
NORWOOD PLANNING BOARD 

566 WASHINGTON STREET 

NORWOOD, MA   02062 

 

PLANNING BOARD MINUTES, APRIL 22, 2013 

 

Present:   Joseph F. Sheehan, Chairman 
    Paul J. Donohue, Vice-Chairman 
    Alfred P. Porro 
    Ernie Paciorkowski, Clerk 
    Claire Murphy, Admin. Asst. 
 
Absent:   Debbie Holmwood 
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to approve the minutes of April 8, 2013, seconded by 
Mr. Porro 
VOTE  4-0 motion passed 

 

 

UPCOMING PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to approve the following dates for upcoming 
Planning Board meetings, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  4-0 motion passed 

 

May 6th, June 10th, June 24th, July 15th, August 12th, September 9th and September 23rd. 
 
 
ANR PLAN – Upland Road (Mercer), John Hollywood, P.E. 

 

Mr. Hollywood explained that he was before the Board with an ANR Plan for the Mercer 
property at One Investors Way (Upland Road). Mr. Hollywood said that originally 
Mercer had leased the entire site but have recently re-negotiated their lease. Since they 
are not using the entire site, they would like to divide the lot into three parcels. 
Discussion ensued. 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to approve and endorse the ANR Plan for Upland 
Road, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  4-0  motion passed 

 

 

 

 



PUBLIC HEARING – Adequate Access, 63 Cherrywood Drive 

 

Present:  Andrew Kisseloff, 63 Cherrywood Drive 
   Inez Stein, 63 Cherrywood Drive 
   Paul Cutler, Landmark Engineering 
   Theresa Touzos, 13 Old Farm Road 
   Tara McDonough, 8 Old Farm Road 
   Marlene & Jim Marcelonis, 3 Old Farm Road 
   Karen Curran, 7 Old Farm Road 
   Michael Sheehan, 6 Old Farm Road 
   Jay McDonough 8 Old Farm Road 
   Russell Walton, 783 Neponset  
 
Mr. Sheehan, Chairman, opened the public hearing and explained the procedures for 
public hearings. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski read the public hearing notice as it appeared in the Norwood Record on 
April 4, 2013 and April 11, 2013. 
 
Mr. Cutler began by explained that currently Cherrywood Drive is a dirt road and they 
are proposing to pave the roadway for access to the empty lot. The length of the roadway 
from the beginning of Cherrywood to the empty lot is 300 ft. Mr. Cutler said that the 
houses on Cherrywood have Town water and on site septic systems. The roadway would 
be 18 ft, granite curbing and a 5 ft sidewalk on the right side of Cherrywood. Mr. Cutler 
went over the location of the catch basins.   
 
Mr. Sheehan read into the record two letters of support from Ann and John Costa, 58 
Cherrywood Drive and Diane and Russell Walton, 51 Cherrywood Drive.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski noted that the Board was only looking at adequate access to an existing 
lot and that no new lots were being created; this is not a subdivision. The subdivision 
rules and regulations are used to provide guidance to the applicant’s engineer on the 
construction details. Mr. Sheehan agreed. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski also noted that the Board they would be creating a dead end street and 
he said that he had a problem with that. Mr. Cutler said that Cherrywood Drive is a dead 
end street now and Mr. Paciorkowski said that it was a paper street. Discussion ensued. 
Mr. Paciorkowski said that they have always required a cul-de-sac at the end of the 
roadway. Mr. Cutler said they are creating a turn around area, like a hammer head, at the 
end of the roadway. Mr. Paciorkowski said that this was not the time to decide on an 18 
ft. pavement width and that they had a 40 ft. right-of way to work with.  
 
Mr. Sheehan said that the Town Engineer sent his comments to the Board today and Mr. 
Cutler would have to incorporate the Town Engineer’s comments into the plans.  
 



Mr. Donohue asked about the two lots sold by the Town on Old Farm Road and said that 
when he went over there, he could not find where Cherrywood would connect to Old 
Farm Road (note: there’s a sidewalk at this location). Ms. Stein said that the owner of the 
two lots took over the area further down from their lots and the area is grassed and has a 
play area. However, they are really using the Cherrywood right-of-way for this purpose. 
 
Mr. Sheehan asked if anyone from the Public had any questions.  
 
