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Approved 
MEETING MINUTES 

Tuesday, September 14, 2021 Woburn Planning Board Meeting | 7:00 p.m. 
**Meeting held virtually via Zoom Platform** 

 
Chair Kevin Donovan called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm and asked City Planner Karen Smith to 
call the roll.  
 
Ms. Claudia Bolgen, Mr. Bob Doherty, Mr. Jim Callahan, Ms. Carolyn Turner, Mr. Michael Ventresca, 
and Chair Kevin Donovan were in attendance; Mr. Dave Edmonds was absent.  Planning Director Tina 
Cassidy, City Planner/Grant Writer Dan Orr, and Planner Karen Smith were also in attendance.  
 
Cassidy stated the meeting was being recorded by both video and audio.  
 
PUBLIC HEARING (CONTINUED): SPECIAL PERMIT APPLICATION to authorize 37,728 sq. ft. of 
light manufacturing floor space at 32 Cabot Road (CONTINUUS Pharmaceuticals, Inc.) 

 
Doherty stated that he has qualified himself to participate in the public hearing this evening by 
viewing the July 27th meeting recording and submitting the required certification form.  

 
Cassidy provided an overview of the special permit Petition before the Board and indicated that the 
Petitioner has submitted (a) a revised plan set modified for accuracy, (b) formal responses to 
departmental comments, (c) a project impact assessment, and (d) emergency response/hazard 
mitigation planning documents.  She further summarized the general topics that were brought before 
the Board include the topics of storage of hazardous material, site security, and emergency response 
protocols.  

 
Cassidy further stated that due to the timing of submission of new materials, staff was only able to 
obtain department comments from the Building Commissioner. She added that she would 
recommend a continuance this evening at the conclusion of the discussion to allow more time for 
department comments to be issued/disseminated to Board members for consideration and for the 
preparation of a draft letter of Planning Board action.  
 
Cassidy invited the Petitioner or their representative to address the Board.  
 
Attorney Anne Reynolds, Rubin & Rudman, addressed the Board on behalf of the Petitioner and 
introduced members of the development team, including Ernest Penachio, Vice President of 
Technical Operations (CONTINUUS Pharmaceuticals), Joe Weed, project engineer with PARE Corp.; 
Ed Flagg, project manager, and Bill Furze, subject matter expert of hazardous materials, both of 
Integrated Project Services (IPS), and noted that all are available for questioning.  
 
Reynolds also listed the project review materials that have been submitted to the City since the July 
public hearing and also indicated that Allen & Major has completed a required filing with the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) for the proposal. She added that a special permit application 
filed separately with the City Council is still under review.  

 
Architect Joe Weed began to address the Board and provided an overview of the modifications that 
have been made to the site with regard to proposed interior granite curbing, security fencing, 
stormwater components, and the material handling areas to ensure proper containment and 
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isolation from stormwater components. He added that utility and loading components remain 
unchanged in the revised version of the site plan.  
 
Reynolds stated that she would be happy to entertain questions from the Board on the revised site 
plan.  

  
Callahan asked for clarification on whether the effluent discharge system is still in design. Ed Flagg, 
project manager, responded by stating that the overall discharge design and operational procedures 
are completed at this point. Some components related to the scoping/valving relative to hazardous 
material handling is what remains in the design process.  

   
Callahan stated that he would appreciate assurance that all scoping/valving components are in final 
design to ensure that the hazardous materials being used or discharged from the site are being safely 
captured and contained. Flagg responded that the additional documentation provided to the Board 
describing hazardous material security addresses that concern with more specificity. He continued 
by providing a more in-depth description of the containment components and mechanisms that will 
be utilized with any transfer of hazardous material. 

 
Callahan stated that he appreciates the explanation of hazardous material containment measures but 
believes there should be some additional text in the form of Planning Board condition of approval 
addressing the design of the effluent/hazardous material disposal system. Flagg responded that he 
would be amenable to further review and discussion with the Fire Department and/or other City 
officials to ensure that all information about hazardous materials security and design meet 
expectations.   
 
