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NORWOOD PLANNING BOARD 

566 WASHINGTON STREET 

NORWOOD, MA   02062 

 

 

Planning Board Minutes, September 8, 2014 

 

Present:  Paul J. Donohue, Chairman 

   Alfred P. Porro Jr.  Vice-Chairman 

   Joseph F. Sheehan, Clerk 

   Ernie Paciorkowski 

   Paul Halkiotis, Town Planner 

   Claire Murphy, Admin. Asst. 

 

Absent:  Debbie Holmwood 

 

7:00 P.M.  The Norwood Planning Board meeting was called to order by Mr. Donohue, 

Chairman, in Room 11, Norwood Town Hall. 

 

 

Site Plan Review – CBD Signage, Vico Ristorante Italiano, 89B Central Street 

 

Present: Maria Lofredo, owner 

 

Mr. Porro introduced Ms. Lofredo to the Board. Ms. Lofredo is requesting a new blade sign to 

be mounted on the corner of the existing building. On 6-2-2014, the Planning Board approved a 

wall sign for the new restaurant.  

 

The proposed blade sign is 30” x 24” totaling 5 s.f.  The sign will have blue lettering on a white 

background. The sign will be made of reflective gloss laminate and mounted on a decorative 

scroll bracket. The sign complies with 6.2.4 (3) of the Zoning Bylaws.  

 

MOTION made by Mr. Porro to approve the blade sign request from Vico Ristorante Italiano, 

89B Central Street, seconded Mr. Sheehan 

VOTE  4-0 motion passed 

 

 

PB Endorsement – Smart Growth Overlay District, Guild Lofts, 129 Guild Street 

 

The Planning Board reviewed the decision for 129 Guild Street. Discussion ensued. 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Porro to approve and endorse the Smart Growth Overlay District 

Decision for Guild Lofts at 129 Guild Street, seconded by Mr. Paciorkowski 

VOTE 4-0 motion passed 
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Mr. Halkiotis informed the Board that he has been approached by an abutter who is 

questioning the parking at Regal Press.  This individual felt that the Planning Board did not have 

the right to allow parking within the MBTA easement. Mr. Halkiotis said that he has not 

received a copy of the lease for this easement and he will call Mr. Duffey.  

 

Mr. Halkiotis talked about other objections that were mentioned, one was that the Planning 

Board cannot grant the rights to park, Mr. Halkiotis said that the Planning Board does not grant 

rights for parking.  Another was that the easement was not part of the 40R District because the 

boundaries were the lot lines and the third point of contention was that in order to build this 

parking lot they would have to tear up the old one which is on land that is not owned by the 

applicant.  

 

Mr. Halkiotis said that the discussed each of these points with Town Counsel and there was no 

concern because the issue is between the MBTA and Regal. If Mr. Duffey cannot reach an 

agreement he would have to come back to the Planning Board.  

 

 

PB Endorsement – Benchmark Senior Living, 40 Clapboardtree 

 

Mr. Halkiotis drafted the decision for Benchmark Senior Living and he said there were a number 

of conditions that he wanted to make sure that the Board was aware of. The comments from 

the Town Engineer, and the Fire Department were given to the applicant at the Department 

meeting and Mr. Halkiotis would like to incorporate these comments into the decision. The 

applicant has not been able to determine where they are getting their sewer service from and 

once this is ironed out, they must provide the PB with these plans to add to the record plans. 

Mr. Halkiotis said that the same is true for electricity and cable service. These will all be 

included in the conditions for approval.  

 

Mr. Halkiotis talked about including a condition that states the plans would have to be recorded 

at the Registry and asked the Board what they thought. Discussion ensued. The Planning Board 

wanted to discuss this with Town Counsel David DeLuca who will meeting with the Board later.  

 

 

 

Public Hearing – Special Permit & Site Plan Review, 100 Morse Street 

 

Present: Diane Geraghty Hall, representing owner 

 

Mr. Donohue, Chairman, opened the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Sheehan, Clerk read the public hearing notice as it appeared in the Norwood Record on 

August 21, 2014 and August 28, 2014. 
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Ms Geraghty Hall explained that the applicant had met with the Board on April 11, 2013 for site 

plan approval that included a small addition to the side of the building for a new entry way and 

elevator. They also proposed to make a couple of changes to the front of the building, a 

driveway with some parking. This has not been done yet.  

