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NORWOOD PLANNING BOARD 
566 WASHINGTON STREET 

NORWOOD, MA   02062 
 

PLANNING BOARD MINUTES, MAY 3, 2010 
 
Present:   E. William Bamber, Chairman 
    Thomas J. Wynne, Vice-Chairman 
    Ernie Paciorkowski, Clerk 
    Paul J. Donohue 
    Marco J. Brancato 
    Stephen M. Costello, Town Planner 
    Claire Murphy, Admin Asst. 
 
7:00 P.M.  The Norwood Planning Board meeting was called to order by Mr. Bamber, 
Chairman, in Room 11, Norwood Town Hall. 
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to approve the minutes of April 26, 2010, 
seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  5-0 approved 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING (ON REMAND FROM NORFOLK SUPERIOR COURT)- 
Major Project Special Permit and Site Approval Plan – 236 Access Road 
 
Present:  Atty. David Hern Jr., representing Mr. Spiegel 
   David Spiegel, applicant 
   Atty. David DeLuca, Town Council 
   see attached attendance list 
 
Mr. Bamber, Chairman, opened the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Donohue, Clerk, read the public hearing notice as it appeared in the Norwood Record 
on April 15, 2010 and April 22, 2010. 
 
Mr. Bamber introduced Atty. DeLuca to explain what this hearing was about. 
 
Atty. DeLuca began by recapping the hearings the Planning Board previously held for 
236 Access Road, and after consideration of all the information and evidence there was a 
vote by the Board to deny the application for the special permit. The case was appealed 
and the matter is scheduled to be heard before the Norfolk Superior Court.  
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Atty. DeLuca said that as a result of the litigation, he had some discussion with counsel 
for the applicant and then met in executive session with the Planning Board. After these 
discussions, it was determined that the parties would file a joint motion with the Court to 
remand the case back to the Planning Board.  
 
Atty. DeLuca stated that it is not uncommon to have a matter that has been appealed 
returned to the Board for further consideration. In this case, the joint motion indicated 
that the Board would re-open the plaintiff’s application for major project special permit 
for purposes of reconsidering the application if certain modifications were made. The 
Planning Board will hear tonight certain modifications that were not discussed at the 
original hearing.  
 
Atty. DeLuca noted that in the original hearing, Mr. Wynne recused himself because of a 
perceived conflict that may exist because he is a member of the Norwood Airport 
Commission. That issue was examined further by Town Council and the State Ethics 
Commission and it was determined that a conflict of interest did not exist. Mr. Wynne is 
qualified to vote on this case assuming he has satisfied the provisions of Chapter 39, 
Section 23D by listening to the audio tape of the one session he missed.    
 
Mr. Bamber explained that the Board met with counsel in executive session to discuss the 
potential problems with the previous decision. The Board decided to make the best of the 
situation in order to maintain the original conditions that were agreed to by the applicant. 
 
Mr. Costello said that the applicant would like to present an acoustical study that was 
done and they would also like to talk about a proposed raising of the fence that runs along 
the rear property line and along the side line with Syms. In conversations with counsel, 
the applicant has agreed to all of the conditions that were discussed up to this point 
including traffic mitigation.  
 
Atty. Hern, 470 Washington St. representing David Spiegel, applicant, stated that this 
matter has been remanded to the Planning Board pursuant to an order from the Norfolk 
Superior Court. It was entered on April 20, 2010 for the purpose of the Board 
reconsidering the matter in light of additional evidence that will be submitted. Atty. Hern 
said that the applicant is willing to abide to the conditions that were proposed initially 
along with additional conditions that were suggested by the Board and Mr. Costello. Atty. 
Hern gave an overview of these conditions. Atty. Hern discussed an additional condition 
regarding the stockade fence along the rear of the property. They are proposing to raise 
the fence by over four feet in one 80-foot section so that the entire fence along the rear is 
at a uniform height. This will provide noise mitigation, site mitigation and privacy 
mitigation from the residents. Atty. Hern presented the Board with an amended plan of 
record dated 4-23-2010 which gives the details of the changes in the back stockade fence.   
 
Atty. Hern stated that his client engaged a sound technician to run some tests with respect 
to the noise that would be expected to be generated by the maintenance of motor vehicles 
within the building at 236 Access Road. Atty. Hern introduced Jay Trieber of Home 
Theater Concepts and informed the Board that Mr. Tieber went out and did a sound test 
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on a weekday, in the early afternoon, and measured noise levels at the property and on 
Neponset Street. 
 
Mr. Trieber gave a summary of his report. Mr. Trieber stated that his findings indicate 
that the noise levels generated by the activities observed (truck idling inside building- 
door open, truck idling- airgun operating- door open, truck idling- airgun operating- door 
closed, zamboni running in parking lot) at 236 Access Road are imperceptible in the 
adjacent neighborhood. The ambient background noise resulting from Route One traffic 
and other nearby sources is greater than the residual noise coming from the tests. 
 