Donovan invited questions from Board members. Seeing none, he opened this matter for a public 
hearing and turned to Cassidy to explain the logistics of using the “raised hand” or telephone 
functions to identify audience members who wish to speak.  
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Donovan asked Cassidy if any members of the audience wished to address the Board on this matter.  
No members of the audience indicated a desire to speak. 
 
Cassidy recommend a continuance of this hearing/matter to the Planning Board’s meeting on 
Tuesday, September 28, 2021, at 7:00 pm. 
 
Motion to continue the public hearing on 32 Cabot Road to September 28, 2021 at 7:00 p.m., made 
by Bolgen;  
Seconded by Turner;  
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Bolgen-Aye 
Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Aye 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
 
The motion carried, 6-0-0. 
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PUBLIC HEARING: PROPOSED ZONING AMENDMENT to amend Section 5, Notes to Section 5.1 
Table of Use Regulations of the 1985 Woburn Zoning Ordinances by adding the following 
sentence to the end of Note 26.1.a.: “Notwithstanding the foregoing, a Restaurant, Full Service 
located in such an office building shall be allowed to operate outdoors and adjacent to such 
Restaurant, Full Service.”  (Attorney Joseph Tarby) 
 
Cassidy provided an overview of the proposed zoning amendment that can be linked to two (2) other 
recently-proposed zoning amendments pertaining to the definitions of “Full Service Restaurant” and 
“Rooftop Dining.” She summarized the currently proposed zoning amendment which is intended 
allow outdoor seating in the S-1 mixed-use zoning district. 
 
Cassidy further stated that the City Solicitor and she have been asked by the Council to draft a zoning 
definition for the term “outdoor dining.” She recommends that following this evening’s discussion, 
the Planning Board vote to continue the public hearing on this matter to the Planning Board’s meeting 
on September 28th.  This would allow time to develop an “outdoor dining” definition and coordinate 
it with the other outdoor dining-related zoning amendments still pending. 
 
Donovan invited questions from Board members. Ventresca stated that he would appreciate if the 
Planning Board Director could also share the proposed zoning amendment with the downtown Local 
Rapid Recovery Planning (LRRP) consultant to ensure the perspective/concerns of restaurateurs is 
taken in to consideration. Cassidy responded that she would do so. 
 
Doherty asked for clarification of the current process for downtown restaurants relative to operating 
outdoor seating/dining space. Cassidy stated that she is aware of some licensing requirements 
through the Licensing Commission. She added that while current zoning ordinances may not 
explicitly prohibit such activity, there is no provision to expressly allow it.  
 
Donovan opened this matter for a public hearing and turned to Cassidy to explain the logistics of 
using the “raised hand” or telephone functions to identify audience members who wish to speak.  
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Donovan asked Cassidy if any members of the audience wished to address the Board on this matter.  
No members of the audience indicated a desire to speak. 
 
Motion to continue to the public hearing on the proposed zoning amendment to Section 5, Notes to 
Section 5.1 Table of Use Regulations, to the Board’s meeting on Tuesday, September 28th, 2021 at 
7:00 pm, made by Doherty;  
Seconded by Ventresca;  
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Bolgen-Aye 
Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Aye 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
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The motion carried, 6-0-0.  
 
SUBDIVISIONS (DISCUSSIONS OF CONSTRUCTION STATUS & COMPLETION DATES): 

 
Cassidy provided an overview of the subdivision update discussions planned this evening and 
indicated that members have been provided with spreadsheet-formatted developer updates 
obtained over the summer and/or explanatory letters containing information on all construction 
work completed to date and anything remaining incomplete (including a proposed new timeline for 
completion).  
 
24 FLAGG STREET DEFINITIVE SUBDIVISION (Developer George W. Gately, Jr.)  

Cassidy provided an overview of the status of the subdivision, and indicated that the subdivision 
construction tasks that had been outstanding as of the developer’s December 2020 update to the 
board remain outstanding, with no particular reason provided for delay. She added that Engineering 
comments were received after a site visit was conducted and the latest proposed timeline was 
reviewed.  The Engineering Department indicated that the proposed new construction completion 
date of October 31, 2022 is feasible.   
 
