. Tot lots and youth 
playgrounds 

Install playground 
equipment at Callahan 
playground and 
upgrade equipment at 
Doherty. 

Rec. School 
Dept. Town 
Meeting Town, CPA          

   

2. Upgrade bath houses 

Repair 
pools/bathhouses at 
Hawes and Father 
Mac's including 
handicapped access. 

Parks Dept., 
DPW Town, CPA         

   

                                                           
1
 Was supposed to be included in the YMCA facility but this facility was never built. 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

3. Splash park 

Construct a splash 
park at Father Mac’s 
pool. 

Parks Dept., 
DPW. Town, CPA     

   

                  
C. Eliminate handicap barriers at all recreational facilities 
  
  

         
   

                  

1. ADA Transition Plan- See 
Appendix E. 

Complete all items on 
the ADA Transition 
Plan. to eliminate 
access barriers. 

Town 
Administrator, 
ADA Team Town         

   

                  

Goal #4: Maintain and manage existing recreation facilities, parks and conservation lands 
  
  
  

         
                  
A. Increase the use of town's conservation, recreation facilities, parks and open space lands 
  
  
  
  

         
                  

1. Endean Conservation Land 
trail maintenance. 

Mow paths, clear 
brush and maintain 
walking trails. Cons. Comm. CPA, Town         

   

                  

2. Ellis Wellfield property 

Develop nature trail 
including observation 
platforms. 

Cons. Comm., 
BOS, OSRC 

LAND, 
Town         
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

3. Establish one or more 
community gardens 

Establish a community 
garden on the 
abandoned skate park 
near the Balch School.  
Construct raised beds 
to overcome any soil 
limitations.  Identify 
other potential 
locations. 

OSRC, Parks 
Dept. Town     

   

                  
B. Improve the condition of the town's conservation and recreation properties 
  
  
  

        
   

                  

1. Additional maintenance 
money 

a) Add money to the 
Recreation, Parks and 
Cons. Comm. 
Maintenance budgets 
for care for town 
facilities. 

Cons. Comm, 
Recreation, 
Parks. Town, CPA         

   

                  

  

b) Create an "Adopt-a-
Field/Facility" 
program with local 
businesses. 

OSRC, Cons. 
Comm. Rec., 
Parks 

Town, 
Private         
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

2. Field rotation 

Implement the 
recommendations of 
the Gale Plan. Parks, Rec. Town         

   

                  
Goal #5: Increase public awareness on open space and conservation issues 
  
  

        
   

                  
A. Educate the public on the location of properties 
  
  

         
   

                  
1. Park, Recreation and 
Conservation Lands map and 
brochure  

Develop a map and 
brochure showing all 
public lands and 
available facilities. OSRC Town         

   

2. Property signage program 

Continue to install 
signs at entrances to 
all town parks, 
conservation 
properties, etc.1 

OSRC, Cons. 
Comm.  BOS 

Donations 

        

   

                  
                  

3.  Use the town's website as a 
method for informing the 
public 

4.  Post information 
about available parks 
and open spaces on 
the town's website. 

 OSRC, Cons. 
Comm, Rec. 
Dept. Town         

   

                  
B. Foster stewardship of open space and conservation areas 
  
  

            

                                                           
1
 Signs have been installed at many but not all conservation, recreation and park properties. 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

1. Develop stewardship 
program 

Create outreach 
program at local 
elementary schools to 
teach kids about 
conservation issues. 

OSRC, Cons. 
Comm. 

Town 

        

   

                  
Goal #6: Ensure that the plan takes into account the issue of environmental justice and 
equity. 
  
  
  
  

      

   

A. Increase public participation opportunities in neighborhoods where 25% or more of the population is minority or 
foreign-born. 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

   

1.  Continue outreach and 
publicity efforts in the Windsor 
Gardens neighborhood. 

Publicize all future 
meetings regarding open 
space planning or 
potential acquisitions by 
posting information in 
the community rooms at 
the Berkshires at 
Windsor Gardens 
Apartments and Olde 
Derby Village 
Apartments. 

