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NORWOOD PLANNING BOARD MEETING 

October 21, 2019 

PRESENT:   
Ernie Paciorkowski, Chairman  

Joseph Sheehan, Vice Chairman  

Debbie Holmwood, Clerk 

Alfred P. Porro Jr.  

Robert Bamber 

Also Present:  

Paul Halkiotis, Town Planner 

Patrick Deschanes, Assistant Town Planner 

 

 

 

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

Chairman, in Room 24 of the Norwood Town Hall, located at 566 Washington Street. 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

MOTION made by Mr. Porro to approve the Minutes of September 23, 2019 and October 7, 

2019, seconded by Mr. Sheehan. 

VOTE 5-0 motion passed  

MINOR SITE PLAN APPROVAL- Sign for Norwood Pharmacy- 54 Broadway- Seial 

Patel, Owner  

Mr. Paciorkowski stated that he likes what Mr. Patel is designing the sign in similar style as 

the other signs in the plaza. 

 Mr. Porro asked the applicant why he picked Norwood.  Mr. Patel stated that he likes the area 

and likes the one on one contact with the customers. 

Mr. Sheehan asked if there will gooseneck lighting.  Mr. Patel  stated that there will be 

gooseneck lighting. 

MOTION made by Mr. Sheehan to approve the sign at 54 Broadway Street, seconded by Mr. 

Porro. 
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  December 5, 2019 

VOTE 5-0 motion passed. 

CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING- Site Plan Approval & Special Permit Application- 

Internally illuminated signage in the Central Business District- 32 Broadway- James 

Cranston, Bohler Engineering;  

Mr. Halkiotis stated that the applicants applied for an internally illuminated sign and will need 

approval for the sign before Site Plan Approval.  Mr. Halkiotis stated that the applicant 

submitted a revised plan on October 16th.  The biggest issue was replacing or resealing the 

asphalt in the parking lot.   

Ms. Pimenta, McDonalds Representative, stated that repaving or resealing would not work 

within the franchise owner’s budget.    

Mr. Paciorkowski asked why the property owner was not here tonight.  Ms. Pimenta stated 

that the invite was extended to him, but he was unavailable. 

Mr. Cranston presented the internally illuminated signage proposal. He stated that there are 

three wall signs at 14S.F. each. 

Mr. Cranston asked if digital menu boards count as internally illuminated signs.  Mr. Halkiotis 

stated “No.” 

Mr. Porro asked if the old pylon sign was staying.  Mr. Cranston stated that the existing pylon 

sign has not been changed.   

Mr. Porro asked the purpose of internally illuminated the M’s.  Mr. Cranston stated the “M” 

signage was part of McDonalds’ branding and public image. 

Mr. Porro asked when the building was built.  Mr. Paciorkowski stated that the building was 

built in the 1960s. 

Ms. Holmwood stated that they have said “No” to other businesses who sought internally 

illuminated signs. Ms. Holmwood stated that it does not sound fair and is inconsistent to say 

“Yes” to one applicant and “No” to another.  

Ms. Pimenta stated the sign is designed to appeal and capture people to visit. 

Mr. Bamber stated that he has concerns over the lighting of the building.  Mr. Bamber 

believes that the signs will be too bright.  Mr. Cranston stated that new LED lights are not 

overly offensive.  

Mr. Sheehan stated that he does not have a problem with this proposal because the letter “M” 

is only thing being lit up.  Mr. Sheehan felt that it will look better than gooseneck lighting.  

Mr. Paciorkowski stated that he does not have an issue with the “M” being lit. 

Mr. Paciorkowski opened the floor to public. 

The public did not have any comments. 

Ms. Holmwood stated that she understands that all businesses want to be lit up, but she would 

like consistency. 
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Mr. Sheehan stated that each case is a Special Permit and the Planning Board has to discuss 

the merits of the project.  Mr. Sheehan stated that he does not have a problem with the sign 

because it looks pleasing. 

Ms. Holmwood stated that she does not believe this sign is offensive, but that it would be 

inconsistent with respect to previous decisions to support this application.  

Mr. Cranston stated he does not feel like the sign is offensive and will fit in with the other 

businesses in the surrounding area. 

Mr. Paciorkowski stated that he agrees with Mr. Sheehan. Mr. Paciorkowski stated that 

internally lit signs are not allowed by right, but applicants have the opportunity to apply for an 

internally lit sign.  Mr. Paciorkowski stated that if the Planning Board does not like internally 

illuminated signs, then they should rewrite the Bylaw. 

MOTION made by Mr. Sheehan to close the Public Hearing, seconded by Mr. Porro. 

VOTE 5-0 motion passed 

MOTION made by Mr. Sheehan to approve the internally illuminated signs, seconded by Mr. 

Bamber 

VOTE 3-2 motion failed (Ms. Holmwood and Mr. Porro voted opposed) 

The Planning Board moved on to Site Plan Approval. 

Mr. Cranston stated that the trash enclosure was moved and a new gate surrounding the 

enclosure will be constructed.  

Mr. Cranston stated that there is a shed with a cooler in it.  There is a fence around it.  This 

would be removed completely from the site. 

