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 NORWOOD PLANNING BOARD 
566 WASHINGTON STREET 

NORWOOD, MA   02062 
 
 

PLANNING BOARD MINUTES, MAY 6, 2013 
 
Present:   Joseph F. Sheehan, Chairman 
    Paul J. Donohue, Vice-Chairman 
    Alfred P. Porro 
    Debbie Holmwood 
    Ernie Paciorkowski, Clerk 
    Claire Murphy, Admin. Asst. 
 
 
7:00 P.M.  The Norwood Planning Board meeting was called to order by Mr. Sheehan, 
Chairman, in Room 12, Norwood Town Hall. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Porro to approve the minutes of April 22, 2013, seconded by Mr. 
Donohue 
 
VOTE  5-0  motion passed 
 
 
 
(3) ANR Plans – Town of Norwood, One Lyman Place, Subdivision of land abutting One 
Lyman Place for proposed DPW Yard 
 
Present:   Mark Ryan, Director of Public Works & Town Engineer 
 
Mr. Ryan explained that the three ANR Plans before the Board pertain to the proposed 
work at the public works yard. Three of the property acquisitions were approved at 
Town Meeting in November, 2012. Two parcels were from Sovereign Bank and the third 
parcel is from Norwood Crossing. This will help make a better site for the proposed 
DPW buildings.  
 
Mr. Ryan said that they approached the MBTA and for $1.00 they approved the taking 
of land on that side of the property. This will be brought before a future Town Meeting.  
 
MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to approve and endorse the (3) ANR Plans for One 
Lyman Place, seconded by Mr. Porro 
 
VOTE  5-0  motion passed 
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PUBLIC HEARING – ZONING AMENDMENT – Projecting Signs in the Central 
Business District 
 
Mr. Sheehan, Chairman, opened the Public Hearing. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski, Clerk, read the public hearing notice as it appeared in the Norwood 
Record on April 18, 2013 and April 25, 2013. 
 
The Planning Board reviewed and discussed the zoning amendment as it was written. 
 
Mr. Sheehan noted that there was no one from the Public in attendance.  
 
MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to close the Public Hearing on the Zoning 
Amendment for Projecting Signs in the Central Business District, seconded by Mr. 
Donohue 
 

VOTE 5-0 motion passed 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to approve the Zoning Amendment for Projecting Signs 
in the Central Business District and to recommend adoption of this zoning  amendment 
at the May Special Town Meeting, seconded by Mr. Porro 
 
VOTE 5-0 motion passed 
 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING –MAJOR SITE PLAN APPROVAL/SPECIAL PERMIT, 249 
Vanderbilt Avenue 
 
Present:   Atty. Diane Geraghty Hall, representing David Spiegel 
    Matt Smith, Norwood Engineering 
    Ken Cram, Bayside Engineering 
 
Mr. Sheehan, Chairman, opened the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Paciorkowski, Clerk, read the public hearing notice as it appeared in the Norwood 
Record on April 18, 2013 and April 25, 2013. 
 
Atty. Hall began the presentation with an overview of the project. The project is located 
at the corner of Morgan Drive and Vanderbilt Avenue off Route One. Currently there is 
an existing 93,000 s.f. building on the lot which contains two floors of office space. The 
property consists of two separate lots owned by the same owner. The project being 
proposed will be done in two Phases. Phase One will include expanding the parking lot 
by adding 177 spaces for a total of 396. Phase One also proposes to construct a 19,250 
s.f. foundation for a future addition to the building for office and administrative purposes. 
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Landscaping will be done in the parking area and along the street. Phase Two is for 
constructing the two story addition to the building on the 19,250 s.f. foundation. The 
existing maintenance garage will be removed and 15 additional parking spaces will be 
added. Additional landscaping will be added with the new parking spaces.  
Atty. Hall said that they are seeking a special permit for relief from street and parking 
area landscaping requirements, site plan approval and special permit for a major 
project. .Atty. Hall explained that the street plantings exceed the zoning bylaws, but they 
need relief for the interior landscaped area within the parking lot. One-hundred and 
three (103) trees are required in the parking lot and four-hundred and twelve (412) 
shrubs; they are proposing are forty-eight (48) trees and one-hundred and sixty-two 
(162) shrubs.  
 
Mr. Smith went over the background of the project. Mr. Smith explained that Phase One 
has no new construction except for the foundation for the addition. Phase Two is 
building the addition. Mr. Smith pointed out the wetlands stating that they have been 
working with Mr. Goetz, Conservation Commission Agent, to clean up the whole area.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski said that he assumed the reason they wanted to put the foundation in 
now, and not build the building at this time, is to have the site ready to go for a new 
tenant and to tie up all the parking and landscaping details now. Mr. Smith said that this 
was correct because they wanted to do this with the least disruption as possible.  
 