OSRC Town 

        

   

      
Goal #7: Create the organizational and funding support necessary for implementation of the plan. 
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

A: Secure necessary funding for implementation.        

1. Educate the public about the 
Community Preservation Act  

Develop CPA team to 
educate the BOS and 
TM on the benefits of 
the CPA  OSRC Town         

   

2. Town Meeting vote on the 
Community Preservation Act. 

Because the 
Community 
Preservation Act is a 
local option statute, a 
vote at Town Meeting 
will ensure that the 
act has been duly 
considered and 
accepted or rejected 
by the Town.  Provide 
voters with 
information on the 
potential tax burden 
under the CPA as well 
as the potential uses 
of the funds to 
implement the 
recommendations of 
this plan. 

Assessor, 
Planning 
Board, Town 
Meeting Town         
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Table 30 
Seven Year Action Plan 

Objective/Parcel Action Responsibility Funding 
Year 

1 
Year 

2 
Year 

3 
Year 

4 

 
 

Year 
5 

Year 
6 

Year 
7 

B: Develop a mechanism for overseeing implementation of the plan      

      

1. Open space and recreation 
committee 

Establish the 
committee as a 
permanent 
committee.  

Board of 
Selectmen Town     

   

2. Build capacity to negotiate 
conservation restrictions and 
easements 

Develop a team 
consisting of town 
staff, land trust 
officials and others 
with an expertise in 
the financial and legal 
aspects of restrictions 
and easements to 
work with property 
owners. 

OSRC, 
assessor, legal 
department. Town     

   

3. Grant writing 

Continue to pursue 
federal and state 
grants with the help 
of the"grant team1 

Staff 
Town 
Manager, BOS. Town         

   

           

                                                           
1
  The grant team now includes the planning director, recreation director, town engineer. 
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SECTION X – IMPLEMENTATION 

  

The purpose of this section is to make decision-makers and town residents aware of the many 

different ways to preserve and/or acquire open space and recreation land.  Some of the methods and 

programs have already been utilized by the Town with great success.  Other methods have not been 

employed but could be in the future. 

  

A. STATE AND FEDERAL FUNDING PROGRAMS 

 

Local Acquisitions for Natural Diversity - The LAND Program (formerly the Self-Help Program) was 

established in 1961 to assist municipal conservation commissions acquiring land for natural resource 

and passive outdoor recreation purposes. Lands acquired may include wildlife, habitat, trails, unique 

natural, historic or cultural resources, water resources, forest, and farm land. Compatible passive 

outdoor recreational uses such as hiking, fishing, hunting, cross-country skiing, bird observation and 

the like are encouraged. Access by the general public is required.  This state program pays for the 

acquisition of land, or a partial interest (such as a conservation restriction), and associated acquisition 

costs such as appraisal reports and closing costs. 

 

The Norwood Conservation Commission acquired the following properties under the former Self-

Help program: 

 

Property Acquired Amount Paid  Amount Reimbursed 

    

1) LaSalle Conservation Land 12/8/65 $6,000 $3,000 

2) Pezwick Park (Traphole Brook) 12/8/65 $13,000 $6,500 

3) Endean Conservation Land 5/10/73 $94,000 $47,000 

 

Massachusetts Parkland Acquisitions and Renovations for Communities (PARC) Program 

The PARC Program (formerly the Urban Self-Help Program) was established in 1977 to assist cities 

and towns in acquiring and developing land for park and outdoor recreation purposes. Any town with 

a population of 35,000 or more year-round residents, or any city regardless of size, that has an 

authorized park /recreation commission is eligible to participate in the program. Communities that do 

not meet the population criteria listed above may still qualify under the "small town," "regional," or 

"statewide" project provisions of the program. 