 

Ms. Geraghty Hall said that there is an existing standing sign in the front that is set back and 

obstructed by bushes. Ms. Geraghty Hall stated that they would like to remove the old sign and 

put up a new sign that is more visible. They would like to put the sign closer to the street within 

the 15’setback. Ms. Geraghty Hall explained that the bylaw allows a free standing sign to be 

placed in the 15’ setback as long as there is a reduction in area of 2 ft. for every 1 ft. within the 

15’ setback. The proposed 30 s.f. sign complies with Section 6.2.16(3) of the zoning bylaw. 

 

Mr. Donohue asked if there was any other signage there. Ms. Geraghty Hall said that there was 

not.  Mr. Paciorkowski asked if the sign would be lit. Ms. Geraghty said it would be internally lit.  

Mr. Sheehan asked about the height. Ms. Geraghty Hall said 9.6’ and 10’ is allowed.  

 

MOTION made by Mr. Porro to close the public hearing for the Special Permit and Site Plan 

Review for 100 Morse Street, seconded by Mr. Sheehan 

VOTE  4-0 motion passed 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Sheehan to approve the Special Permit and Site Plan Review for 100 

Morse Street, seconded by Mr. Paciorkowski 

VOTE  4-0 motion passed 

 

 

The Planning Board went into Executive Session and will return to adjourn. 

 

 

 Other Business 

 

Mr. Halkiotis had another question for Atty. DeLuca regarding site plan approvals. Mr. Halkiotis 

has always required the decision and the plans for site plan approvals be recorded at the 

Registry but the Planning Board has never required this. Mr. Halkiotis wanted to know if this 

was something that is common practice in a lot of communities and if there is a difference 

between recording a special permit vs. site plan approval.  

 

Atty. DeLuca said that a special permit needs to be recorded but a site plan review is not of the 

same character. However is it illegal, improper or counterproductive, no, probably not.   Atty. 

DeLuca noted that the decision can be recorded and refer to the plan. 

 

Cherrywood Drive 

 

Mr. Porro has a real problem with this project and would like to have all the parties come to the 

next meeting.  Discussion ensued.  
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Adjournment 

 

MOTION made by Mr. Sheehan to adjourn, seconded by Mr. Porro 

VOTE  4-0  motion passed 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION – SEPTEMBER 8, 2014 

 

 

The Planning Board on a motion by Mr. Sheehan seconded by Mr. Porro and on a roll call vote 

by Chairman Donohue, Mr. Sheehan, Mr. Porro, and Mr. Paciorkowski, the Planning Board 

voted to go into executive session to discuss Herb Chambers Volvo, 1120 Boston Providence 

Highway.  

Atty. David DeLuca, Town Counsel, stated that the Planning Board issued a modification to a 

plan for Herb Chambers Dealership. The history of the site goes back several years with the 

initial plan approval in 2007.  There were several extensions over the years including the permit 

extension act.  Town Counsel provided advice to the Board and to the parties involved as to 

their opinion on the matter.  

 

The Planning Board then issued a modification approval to the plan within the last year.  There 

was a complaint from abutting property owners, Cornerstone Corp. They brought their 

complaints to land court and the land court judge strongly urged the parties to get mediation.  

 

The parties reached an agreement that would satisfy each of them and allow the project to go 

forward. A copy of this agreement was forwarded to the Board to review and then the Board 

can set up another hearing on September 22, 2014 with both parties present.  

 

Atty. David DeLuca went over the changes that he feels were just minor changes with the 

elimination of 31 parking spaces. Atty. DeLuca presented some revised plans showing the 

proposed changes; the rear driveway shall be relocated approx. 110’ south, the green buffer on 

the north side shall be expanded from 5’ off the property line to 20’ feet and the green buffer 

at the northeast area of the site shall be expanded.   

 

Atty. DeLuca feels that there is a mutual benefit for both parties with more green space and 

that the realignment of the rear driveway prevents any future traffic problems. Atty. DeLuca 

allowed the Board to preview the traffic study supporting the change in the driveway.   

 

Atty. DeLuca stated that both parties have come to an agreement and he thinks that these 

changes should have been resolved when they had the opportunity to resolve them at the 

Planning Board meeting.  

 

Mr. Donohue stated that he is against moving the location of the egress on River Ridge because 

the way it is now is good engineering practice.  Mr. Paciorkowski noted that both parties are in 

agreement and Atty. DeLuca said that these changes allow the project to move forward. 

Discussion ensued. 

 

The Planning Board returned to their regular meeting.  

 