Mr. Bamber asked if anyone from the Board had any questions. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski noted that the noise study was done at 1:00 p.m. in the afternoon, but 
his concern was the noise at night.  At night with the windows open, you can hear a lot 
more noise. Mr. Paciorkowski asked how high the night time sounds would be compared 
to the daytime sounds and would raising the fence to a new height lower the sound.  
 
Mr. Treiber said the fence would certainly reduce any sound because sound would 
bounce off the fence and come back at the building. Mr. Trieber said that as far as 
hearing something on that property late at night would depend on what the rest of the 
ambient noise was, whether it masked it, but he guaranteed that it would be a very small 
amount.  Mr. Paciorkowski asked if the tools were used at night, would it be a significant 
increase in sound. Mr. Treiber said in his professional opinion no. 
 
Mr. Brancato wanted to know about the fence along the rear of the property. Atty. Hern 
said that the fence is about 80’ long and 10 ½’ in height and the goal is to have consistent 
fence height across the entire rear of the property.  
 
Mr. Brancato asked what the distance was for a person to hear a bird call, is it below 44 
decibals? Mr. Trieber said that a decibal is an absolute measurement, if something is 
measured at the source at 40 decibals, and then you move 50 ft away it could measure at 
20 decibles. The ambient noise would also mask a lot of the sound. 
 
Mr. Donohue mentioned the noise bylaw. Mr. Costello said that levels in the report fall 
within the noise levels of a residential district which is 65 decibals. Mr. Trieber said that 
the airport noise level is 62 decibals, which is consistent.   
 
Atty. Hern stated that proposed activity at 236 Access Road is not going to increase the 
noise level for the Neponset St. neighbors with the significant vegetation between the 
building and the fence and with the addition of the fencing height.  
 
Mr. Wynne asked if there was air conditioning. Mr. Spiegel said they were providing air 
conditioning for the large building and ventilation for the small building so the doors do 
not have to be opened.   
 
Mr. Bamber opened the public hearing to comments from the public. 
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Gail LiDonni, 580 Neponset Street, said that she drove by the Verizon facility in Dedham 
and asked if they were shutting it down. The answer was yes. Ms. LiDonni noted that the 
Dedham bay doors were open and the mechanics were working on vehicles outside the 
property. The building was huge and Ms. LiDonni didn’t understand how the Norwood 
facility could meet Verizon’s needs or how Norwood could take on what is being shut 
down in Dedham. Kim Narlee, Verizon real estate consultant, said that Verizon is 
consolidating, which means a reduction in the work force and the lease is up at the 
Dedham facility. 
 
Ms. LiDonni asked how many vehicles would be serviced within the two or three bays in 
Norwood. Ms. Norlee said only the vehicles that are at the location, 112 vehicles. Ms. 
LiDonni noted that the mechanics that work in Dedham were working outside the bays 
and the area was a mess. Atty. Hern said that this is not Dedham and the Board has set 
specific conditions which the Building Inspector would enforce.  
 
Kevin Quinlan, 76 Access Road, wanted to know about the no-left turn restriction and 
whether trucks could use Access Road.  What time are you talking about or is it a general 
restriction? Atty. Hern said the proposed condition states no left turns out of the parking 
area across the street and no right hand turns out of 236 Access Road would be between 
the hours of 4 and 6 p.m. The employees would be directed not to turn up Access Road 
but to turn toward Route One. There will be signage posted on the property and they will 
request that the Board of Selectmen add this prohibition to the traffic rules and 
regulations of the Town so they can be enforced.  
 
Mr. Costello noted that the applicant will be required to file with the Board of Selectmen 
to get this incorporated into the rules and regulations so the police can enforce the turning 
movements of the employees leaving the site between the hours of 4 and 6 p.m. 
 
Robert Lewis, 566 Neponset St., said that he moved here in 1974 and Route One and the 
airport was already there and so was the noise but now they are bringing in another noise. 
Mr. Lewis wanted to know how you can register noise like car doors opening and 
closing, the human factor and how many machines did they use to measure the noise. 
Atty. Hern said that Mr. Trieber measured sound in the area of the residences and in the 
area of the proposed use and it was scientifically measured according to the standards of 
the field in which he works.  
 
Mr. Lewis said that he was not concerned with the noise after one o’clock in the 
afternoon, he was concerned with 6:00, 6:30 and 7:00 p.m. and wanted to know why 
Verizon had to be there at ten o’clock at night. Mr. Lewis said the Verizon can lease 
anyplace why did they have to come here and why can’t the Board stipulate a six o’clock 
closing. Mr. Bamber said this is in a manufacturing zone and according to the bylaws, 
they can operate twenty-four hours a day, but Verizon is willing to close at 11:00 p.m. 
The Board can set conditions that Verizon is agreeable to but the Board cannot make 
them stop working if they are within the law.  Mr. Lewis wanted to know why Verizon 
wants this location, they can go anywhere. 
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Mr. Bamber explained that because this is a manufacturing zone, any type of business can 
go there.  
 
Fred Bachofner, 462 Nahatan St., wanted to know how the Town plans to enforce the no- 
left turns. Atty. Hern said that they will request to the Board of Selectmen that they add 
the turning prohibitions to the Towns traffic rules and regulations, and this will empower 
the Police Dept. to ticket anyone who violates these regulations.  
 