Only projects that are to be developed for suitable outdoor recreation purposes, whether active or 

passive in nature, shall be considered for funding. Grants are available for the acquisition of land and 

the construction, or renovation of park and outdoor recreation facilities, such as swimming pools, 

zoos, athletic play fields, playgrounds and game courts. Access by the general public is required. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Observation 

Point 

 

http://www.mass.gov/?pageID=eoeeaterminal&L=4&L0=Home&L1=Grants+%26+Technical+Assistance&L2=Grant+%26+Loan+Programs&L3=Division+of+Conservation+Services+(DCS)&sid=Eoeea&b=terminalcontent&f=eea_dcs_dcs_grant_programs&csid=Eoeea
http://www.mass.gov/?pageID=eoeeaterminal&L=4&L0=Home&L1=Grants+%26+Technical+Assistance&L2=Grant+%26+Loan+Programs&L3=Division+of+Conservation+Services+(DCS)&sid=Eoeea&b=terminalcontent&f=eea_dcs_dcs_grant_programs&csid=Eoeea
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The Norwood Recreation Department has renovated/created the following facilities under the former 

Urban Self-Help program: 

 

 

Facility Year Project Cost  Amount Reimbursed 

    

1) Junior High Tennis Courts 1999 $70,000 $40,600 

2) Hawes Pool Kiddies Water Park 2002 $85,500 $50,000 

3) Willett Babe Ruth Baseball Field 2004 $350,000 $158,000 

    

 

Federal Land and Water Conservation Fund– This is a federal program administered by the State 

Division of Conservation Services for the acquisition and development or renovation of park, 

recreation and conservation land.  The Federal Land & Water Conservation Fund (P.L. 88-578) 

provides up to 50% of the total project cost for the acquisition, development and renovation of park, 

recreation or conservation areas. Municipalities, special districts and state agencies are eligible to 

apply. Nearly 4000 acres have been acquired and hundreds of parks renovated using the $95.6 million 

that Massachusetts has received from the state side portion of the federal program since 1965. DCS 

administers the state side Land & Water Conservation Fund program in Massachusetts. Access by the 

general public is required. 

One recreation property in Norwood has been acquired under this program. 

 

Property Acquired Amount Paid Amount Reimbursed 

    

1) Doherty Field (off Sumner St.) 5/24/79 $197,600 $98,800 

 

Recreational Trails Grant Program - The Recreational Trails Program provides grants ranging from 

$2,000 to $50,000 on a reimbursement basis for a variety of trail protection, construction, and 

stewardship projects throughout Massachusetts. It is part of the national Recreational Trails Program, 

which is funded through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). Funds are disbursed to each 

state to develop and maintain recreational trails and trail-related facilities for both non-motorized and 

motorized recreational trail uses. In Massachusetts, funds are administered by the Department of 

Conservation and Recreation (DCR), in partnership with the Massachusetts Recreational Trails 

Advisory Board. 

 

Norwood has received one such grant: 

 

Project Grant Amount  Year 

   

Hawes Brook Trail $2,500 1993 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.mass.gov/?pageID=eoeeaterminal&L=4&L0=Home&L1=Grants+%26+Technical+Assistance&L2=Grant+%26+Loan+Programs&L3=Division+of+Conservation+Services+(DCS)&sid=Eoeea&b=terminalcontent&f=eea_dcs_dcs_grant_programs&csid=Eoeea
http://www.mass.gov/dcr/stewardship/greenway/regionalGrants.htm
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 B. OTHER LAND PRESERVATION TECHNIQUES 

 

Massachusetts Chapter 61 Laws -  The following three statutes provide a way for land owners to 

reduce taxes on eligible farm, recreation and forestland.  These statutes require cities and towns to 

reduce property tax assessments on farm, forest and recreation lands, provided the owners make a 

commitment to keep their lands in that use.  The statutes also give cities and towns the right of first 

refusal on these lands if such lands are sold for residential, commercial or industrial purposes. 