Ms. Holmwood wanted to know how this plan was different from the one that was put 
forward in 1998. Mr. Smith said that this application does not ask for an open space 
variance so there is more green space. Mr. Smith explained the need for a waiver on 
the percentage of shrubs and trees. Mr. Smith said that when they try to put the 
required number of plantings into the interior islands, they don’t fit.   
 
Ms. Holmwood asked if a sidewalk would be put along Vanderbilt because this adds to 
the Vanderbilt revitalization. Mr. Smith noted that the sidewalk would be on Town land 
within-the right-of-way.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski said that there was a 3 ft. planting strip on Morgan Drive and he was 
hoping that this was where the trees were going to go. Mr. Smith said that at the design 
review meeting, Mr. Costello suggested that they make the trees 3 ½ “caliper and they 
agreed. Mr. Smith will also suggest adding trees to the planting strip on Morgan Drive.  
 
Ms. Holmwood talked about adding more sidewalks as part of the rehab of Vanderbilt.  
 
Mr. Sheehan wanted to know if there would be any access to the area near the 
wetlands. Mr. Smith said that it could be accessible because there is a pond that would 
be good for skating but not for canoeing and they are working to beautify that area.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski wanted to add a condition to the decision that would include planting 
four (4) street trees in the island along Morgan Drive. 
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Mr. Paciorkowski also mentioned that at the site plan review meeting the applicant 
agreed to come back to the Board in 3 yrs. if nothing has been done in that period of 
time.  
 
Mr. Cram, traffic engineer, said that there would be a slight increase in traffic. Most of 
the traffic has to go through the intersection of Route One and Morse Street extension, 
so they did an assignment of the traffic associated with the expansion. Overall, the 
volume capacity went up a little bit for each AM & PM peak, delays went up a little bit 
but the overall level of service didn’t change.  
 
Mr. Sheehan read into the record a letter received from Mr. Ryan dated 4-30-2013 and 
Mr. Smith said that they are going to make those changes Mr. Ryan requested.  
 
Mr. Porro asked what type of lighting will be used. Mr. Smith said the poles would be 
less than 20’, BOX style and foot candles along the property line met zoning 
requirements. Mr. Porro asked if they were using LED lighting. Mr. Smith did not know 
and Mr. Porro noted on the plans it said they were 400 watt halite.  
 
Ms. Holmwood wanted to know if granite curbing was required on the just the curb cut 
or all around. Mr. Smith said the curb cut into the site. Ms. Holmwood wanted to know 
what method would be used to contain dirt within the site during construction. Mr. Smith 
said bituminous curbing  Ms. Holmwood wanted to know if they install granite curbing, 
since it looks better, and if they get started in upgrading the Vanderbilt area, they will 
get better tenants.  
 
Mr. Smith noted that it would be too expensive to install granite all around the whole 
perimeter but they could install granite around the landscape islands in the southwest 
corner of the site near the lobby.  
 
MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to close the public hearing on the Major Site Plan 
Approval/Special Permit for 249 Vanderbilt Avenue, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
 
VOTE 5-0 motion passed 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to approve the Major Site Plan Approval with the 
following conditions; 5 trees to be added to Morgan Drive island, vertical granite around 
landscape islands in the southwest corner of the site and if the project is not completed 
in three (3) years, the applicant will appear before the Planning Board with an update on 
the project, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
VOTE 5-0 motion passed 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to approve the Special Permit for Major Project, 
seconded by Mr. Porro 
 
VOTE 5-0 motion passed 
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MOTION made by Mr. Porro to approve the Special Permit for Relief from Street & 
Parking area landscaping requirements, seconded by Mr. Donohue 
 

VOTE 4-1 (Ms. Holmwood against) 
 
 
 
 
CON’T PUBLIC HEARING – ADEQUATE ACCESS, 63 Cherrywood Drive 
 
Present:   Paul Cutler, Landmark Engineering 
    Inez Stein, owner 
    Andrew Kisseloff, owner 
    Michael Sheehan, 6 Old Farm Road 
    Marlene & Jim Marcelonis, 3 Old Farm Road 
    Tapan & Komel Patel,21 Old Farm Road 
    Suman Patel, 21 Old Farm Road 
    Theresa Touzos, 13 Old Farm Road 
    Jay McDonough, 8 Old Farm Road 
    Ann & John Costa, 58 Cherrywood Drive 
 
Mr. Sheehan, Chairman, opened the con’t public hearing. 
 
Mr. Cutler said that he made some changes to the plans according to Mr. Costello’s 
suggestions, which included a paper cul-de-sac containing a “hammerhead” turnaround, 
and a paved 22 ft. wide road. Mr. Cutler also showed a plan with Mr. Ryan’s suggestion 
for a 20 ft. roadway in a memo dated 4-22-2013. Mr. Cutler said that he hasn’t 
addressed the drainage yet because he didn’t know which plan would be accepted.  
 