Cassidy invited Mr. Gately to address the Board with any additional comments. Mr. George Gately 
indicated that Cassidy’s summary was exhaustive and he has nothing further to add. Cassidy 
responded that following and ensuing Board discussion, she recommends a Planning Board vote to 
extend the subdivision completion timeline to the October 31, 2022 date, as currently requested.  
 
Bolgen asked for clarification of the amount of remaining work for the subdivision in percentage 
terms given that it appears to be at least 50% completed. Gately responded that a lot of work has 
been completed relative to site clearing/cleanup and installation of the roadway to the binder coat. 
He added that while he is not certain of a percentage of project completion, he assured that the larger 
construction tasks, such as utility installation, are complete, and the remaining roadway construction 
can be completed following home construction to protect the roadway construction work that is 
already installed. 
 
Bolgen asked for clarification of the home construction timeline. Gately responded stated that he 
intends to begin construction by October on the housing units.  
 
Callahan asked if Gately has any reservations regarding completion of the subdivision within the 
timeline mentioned relative to securing materials. Gately stated that he does not necessarily see any 
hurdles so long as he implements propane tanks in lieu of gas service by the existing utility 
(Eversource). 
 
Motion, for discussion, to accept the Planning Board Director’s recommendation to extend the 
subdivision completion date for the 24 Flagg Street subdivision to October 31, 2022, made by Bolgen; 
 
Bolgen stated that she has made her motion in recognition of the substantial amount of work 
represented by the developer to have been completed on the subdivision roadway (greater than 
50%).  
 
Seconded by Ventresca;  
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Bolgen-Aye 
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Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Aye 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
 
The motion carried, 6-0-0.  
 
BORSELLI DRIVE DEFINTIVE SUBDIVISION (Developer George W. Gately, Jr.)  

Cassidy provided an overview of construction of this subdivision and stated that completion is much 
more imminent. She summarized the work on the subdivision completed since the developer’s last 
update in January of 2020 and indicated the scope of remaining work as represented by Mr. Gately 
(raising of roadway structures, installation of top coat and street trees, and submission of As-built 
and Street Acceptance plans). 
 
Cassidy further stated that she is aware of the subdivision as-built and acceptance plans having been 
submitted and are currently under review by the Engineering Department.  She asked for 
confirmation from Mr. Gately as to the status of completing the remaining tasks. Gately responded by 
confirming that all of the remaining construction tasks are in fact complete and he is working to 
address required modifications to the As-built/Street Acceptance plans based on preliminary 
comments from the Engineering Department.  
 
Bolgen asked for clarification of the proportion of completed work in this subdivision. Gately 
responded that he considers all of his construction responsibilities complete as soon as he can submit 
the revised As-built/Street Acceptance Plans for final Engineering comment.  He expects to submit 
them later this week, and hopes they can be considered by the Planning Board for acceptance and a 
bond release on September 28th.  
 
Donovan invited further Planning Board comments.  Seeing none, he asked for the Planning Director’s 
recommendation.  
 
Cassidy stated her recommendation is to extend the Borselli Drive construction completion date to 
November 30, 2021 in recognition of the feasibility of completing the outstanding tasks by that date. 
 
Motion to accept the Planning Director’s recommendation, made by Doherty; 
Seconded by Turner;  
 
Bolgen stated, for the record, that she intends to vote in favor of the motion for the reasons that both 
the minimal amount of remaining work and limited extension of time for this subdivision are 
meritorious in her view.  
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Aye 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Bolgen-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
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The motion carried, 6-0-0.  
 
BAKER WAY DEFINITIVE SUBDIVISION (Developer David Baker)  

Cassidy provided an overview of the construction of this subdivision.  Construction of the subdivision 
is substantially complete and only submission of an As-built plan remains outstanding.  However, 
there is a unique circumstance here, in that the developer’s roadway construction has been affected 
by unauthorized construction by an abutting property owner at 11 Washington Street who removed 
some curbing and grass strip to accommodate a driveway extension for his property. 
 
Cassidy further stated that she has only had the opportunity to have a preliminary conversation with 
the City Solicitor Callahan-Doucette on this matter, but additional time is required to better 
understand the scope of unauthorized work and/or zoning violations and to see which legal avenues 
are available to Mr. Baker to rectify the scenario and complete the subdivision As-built plan. 
 