 

- Chapter 61 (Forest Land) – Known as the ―Forest Tax Law‖, properties of contiguous forest land 

of 10 acres or more can qualify for a 95% reduction in the property’s assessment.  To qualify, the 

State must approve a forest management plan for the property.  

 

- Chapter 61A (Agricultural Land) - This classification is used for agricultural and horticultural 

lands.  To qualify, a property owner must have five acres in farm use for at least two years.  The 

owner must demonstrate a minimum yearly gross sales of farm products.  Typically, a farm 

enrolled under this program will receive an 80% reduction in the assessed value of the property.  

There are no Norwood properties in this program, but it is important to note that the town did 

have one farm enrolled until the late 1980’s.  The Endean Farm, off Mylod Street, was enrolled as 

a 61A property until developers bought the land for the Endean Meadows subdivision.  The town 

had the right of first refusal on the property, but did not exercise its option to buy the property. 

 

- Chapter 61B (Recreation Land) – This statute is designed for recreation lands such as golf courses 

with the provision that they be open to the public.  The assessed value of the property is reduced 

by 75%.  There is one recreational property enrolled under 61B. 

 

Property    Acres 

 

Norwood Country Club  96.83 

 

Conservation Restrictions – A Conservation Restriction (CR) is a legally binding agreement 

between a landowner and a public agency or non-profit land trust where the landowner agrees to 

keep some or all of the land undeveloped and in its natural state.  A Conservation Restriction is a 

good alternative when the acquisition of the property is not possible.  CRs are useful when an 

undisturbed green belt is desired along a river or stream, to preserve a significant view, or to 

prevent development in an environmentally sensitive area.   

 

A Conservation Restriction can reduce the landowner’s federal income taxes, federal and state 

capital gains taxes, local property taxes, and estate and gift taxes.  The tax savings are dependent 

on the value of the property being restricted.  To qualify for these tax benefits, the property being 

restricted must have some bona fide conservation value. While public access to the restricted land 

is not required, it does help fulfill the requirement that the restriction provides a public benefit.  A 

landowner that agrees to allow public access and does not charge a fee is not liable for injuries to 

persons or property (per Chapter 21, Section 17C of the Massachusetts General Laws).  Currently, 

there are no Norwood properties enrolled in the Conservation Restriction Program. 

http://commpres.env.state.ma.us/content/cpa.asp 

 

http://www.state.ma.us/legis/laws/mgl/gl-61-toc.htm
http://www.state.ma.su/legis/laws/mgl/gl-61a-toc.htm
http://www.state.ma.us/legis/laws/mgl/gl-61b-toc.htm
http://www.mass.gov/?pageID=eoeeaterminal&L=4&L0=Home&L1=Land+Use%2c+Habitats+%26+Wildlife&L2=Land+Use+%26+Conservation&L3=Land+Protection&sid=Eoeea&b=terminalcontent&f=eea_lf_land_protect_how&csid=Eoeea
http://www.state.ma.us/legis/laws/mgl/21-17c.htm
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Community Preservation Act- The idea of a real estate transfer tax was signed into law on September 

14, 2000 as the Community Preservation Act (CPA).  The CPA is a new tool for communities to 

preserve open space, historic sites, and affordable housing.  The Community Preservation Act is 

statewide enabling legislation that allows cities and towns to exercise control over local planning 

decisions by providing a new funding source which can be used to address three core community 

concerns: 

 Acquisition and preservation of open space  

 Creation and support of affordable housing  

 Acquisition and preservation of historic buildings and landscapes  

 

A minimum of 10% of the annual revenues of the fund must be used for each three core community 

concerns. The remaining 70% can be allocated for any combination of the allowed uses. This gives 

each community the opportunity to determine its priorities, plan for its future, and have the funds to 

make those plans happen. 

 

The Town of Norwood has chosen not to adopt the Community Preservation Act at this time. 

Further information on the CPA can be found in Appendix F. 

 

http://www.communitypreservation.org/
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