Ms. Curran said that she was the developer of Old Farm Road and she wanted to pave 
Cherrywood Drive at its intersection with Old Farm Road but the Stein’s did not support 
it. Ms. Curran stated that she understood that owners of Cherrywood Drive own to the 
middle of the street because it is a private way. Ms. Curran said that when she talked to 
Mr. Costello about this and he said that in order to conform to subdivision regulations 
they would need to build the road from Cherrywood Drive all the way to Old Farm Road. 
Ms. Curran said that they could not have a cul-de-sac unless they met the same 
requirements of Old Farm Road. Ms Curran wanted to know why the Steins’ do not have 
to come up to the specifications that were enforced on Old Farm Road and why do they 
have the right to put in the road if property owners on the other side of Cherrywood have 
rights to the middle of the Cherrywood too. 
 
Mr. Sheehan said that they are asking for adequate access and the Board is responsible to 
answer this request. Mr. Sheehan stated that as far as owning to the middle of the street, 
he noted that he owns to the middle of his street also and when it was  paved they have a 
right to use the roadway.  
 
Mr. Kisselhoff wanted the Board to know that a few years ago Ms. Curran signed an offer 
to purchase that particular parcel of property from them with the understanding that a 
road would have to be built. He stated that Ms. Curran withdrew because she couldn’t get 
the funding. Ms. Curran said that she withdrew because she couldn’t meet the 
specifications that were required.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski said that tonight they are not debating the merits of building the 
roadway but whether the access to the vacant lot, as proposed by the applicant, is suitable 
for the Board to tell the Building Inspector that zoning frontage on a street has been 
demonstrated. 
 
Mr. Kisselhoff wanted to say, don’t let the perfect get in the way of the good. Mr. 
Kisselhoff talked about how the dirt road is in the winter.  
 
Ms. Curran said that three lots that she bought further up on Cherrywood Drive were 
denied building permits at the time by the Building Inspector until the road was build up 
to current standards.    
 
Mr. Michael Sheehan said that he knows they are only asking for access to their lot but he 
agrees that they cannot have a dead end street in case of fire and it spreads. How would a 



fire truck gain access over the sidewalk at the intersection of Old Farm Road and 
Cherrywood? 
 
Ms. Stein noted that Cherrywood Drive is now a dead end street and a dirt road. If this is 
denied then this road is going to remain this way and be a greater hazard. They are not 
asking for the Town to build the road, they are asking for permission to use their money 
to build the road.  
 
Mr. Donohue noted that right now this is not a road, it’s more like a driveway. Mr. 
Michael Sheehan said that should they build the road to meet the standards of the Town it 
should not dead end because he is concerned about fire safety.  
 
Ms. Stein said that this would make the project to expensive and it would not happen. 
 
Ms. Curran stated that the reason she didn’t build the road for access to their lots was 
because they (Stein and Kisselhoff) opposed it.  
 
Mr. Sheehan said that the Board still had some questions so he was looking for a motion 
to continue the hearing.  
 
MOTION made by Mr. Porro to continue the public hearing for Adequate Access for 63 
Cherrywood Drive until May 6th @ 7:45 P.M., seconded by Mr. Paciorkowski 
VOTE  4-0 motion passed 

 

Ms. Holmwood arrived for the meeting. 

 

 

CON’T PUBLIC HEARING – MAJOR PROJECT SPECIAL PERMIT & MAJOR 

SITE PLAN APPROVAL, Steward Norwood Hospital, 800 Washington Street 

 

Present:   Atty. Phil Macchi I 
    Atty. Phil Macchi II 
    Bill Fleming, Steward Norwood Hospital 
    Deb Michener, Stantec Engineering 
    Frank Holmes, Stantec Engineering 
    Robert Michaud, MDM Traffic 
    Joseph Geller, Stantec Engineering 
    Steve Van Ness, Architect 
 
Atty. Macchi presented the Board with a memo, dated April 22, 2013 on the lease 
agreement between Steward Health Care and Brother Realty Properties for parking at 25 
East Hoyle Street as requested by the Town Planner, Steve Costello. Mr. Sheehan read 
the memo into the record.  
 
Mr. Sheehan wanted to know if the parking on Washington Street would continue and 
what the policy there would be for validating parking at the parking garage. Mr. Fleming 



said that there will be validation for patients. Anyone else will pay have to pay - a 
maximum fee of $5.00 was being considered by Steward. 
 