Mr. Porro asked if they have talked to MBTA. Ms. Pimenta stated that they have talked to the 

MBTA and are working on steps to not encroach on their land. 

Mr. Cranston stated that all existing perimeter bollards are to be repainted to match the 

proposed building color and repaired/replaced as needed. 

Mr. Cranston stated that the parking lot will be restriped, 16 new shrubs will be added to the 

front, and  the bike rack will be repainted and reinstalled. 

Ms. Pimenta stated that she asked for the parking lot to be resealed, but the property was 

already over budget.  

Mr. Porro stated that he wishes the parking lot was being redone because the Town of 

Norwood cares.   

Ms. Holmwood asked Mr. Halkiotis if they owner could come in front of the Planning Board.  

Mr. Halkiotis stated that they could ask him to come in as the Planning Board has issues with 

the project. 

Ms. Holmwood stated that she recognizes that there is a budget. 

Mr. Sheehan stated that a letter could be sent, but there is no guarantee he will come.  
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Mr. Cranston stated that almost every revision has been made. 

Mr. Bamber stated that he agrees with the Planning Board that the property should be repaved 

or at least sealcoating.  

Mr. Paciorkowski opened the floor up to the public. 

The public did not have any comments. 

Ms. Holmwood asked if the Public Hearing was continued could the owner come.  Mr. 

Halkiotis stated that the representatives have discussed with the owner and he is not here 

tonight.  Mr. Halkiotis recommended that the Board vote and carry on the meeting.  

Mr. Paciorkowski asked Mr. Halkiotis to clarify the voting.  Mr. Halkiotis stated that the vote 

is a simple majority vote. 

Mr. Sheehan asked how much it would cost to have the parking lot done.  Ms. Pimenta stated 

that it be around $9-$12 thousand. 

MOTION made by Ms. Holmwood to continue the Public Hearing to November 4th at 

7:05PM and ask the owner of the property to come in, seconded by Mr. Sheehan. 

VOTE 5-0 motion passed 

DISCUSSION- 12-14 Day Street- Mixed Use Overlay District Proposal- Lewis Colten 

Mr. Paciorkowski stated that this is a discussion only that there are no plans in front of the 

Planning Board. 

Mr. Halkiotis stated that the applicant is exploring the possibility of applying to the MUOD 

and is trying to increase the number of units for his client’s property.  

Mr. Halkiotis stated that the number of units could be increased by means of Public Benefits 

Special Permit. 

Mr. Sheehan stated that this is the first proposal like this that has come in front of the Planning 

Board since Town Meeting. 

Mr. Colten stated that the owner purchased the property with hopes of expanding the number 

of units. After looking at the property, the owner and Mr. Colten figured out that seven units 

could be put into the property. Mr. Colten fixed the plan to have five units total as it worked 

better on the lot. 

Mr. Deschenes stated that the applicant could go in front of the Zoning Board and get 

approval for three units.  Mr. Deschenes stated that under Mixed Use Overlay District, they 

could get approved for 4 units and if they met the requirements of the public benefits route 

could have up to 7 units. 

POWER LANE BOND REVIEW & LOT RELEASE- Yuriy Lande 

Mr. Halkiotis stated that Mr. Lande asked the Planning Board to release the bond so that he 

start building the road. 
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Mr. Ryan built a cost estimate of the road.  Mr. Halkiotis stated that the cost of the road would 

be $775,473.75.   

Mr. Lande stated that he is working with Mutual Bank as the lender.   

Mr. Halkiotis stated that the three parties are the bank, the Town, and the contractors.  

Mr. Sheehan asked to round the bond to 775,500.  Mr. Porro agreed. 

Mr. Bamber asked if there should be retaining walls.  

Mr. Halkiotis stated that they are not included in the estimate.  Mr. Halkiotis will talk to Mr. 

Ryan and have the applicant come back on November 4th.  

DISCUSSION- Sunset Avenue- John Glossa 

Mr. Glossa asked how the project can be wrapped up and stated that the plants cannot be done 

until the Spring.  

Mr. Paciorkowski stated that the stones are coming down the slope. Mr. Glossa stated that 

they will need to fix that. 

The property owners stated that they do not want Mr. Gomes on the property and that the 

recalled funds will be used to finish the project.  

Mary Tom of Talbot Ave. stated that there has been damage to end the street from 

construction as well  

PLANNING BOARD BUSINESS: 

ASSOCIATE PLANNING BOARD MEMBER DECISION 

Mr. Paciorkowski stated that the Planning Board interviewed four people for the Associate 

Planning Board Member and would now need to vote on a new member.  

After deliberations Brian Hachey was voted for the Associate Planning Board Member.  

ENDORSE FINAL PLANS OF 862-878 WASHINGTON STREET 

The Members of the Planning Board endorsed the plan. 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

VOTE 5-0 motion passed. 

Meeting adjourned at 9:45PM.  

Next Meeting: November 4, 2019 

 

This meeting was filmed by Norwood Community Media.  A copy of the tape is 

available upon request.  
 


