
         November 2022 
 
Dear Honorable Members of the Hopkinton Planning Board, Town Planner and Planning Board Solicitor, 
 
Unfortunately, during the 9/7/2022 Planning Board meeting, there wasn’t time to discuss and comment on my current 
concerns regarding the Brushy Brook Housing Development plans.  I apologize for some repetitiveness in the following, 
but in past meetings there has not been time to discuss and address these concerns. 
 
 I am unable to participate in the November 2, 2022 Planning Board Meeting and ask that you please address my 
questions/concerns that I have submitted with regards to the Brushy Brook Housing Development: 
 

 Communal Septic (separate document originally submitted for 9/7/2022 meeting) 

 Off Site Road Improvements (separate document originally submitted for 9/7/2022 meeting) 

 Questions/comments generated by August 30, 2022 Crossman Engineering Memo (below) 
 
Questions/comments generated by August 30, 2022 Crossman Engineering Memo: 
 
#1 Water System:   The Applicant is proposing to address the water system feasibility and design during the Final Design 
Stage. 

 Does this make sense from the perspective of the town and abutters?  As seen during your 9/7/2022 meeting, 
the test well was positioned completely out of the well field in the preliminary plans that you have been 
reviewing.  It does not seem appropriate that this most important feasibility feature is already out of alignment 
with presented plans, which you have been diligently assessing for impact to abutters, proximity to septic, etc.  
The impacts of this change have a serious ripple effect. 

 
#3 Community Septic Systems:  The Applicant is proposing to address the detailed septic system design during the Final 
Design Phase for each phase and the current septic system proposal is to have centralized leach fields in open space 
areas with individual pretreatment units on each individual house lot…   …If each homeowner is responsible for their 
own pretreatment system and pumps, it would not appear to meet the intent of the communal system condition. 

 As I noted in my separate document on this topic, monitoring and ensuring each homeowner is adhering to 
maintenance and inspection requirements, with different build dates, would be very tenuous.  How can a 
Homeowners’ Association effectively manage this?   And how can the Homeowners’ Association “own” the 
pretreatment units on each individual house lot? 

 With the change made to an initial well location (noted above), the preliminary leach areas are in question.  Is it 
really appropriate for these key features to be deferred until Final Plan? 

 Please review my associated separate document on this topic.  You, the Planning Board, has consistently stated 
you expect true communal septic versus what has been proposed by the Applicant.  I have provided the relevant 
findings of fact in that document. 

 
#6 Peak Flows:  … Since Design Points 1 and 3 discharge through abutters’ land, a discussion of potential impacts to the 
abutters was requested… 

 Please pay particular attention to impacts to abutters’ properties.  And again, how does the change to well 
location and subsequent changes to leach areas impact the current design and peak flows. 

 
#7 Off-site Improvements:   

 Regarding Crossman comment A – please review and determine the applicability of the 2010 Letter from the 
DPW Director, which is referenced in the Master Plan Approval and make a definitive finding of relevance. 

 Regarding Crossman comment B – to date there has been no written acknowledgment of the culvert that exists 
on Dye Hill Road right near the entrance to the future Brushy Brook Drive.  There has only been mention of the 
culverts/bridge on Saw Mill Road.  In fact, it is not apparent if Crossman has seen/reviewed the RAB revised 
Traffic Impact Study dated July 2, 2010 which is referenced in the Master Plan Conditions as required.  The RAB 
Study stated that Dye Hill Road and Saw Mill Road need to be widened to 22 feet.  Please review my associated 
separate document on this topic. 



 Regarding Crossman comment D “It is recommended to re-examine off-site conditions at a future year and 
determine required off-site improvement at that time.”  Who will ensure/oversee that the off-site 
improvements will be re-examined and determined at a future year?  Won’t it be out of the Planning Board’s 
hand by then?  Would the current, or a future, Town Planner be aware/know to take this on? 

 How can the Planning Board ensure that the road conditions will be addressed for sake of safety of the entire 
area during and after construction? 

 How can the Planning Board ensure that road improvements will not end up falling on the town and taxpayers? 

 Finally, according to Subdivision Regulation 8.6.4, public improvements and infrastructure are supposed to be 
completed within 2 years from the initial date of Preliminary Plan approval and prior to the approval and 
recording of the Final Plan of a Major Land Development Project or Major Subdivision, unless otherwise 
authorized by the Planning Board.  Why would the Planning Board make an exception to this Subdivision 
Regulation for the largest housing development our town has ever faced? 

 
Again, I apologize for some repetitiveness in my comments, but in past meetings there has not been time to discuss and 
address these concerns.  Thank you for taking my concerns seriously. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Carol Desrosiers 
16 Pleasant View Drive 
 
 