Cassidy invited any representative of Mr. Baker to address the Board at this time if they are present. 
Attorney Mark Salvati, 10 Cedar Street, addressed the Board and stated it would be in the interest of 
the Board to continue discussion on this matter until legal matters could be further considered.  
 
Cassidy stated that she would recommend the Board extend the subdivision completion date to 
December 31, 2021 to allow herself and Mr. Baker more time to consult with the City Solicitor and 
Mr. Baker’s attorney to identify a solution to the aforementioned situation.   
 
Bolgen stated that she agrees with a proposed extension for the subdivision timeline but questioned 
whether December would be enough time to address the potential legal dispute. Cassidy responded 
that she is hopeful that a legal resolution could be identified by December but understands that it is 
not likely the issue will be resolved by year’s end.  
 
Ventresca asked whether this matter could potentially be handled without litigation. Cassidy stated 
that the situation could potentially be addressed without litigation by compliance of the abutter to 
restore his property to approved status, thereby allowing Mr. Baker to complete an As-built Plan as 
originally anticipated and in substantial conformance with the approved plan.  
 
Attorney Mark Salvati stated that he would agree that this matter has a good chance of not entering 
into litigation and suggested a formal subdivision modification request was an alterative. He added 
that he believes a proposed extension to the end of December would be ideal for this scenario.  
 
Motion to extend the construction completion date for the Baker Way definitive subdivision to 
December 31, 2021, made by Ventresca; 
Seconded by Bolgen; 
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Bolgen-Aye 
Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Aye 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
 
The motion carried, 6-0-0.  
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CROSSMAN ROAD DEFINTIVE SUBDIVISION (Developer Fred Cialdea)   

Cassidy provided a summary of currently completed and pending construction work reported in the 
last update in October 2020. She indicated that work completed since that October update includes 
installation of sewer/water services, fire hydrant, roadway binder, and the construction of at least 
one home, whereas construction of two (2) homes, installation of sidewalk/curbing and submission 
of As-built and Street Acceptance plans remain incomplete.  
 
Attorney Mark Salvati, 10 Cedar Street, addressed the Board on behalf of the Petitioner to verify that 
major utility and roadway work is complete and that delays in work were related to securing land 
for adjacent home development that will be utilizing Crossman Road for frontage. He added that 
remaining items to be completed for the subdivision include curbing, sidewalk, and as-
built/acceptance plans and believes that December 30, 2021 would be ideal as an extension to the 
completion date.  
 
Cassidy stated that Engineering staff comments indicated that the proposed new completion timeline 
is feasible for completing all remaining work but recommended that it might be advisable to allow 
the developer more time to complete remaining roadwork on the westerly side of Crossman Road 
until all home construction activity in the vicinity of the subdivision is completed.  
 
Salvati stated that the developer would be willing to propose a subdivision modification to address 
any discrepancies as a result of an ANR-based development opposite the Crossman Road subdivision.  
 
Cassidy stated that a request is also pending consideration relative to a bond reduction.  Senior 
Engineer Rheaume has recommended a reduction of $73,584 and that $77,170 be held to guarantee 
completion of remaining items, and that figure including contingency costs.  She stated that she does 
not believe a formal reduction request has been received.  Callahan was opposed to such action 
without a line item estimation of work completed.  Attorney Salvati clarified that a formal request 
was in fact filed, and Turner pointed it out in the paperwork sent to Board members in advance of 
the meeting.  Cassidy clarified that a line by line estimate was included. 
 
Donovan invited additional Board questions or a Planning Director recommendation.  
 
Cassidy reiterated that her recommendation is to extend the subdivision construction completion 
date for the Crossman Road subdivision to December 30, 2021, and to reduce the amount of the bond 
held to guarantee completion of the Crossman Road subdivision to $77,170.00.  
 