Mr. Sheehan wanted it noted that a memo was received from Mr. Ryan dated 5-6-2013 
that states that after careful consideration and discussions with local safety officials, he 
would recommend that the following be part of the submitted plans; the paved roadway 
shall be 22’ and he also recommended that a “hammerhead” turnaround be included to 
the one similar at the end of Plantation Circle.   
 
Mr. Sheehan wanted to know if the 22’ paved roadway would make a difference to the 
other houses on Cherrywood Road. Mr. Kisselhoff said that the 22’ matters to them, 
because a 22’ roadway with a sidewalk would bring it right up to the front steps of their 
house. Mr. Kisselhoff suggested to Mr. Cutler that the road be 18’ or 20’, and instead of 
centering the road within the right-of-way, allow it to be offset to where the dirt road is  
already located. They are looking for something that will create the least disruption.  
 
Mr. Kisseloff said that an 18’ road is consistent to what the Board did with Roxanna. A 
22’ roadway and a sidewalk, this is not going to get done, they can’t do it. Mr. Kisseloff 
is also very much concerned with the cul-de-sac, he is not sure what it means to have 
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the cul-de-sac on the plan, but not be required to build it. Noting what the Board did on 
Roxanna, a hammerhead would be sufficient.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski stated that he met with the Town Engineer and he thought Mr. Ryan 
would be okay with 20’, and as far as Roxanna, that was a shorter road, this is 300 ft. 
Mr. Paciorkowski said that he would not support an 18’ road. As far as the 
hammerhead, the Fire Dept. likes them for ambulance access, so Mr. Paciorkowski 
would approve this.  
 
Mr. Kisseloff wanted to know if it was possible to move the roadway from the center line, 
decrease the sidewalk from 5’ to 4’ and decrease the grass strip or have none at all 
because every little bit would make a difference.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski noted that they are not building a subdivision although the road would 
have to meet subdivision standards. The board is just granting adequate access to the 
vacant lot abutting 63 Cherrywood which is also owned by the applicants. Mr. 
Paciorkowski suggested the applicants present their request for the above mentioned  
waivers to the Town Engineer and the Board will get his recommendation on these 
waivers.  
 
Mr. Sheehan asked if anyone from the public had any questions.  
 
Mr. Michael Sheehan presented the Board with an appeals court decision regarding 
“paper streets” which states that a paper street must provide adequate access for fire 
trucks and emergency vehicles. Mr. Michael Sheehan said that he supports Mr. Ryan’s 
recommendation for a 22 ft. roadway and that it not be waived. 
 
Mr. Costa asked if the Board thought Cherrywood Drive was adequate for fire trucks 
now. Mr. Costa noted that it is pretty bad and it’s a nightmare in the winter. Mr. Costa 
did not understand why they needed 22 ft. adequate road for emergency vehicles when 
now it’s a 10 ft dirt road. Mr. Sheehan explained that when you are going to construct 
something, it should be up to certain standards. Mr. Costa said that if the Board keeps 
pushing to the maximum size, the road won’t get done, and then they will be in danger.   
 
Mr. Marcelonis stated that the new road would back up to his property and he is 
concerned about the safety of his kids and traffic.  
 
Mr. Paciorkowski explained that the petitioner owns the lot and he is entitled to get 
access to that lot.  
 
Mrs. Marcelonis talked about having a “dead end” sign put in at Cherrywood Drive. 
 
Mrs. Costa said that she wouldn’t mind having the sidewalk put on her side of the street 
because that’s the side most of the kids walk on to get to the Prescott School.  
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Ms. Holmwood noted that the applicants don’t want the street too wide because they 
are planning on selling the land and they don’t want the street coming to close to their 
house. Ms. Holmwood asked if the Town would do something about the street. Mr. 
Sheehan said that the Town would not do anything but he feels that having a paved way 
would certainly be an improvement to the people there.   
 
Ms. Stein said that they don’t want to move but if the Board says they want a 22 ft. 
roadway, it won’t get done.  
 
Mr. Porro had an issue with septic and doesn’t think at this day and age there should be 
septic in the Town of Norwood. Mr. Kisseloff said that when they built their house in 
1992 they were advised that because of their location they couldn’t hook up to sewer. 
Mr. Donohue said that he thought this was a Board of Health issue. 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Paciorkowski to continue the Public Hearing on Adequate 
Access for 63 Cherrywood Drive to June 10, 2013 @ 7:15 P.M., seconded by Mr. 
Donohue 
 
VOTE  5-0 motion passed 
 
 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
CarMax- Insignificant Amendment 
 
Mr. Sheehan explained to the Board that Mr. Costello reviewed revised site plans for the 
CarMax superstore dated April 14, 2013 showing a minor change in the square footage 
of its buildings.  (see Letter dated April 29, 2013)  Mr. Costello has determined this 
change to be an “Insubstantial Amendment to an Approved Plan”.  
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION made by Mr. Donohue to adjourn, seconded by Mr. Paciorkoski 
 
VOTE  5-0 motion passed 
 
 
 
 