Mike Driscoll, 28 Access Road, said that at the last meeting they were told that 80% of 
the vehicles would be heading north out of the site, why not make it 100%. He noted that 
Route One in the morning is at a standstill and because of this the Verizon trucks will 
come up Access Road. Atty. Hern said that Verizon is agreeable for their vehicles to only 
use Access Road and not the side streets. Mr. Driscoll suggested restricting the traffic in 
the morning, not in the afternoon.  Atty. Hern noted that the traffic study indicated that 
between four and six in the afternoon is the time that most impacts Neponset St. traffic. 
Mr. Bamber stated that they cannot limit the amount of truck use on Access Road legally. 
 
Bill Barrows, 576 Neponset St., wanted to know what the decibel was for a cricket. Mr. 
Trieber said very low. Mr. Barrows said one cricket or a thousand crickets, same decibel 
or more. Mr. Barrows invited Mr. Trieber into his backyard on a summer night to hear 
the crickets. Mr. Barrow said that now you will hear the crickets and sounds from the 
garage six days a week. 
 
Tim Collins, 544 Neponset St., wanted to know if there will be a fence installed along the 
property line on the Decathalon side, this was discussed at the last meeting. Atty. Hern 
said that a stockade fence is already in place along Mr. Spiegel’s property.  
 
Carole Falcone, 119 Fulton St (worked at 100 Access Road), said that when she worked 
for an electrical company on Access Road they have had 25-30 vans coming and going 
on Access Road along with an increase of traffic from the airport and has never had any 
complaints about the increase of traffic. Ms. Falcone is in favor of the project because it 
will bring jobs and money to the Town of Norwood. 
 
Ms. LiDonni does not feel fencing along the back of the property is going to mitigate the 
noise. The fence is not high enough and not thick enough, the noise will still be heard, it 
is not a sufficient sound barrier.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski wanted to note that as far as the hours of operation, the hours cannot be 
changed because of contracts with the unions.  
 
Mr. Spiegel stated that he was present with Mr. Trieber when they did the testing and 
they had two large diesel trucks inside the garage with air hammers running. When Mr. 
Trieber went inside the property at the fence line, he could not hear a sound on the air 
hammers, with the garage door open or closed. Mr. Spiegel said that they were trying to 
be pro-active and not trying to make trouble.  
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Ms. LiDonni does not think Verizon is the right fit because of the hours of operation. 
Verizon has chosen a spot that abuts a neighborhood and Ms. LiDonni said they don’t 
want Verizon there with their hours of operation.  
 
Mr. Bamber stated again that any business in a manufacturing zone can operate twenty-
four hours a day without permission from anyone. Verizon has agreed to limit their hours 
of operation, so they won’t be open twenty-four hours.  
 
Atty. Hern explained that the reason they came before the Planning Board was for the 
parking across the street because of the number of spaces. This falls under the Planning 
Boards’ jurisdiction and if it wasn’t for the parking, they would not have to come before 
the Board.  
 
Atty. Hern then asked the Planning Board to approve the request for Special Permits to 
give Verizon the opportunity to do what they propose to do and to abide by the conditions 
stipulated by the Board. Atty. Hern noted that it would be in the best interest of the Town 
by producing jobs, tax revenue and it would be an appropriate use of the property. 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Brancato to close the public hearing for a Major Project Special 
Permit and Site Plan Review for 236 Access Road, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  5-0  approved 
 
 
 
SITE PLAN APPROVAL – Awning Sign – 646 Washington Street 
 
Mr. Costello told the Planning Board that under Minor Site Plan Approval he received an 
application for an awning sign at 646 Washington Street. Mr. Costello submitted 
renderings and photos of the before and after, along with a sample of the material.  
 
MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to approve the Site Plan Approval Awning Sign at 646 
Washington Street, subject to any bonding as required by the Town Bylaw, seconded by 
Mr. Brancato 
VOTE  5-0 approved 
 
 
 
 
PLANNING BOARD DECISION – Major Project Special Permit and Site Plan 
Review for 236 Access Road 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Brancato to approve the Major Project Special Permit (Section 
3.2 Norwood Zoning Bylaw; Section 3.1.5(H)(6) of the Bylaw for parking, dispatching, 
and maintenance of cars and trucks; Section 6.4.12 to waive parking area landscaping 
requirements) and Site Plan Approval (Section 10.5 Norwood Zoning Bylaw) with the 
fourteen agreed upon conditions, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
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Mr. Paciorkowski said that he was an opponent of this project at the first hearing and he 
wanted say that he is in favor of the project now because as a matter of right they can 
have the hours of operation they are requesting, he doesn’t like it but as a matter of right 
they are allowed to do it. Mr. Paciorkowski also noted that in executive session his views 
on traffic and noise would probably not hold water in court.  
VOTE 5-0 approved 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to adjourn, seconded by Mr. Brancato 
VOTE 5-0 approved 
 
 
  
 
 
 
  
   
 
 
 
 
 
   