Motion to adopt the Planning Director’s recommendation, made by Bolgen, for discussion;  
Seconded by Ventresca;  
 
Bolgen stated that the it would appear that there are some aspects of the subdivision that are 
unsettled based upon the proposed development occurring by ANR and wanted to clarify why the 
developer did not contact the Planning Board prior to the expiration of the subdivision completion 
date to explain this. Attorney Salvati responded that the developer considered the Board’s notice of 
required attendance at a September meeting to be a de factor extension. He added his assurance that 
the homes on the westerly side of Crossman Road will indeed be constructed, but the timing will have 
to depend on the requirement for sidewalk installation.  
 
Bolgen asked when the developer would anticipate an ANR being filed. Salvati responded that it 
would likely occur in November.  
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Bolgen stated that it would then seem to make sense to approve the new construction completion 
date for pending discussion once the ANR plan in question is filed and endorsed by the Board.  
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Aye 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Bolgen-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
 
The motion carried, 6-0-0.  
 

HIGHVIEW ESTATES (Developer Michael Santullo)  

Cassidy provided an overview of the status of Highview Estates relative to progress with litigation 
and periodic updates required to the Board surrounding litigation activities over the course over at 
least (2) years, with the latest construction completion date expiration occurring on June 30, 2021. 
 
Cassidy proceeded to summarize the updates submitted to the Board in preparation for this meeting, 
including proposed acceptance of blasting and grading plans by Eversource, ensuing subdivision 
construction tasks, and final submission of As-built/Street Acceptance plans, which all are estimated 
to be completed by October 2026.  
 
Attorney Roshan Jain represented the developer addressed the Board on his behalf to summarize the 
progress that has been achieved regarding litigation surrounding the developer’s grading and 
blasting plans. He explained that much of the recent delay is related to the complicating need for new 
grading and blasting plans and the hiring of a new project engineer, whose grading plan will serve as 
the basis of a new blasting plan that must meet the approval of Eversource. He added that additional 
time will be needed following approval of a blasting plan relative to public involvement and the 
preparation of the site for blasting activity and that the proposed October 2026 timeline is a best 
estimate for completion of the subdivision. 
 
Ventresca asked whether there are any required approvals needed from the City for the proposed 
grading plan. Santullo responded that no further approvals are required.  
 
Bolgen stated that she believes that there a number of court-related actions related to producing a 
blasting plan, including discovery order and final pre-trial conference, that have been scheduled for 
late September and early November but do not appear to line up with the developer’s projected 
timeline stated this evening. She added that the timing of court-related matters would seem to take 
up to at least a year.  
 
Attorney Jain stated that he believes there needs to be a defined dispute between Mr. Santullo and 
Eversource before engaging with the Court further on this matter. He is hopeful that a blasting and 
grading plan being presented by December will help guide the next steps relative to trying the case 
or reaching a resolution without a trial involved. He added that he believes that there will be a much 
better sense by the spring of 2022 as to of whether this matter will enter into trial.  
 
Attorney Jain stated that he would be amenable to submitting an update to the Board providing more 
clarity on a path of potential litigation next year.  
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Turner asked about a scenario in which a blasting plan is ultimately not approved by Eversource, 
thereby re-opening the process of discovery resulting in further continuances. Jain responded that at 
that point this matter would likely move into the trial process, but the ultimate goal is to avoid that 
outcome by working with Eversource on a mutually agreeable plan.  
 
Callahan asked about the timing of obtaining the grading plan from the project engineer, Mr. Sullivan. 
Santullo responded that he is confident that Mr. Sullivan will be able to meet the projected timing of 
providing the plan.  
 
Cassidy stated that her recommendation is to extend the subdivision completion date to June 30, 
2022.  
 
Donovan asked for additional questions from Board members or a formal recommendation from the 
Planning Director.  
 
Cassidy stated that she would recommend an extension of the construction completion date for the 
Highview Estates subdivision to June 30, 2022, subject to submission of written communication 
relative to all case milestones/litigation updates that would be of interest to the Board in the interim.  
 
Motion to adopt the Planning Director’s recommendation, made by Bolgen, for discussion; 
Seconded by Ventresca;  
 
Bolgen stated that she would agree with a June 30, 2022 timeline extension but would ask the 
developer be given a 30-day notice on behalf of the Board relative to an update. She indicated that 
she would like to modify her original motion to require that the developer appear on an agenda 
within that timeframe for Board consideration/discussion of this matter and a potential extension to 
the subdivision completion date.  
 