Atty. Macchi said that he had the opportunity to meet with Mr. Costello and because of 
the nature of what permits are being requested, Atty. Macchi read into the record an 
outline of what the Planning Board actions would be. (see Planning Board Action/Votes) 
The Planning Board wanted to include the Town Engineer’s comments to Atty. Macchi’s  
outline. The Board also added that they desire these permit actions to be  subject to the 
Town Planner’s approval for form and content. 
 
Atty. Macchi also noted that they were presenting a new set of plans that include 
comments of the Town Engineer and Town Planner dated April 22, 2013. 
 
Atty. Macchi asked Mr. Geller to go over the signage plan as requested by the Board at 
the last meeting.  
 
Mr. Geller began by showing the new signs which will be at the same locations as the 
existing signs. Each on of these signs will have a face on them that direct patients to the 
emergency room and the main entrance. The signage in the front will stay the same size 
and scale. They are adding some directional signage and have adjusted some of the 
corner signs so they don’t obstruct the view.  
 
Mr. Sheehan asked about the sign at the corner of  E. Hoyle Street.  Mr. Geller said the 
sign is the same height but a foot wider.  Atty. Macchi said that they are asking for relief 
for the requested standing sign and locations because they are needed for visibility and 
public safety.  
 
Mr. Geller said that another change was installing a ramp on Washington Street and that 
has been incorporated on the plans.  
 
Mr. Geller also noted that there was a question of getting the handicap accessible parking 
spaces as close to the entrance as possible. Mr. Geller said that they relocated handicap 
parking to the lot to the right of the drop off area.  
 
Mr. Sheehan asked about the Neponset Valley Transportation Association. Atty. Macchi 
said he talked to Mr. Costello and this would be added as a condition to the final 
approval. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski asked if the signs would be internally lit and if there would be any 
signs attached to the building. Mr. Geller said the signs would be internally lit and no, 
there would not be signs on the buildings. 
 
Ms. Holmwood noted that they were asking for relief on the signage and she wanted to 
know what the relief was for. Ms. Holmwood was concerned with the amount of signs, 
the signs being internally lit and the residential neighborhoods abutting the hospital. Mr. 



Geller said that the internally lit signs would be angled perpendicular so they are not 
shining light on homes.  
 
Ms. Holmwood wanted to know what the ZBA would be dealing with. Atty. Macchi went 
over the ZBA Special Permits and Variances needed for the project.  
 
Ms. Holmwood agreed that this was a good plan, but she is concerned about the 
underground parking. Ms. Holmwood concerns are regarding future applications that may 
come before the Board who may want underground parking. Atty. Macchi said that they 
are dealing with a building that has been there since 1920 and has been added to over the 
years; it’s not a project coming out of the blue. Ms. Holmwood noted that the medical 
office building hasn’t been there and that’s where they are putting underground parking.  
 
Ms. Holmwood wanted to know if they are getting themselves into something by giving 
it to the hospital and not others. Mr. Sheehan said that they would take each case as it 
comes. Atty. Macchi said that this is for hospital use, to accommodate the health care of 
Norwood’s and the region’s citizens.  
 
Ms. Holmwood wanted to know why the lease agreement was only for 9 yrs. Atty. 
Macchi read the lease letter he had submitted earlier. Ms. Holmwood asked why the lease 
was needed if they get the underground parking and parking garage, then the lease is 
moot. Atty. Macchi explained that the hospital tries to have a 10 to 15 per cent parking 
overage and that is provided by leasing the E. Hoyle Street property from Brother Realty.  
 
Ms. Holmwood named other developers that would like underground parking and she 
wanted to talk to Town Counsel about how the Board could handle these other requests. 
Ms. Holmwood said that she talked to Mr. Costello about changing zoning to control 
underground parking to protect the Town from getting sued.  
 
Atty. Macchi II stated that no one wants to set a precedent and the Town Planner can 
articulate that in the decision.  
 
Mr. Sheehan said that the reasons for approving the parking garage and the underground 
parking can be put in the decision, such as for hospital use only.  
 
Ms. Holmwood would like this entered in the decision. Along with meeting the criteria 
for approving project, the findings are to specifically state the approval is for hospital use 
only.   
 
MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to close the public hearing for the Major Project 
Special Permit and Major Site Plan Approval for Steward Norwood Hospital, 800 
Washington Street, seconded by Mr. Paciorkowski 
VOTE  5-0 motion passed 

 

Mr. Sheehan read into the record the Planning Board Action/Notes submitted by Atty. 
Macchi. Atty. Macchi noted that this is subject to Town Planner’s approval.  