Cassidy stated, in response to Bolgen, that her revised recommendation to extend the construction 
completion date to June 30, 2022 on the condition that a discussion be scheduled between the 
developer and the Planning Board for a legal update on this matter and consideration of construction 
completion date at the second meeting of the Planning Board in May 2022.  
 
Original motion withdrawn by Bolgen; 
Original second withdrawn by Ventresca.  
 
Motion to adopt the revised Planning Board Director recommendation made by Bolgen;  
Seconded by Ventresca; 
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Aye 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Bolgen-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
 
The motion carried, 6-0-0.  
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PLANNING BOARD DIRECTOR UPDATE 
 
Cassidy provided an overview of the developer’s intent to rescind the approval of the definitive 
subdivision plan for 12 Buckman Court enabling the release of the subdivision bond being held to 
guarantee construction completion. She added that this matter will be before the Board in the form 
of a public hearing on September 28th.  
 
Cassidy further stated that the next meeting agenda will include discussion of construction 
completion dates for six (6) additional subdivisions by five (5) different developers in similar fashion 
to this evening, including Alan R. Gerrish Drive, Carlson Way, Russo Estates, Robertson Way, Legacy 
Lane, and Ferullo Drive.   
 
Cassidy reminded Board members about and summarize the COVID-19 vaccination policy for the 
City’s Commission and Board members, which requires members’ responses for compliance.  
 
PLANNING BOARD DIRECTOR UPDATE:  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  July 27, 2021 (virtual) meeting 
 
Donovan asked if there were any comments on the draft set of minutes. 
 
Motion to approve the July 27, 2021 meeting minutes, as submitted, made by Bolgen;   
Seconded by Turner;  
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Bolgen-Aye 
Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Abstain 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
 
Motion carried, 5-0-1, with Doherty abstaining due to his absence at the July 27, 2021 meeting.   
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Donovan asked if there was any other business.  There was none. 
 
Seeing no further business, Bolgen made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 8:40 pm. 
Seconded by Doherty;  
 
Roll call vote on the aforementioned motion: 
Callahan-Aye 
Doherty-Aye 
Edmonds-Absent 
Turner-Aye 
Ventresca-Aye 
Bolgen-Aye 
Donovan-Aye 
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The motion carried, 6-0-0.  
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:40 pm.  
 
 
Table of Documents Used and/or Referenced at Meeting 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 

Dan Orr 
 
Dan Orr 
City Planner/Grant Writer 
 

32 Cabot Road (CONTINUUS Pharmaceuticals, Inc.) Special Permit:  1) Letter dated August 10, 
2021 from the project’s engineering firm (PARE Corporation) and addressed to City Clerk Lindsay 
Higgins; 2) Revised Plan Set (dated July 6, 2021, revised August 4, 2021); 3) HazMat Security 
Summary (dated September 7, 2021); 4) Project Impact Assessment/Statement (dated September 
7, 2021); 5) Revised PARE Corp. letter (dated September 13, 2021); 6) Comments from Building 
Commissioner Thomas Quinn on revised/new materials submitted by Petitioner  
Discussions of Subdivision Construction Status & Completion Dates: 1) Recent Planning Board 
requests for correspondence provided to the developers of the 24 Flagg Street, Borselli Drive II, 
Crossman Road, Baker Way and Highview Estates definitive subdivisions; 2) Construction Status 
worksheets submitted by the developers of 24 Flagg Street, Borselli Drive II, Crossman Road, and 
Highview Estates Definitive Subdivisions; 3) Engineering comment letters issued for the 24 Flagg 
Street, Borselli Drive II, Crossman Road, Baker Way and Highview Estates definitive subdivisions; 4) 
Developer explanation letter and accompanying pictures relative to Baker Way definitive 
subdivision; 5) Developer bond reduction request letter relative to Crossman Road definitive 
subdivision; 6) Email provided by Attorney Roshan Jain relative to Grading Plan timeline for 
Highview Estates definitive subdivision 
City of Woburn COVID-19 Vaccination & Testing Policy 
Draft Meeting Minutes:  Tuesday, July 27, 2021 (virtual) meeting 