 
Mr. Sheehan read into the record a comment letter from Mr. Ryan dated April 22, 2013 
and noted these comments should be incorporated into the plans.  
 

MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to approve the Major Project Special Permit 
request for Steward Norwood Hospital, 800 Washington Street, subject to the Town 
Planner’s approval,  seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  5-0 motion passed 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to approve the Major Site Plan Approval for 
Steward Norwood Hospital, 800 Washington Street, subject to the Town Planners 
approval, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  5-0 motion passed 

 
 
PUBLIC HEARING – Zoning Amendment – Accessory Buildings in Residential 

Districts 

 

Mr. Sheehan, Chairman, opened the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski, Clerk, read the public hearing notice as it appeared in the Norwood 
Record on April 4, 2013 and April 11, 2013. 
 
Ms. Holmwood had a problem allowing 24’ X 24’ metal garages. Mr. Donohue said that 
they cannot discriminate against the type of building materials, but can add limitations on 
size and dimensions. Ms. Holmwood does not agree with the size, 24’ X 24’ and 
respectfully asked if the Board could reduce the size.  Mr. Paciorkowski said that the 
general thought of a 24’ X 24’ would allow for a detached two-car garage. The accessory 
building on Dean St. is twice the size (1300 s.f.) as the 24’ x 24’ accessory building being 
discussed by the Board.  
 
Ms. Holmwood said that she has gotten calls about the size of these sheds. Mr. 
Paciorkowski said that his first reaction was to eliminate metal sheds, but after discussion 
and looking at the metal sheds, he found that there are some really nice ones out there.   
 
Ms. Holmwood asked to change the bylaw to prohibit metal sheds over a certain size or 
reduce the size of the metal sheds from 24’ X 24’ to a 10’ X 10’.  
 
MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to close the public hearing on the Zoning 
Amendment for Accessory Buildings in Residential Districts, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  5-0  motion passed 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to approve and recommend to Town Meeting the 
Zoning Amendment for Accessory Buildings in Residential Districts, seconded by Mr. 
Paciorkowski 
VOTE  4-1 (Ms. Holmwood against) motion passed 



 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING – Zoning Amendment – Medical Marijuana Moratorium 

 

Present:   Joan Jacobs, Chairman of the Board of Health 
    Sigalle Reiss, Supt. Board of Health 
 
Mr. Sheehan, Chairman, opened the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski, Clerk, read the public hearing notice as is appeared in the Norwood 
Record on April 4, 2013 and April 11, 2013. 
 
Mr. Sheehan read into the record the medical marijuana moratorium zoning amendment.  
 
Ms. Holmwood noted that the Board has until June, 2014 to designate a zoning district 
where a medical marijuana facility can distribute pot. Mr. Sheehan said that this also 
gives the Board time to get the regulations from the State.  
 
Ms. Reiss said that she had read a draft of the regulations from the MA Dept of Public 
Health and they restrict any paraphernalia, such as pipes and papers.  
 
Ms. Jacobs stated that marijuana can be put into anything and after looking on line, there 
were hundreds of recipes such as lollipops, brownies, cupcakes etc. 
 
Ms. Reiss said that you cannot get marijuana by prescription because the FDA does not 
recognize it as a drug. Mr. Paciorkowski asked how a person goes about getting medical 
marijuana. Ms. Reiss said that they have to show a medical card from a physician to get a 
60 day supply.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski noted that Chief Brooks, Norwood Police Department, has approved 
the moratorium. 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to close the public hearing on the Zoning 
Amendment for Medical Marijuana Moratorium, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  5-0 motion passed 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to approve and recommend the Zoning 
Amendment for Medical Marijuana Moratorium to Town Meeting, seconded by Mr. 
Donohue 
 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING – Zoning Amendment – Vanderbilt Amendments (LM & LMA 

Districts 

 



Mr. Sheehan, Chairman, opened the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski, Clerk, read the public hearing notice as is appeared in the Norwood 
Record on April 4, 2013 and April 11, 2013. 
 
Mr. Sheehan asked if the Board had any questions on the zoning amendment and seeing 
none asked for the pleasure of the Board. 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Porro to close the public hearing for the Zoning Amendment on 
Vanderbilt Amendments, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  5-0  motion passed 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to approve and recommend the Zoning 
Amendment on Vanderbilt Amendments to Town Meeting, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE  5-0  motion passed  
 
ADJOURNMENT 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to adjourn, seconded by Mr. Paciorkowski 
VOTE  5-0  motion passed 


