
                                            Town of Romulus Planning Board 

                       Romulus Town Hall, 1435 Prospect St., Willard, NY 14588 

        August 12, 2024 

Call to Order                                                            Guests: Adam Fishel, Anne Morgan, 

Members:                                                                  Ryan Abruzzo, Wilford Nieves 

Janet Lynch - present 

Cindy Meckley - absent 

Tom Bouchard - present 

Michele Bulley - present 

Albert Lester - absent 

Mark Schott - excused 

Kate Sinicropi - present 

Robert Carrol - absent 

Pat Morell, Town Attorney - present 

Pledge of Allegiance and Moment of Silence 

Approval of July 2024 Meeting Minutes: Corrections to the minutes include changing 

March to June 2024 per Tom and Pat requested negative declaration be changed to no 

significant impact. Motion to approve the minutes with corrections made by Tom. 

Seconded by Kate. Motion carried. 

Old Business:  Bromka Rd. Solar/New Leaf Energy Project Update 

Adam recapped the Bromka Rd. Solar/New Leaf Project and referenced the map to note 

that a small portion in the northeast corner of the site has the prime soil designation. 

Both Janet and Adam reported that there has been no feedback or contact from the Ag 

district despite making contact and leaving messages. 

Janet noted that she had received an email from Adam with the corrected address for 

the Project. 

Adam asked what the process would be regarding a possible determination tonight. 

Janet and Pat explained that this is a seven-member board and that there is a quorum 

present. There are four members present. Pat indicated that any action can be taken as 

there is a quorum. 



Motion to open the public hearing made by                Seconded by                        Motion 

carried. 

Pat explained the purpose of the Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 2 and that it 

is to be completed by the lead agency. 

Full Environmental Assessment Form 

Pat started on page 1. #1 Impact on Land Proposed action may involve construction on, 

or physical alteration of, the land surface of the proposed site. – answer yes; a. No, or 

small impact may occur (on south side, wetland – ground water table shallow) Pat 

asked,” Is this a proposed lease situation?” Adam responded, “Yes.” b. No or small 

impact may occur.  Adam responded to c. The proposed action may involve construction 

on land where bedrock is exposed, or generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.  

He explained that what is used depends on the ground. Either ground screws or posts 

are used. The plan is to use ground screws here but it can vary depending on structural 

design. Posts can be 5-8 feet down, depending on the depth of rock. The final 

submission of the project would include this information. There is no rock removal or 

blasting in this proposal. Answer: No or small impact may occur. Janet asked Adam how 

long this part of the project would take. Adam responded approximately 3 to 4 months. 

There is not a lot of noise. Construction hours can be limited to normal business hours. 

d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons 

of natural material. Answer: No or small impact may occur. Adam explained that there is 

no removal of material as it remains on site for replacement once the site is 

decommissioned.  e.  The proposed action may involve construction that continues for 

more than one year or in multiple phases. Answer: No or small impact may occur.  Adam 

estimates the construction to be 12 – 14 months.  f.  The proposed action may result in 

increased erosion, whether from physical disturbance or vegetation removal. Answer: 

No or small impact may occur.  g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a 

Coastal Erosion hazard area. Answer: No  

2. Impact on geological Features:  Answer: No 

3. Impacts on Surface Water. Answer: No. Adam clarified that both state and federal 

wetlands are on site. Both areas are outside the project fence line.  

4. Impact on Groundwater. Answer: No. Pat noted that we had discussed plantings 

outside, what about anything inside? Adam explained the vegetation buffers. Mowing 

would occur 2 -3 times a year. Janet noted that sometimes those planting trees do not 

know that the root ball of trees needs to come out of the container. Adam explained that 

the Town could review this. “Is this vegetation edible for goat or sheep?” asked Missy. 

Adam that the intent of the seed mix is for pollinators. 

5. Impact on Flooding – Answer: No 



6. Impact on Air   Answer: No 

7. Impact on Plants and Animals. Answer: No 

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources   Answer: No 

9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources   Answer: Yes a. No b. No c. No d. No e. No f. No  

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources   Answer: No 

11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation   Answer: No 

12.  Impact on Critical Environmental Areas   Answer:  No   There are no such areas 

in Seneca County. 

13. Impact on Transportation   Answer: No 

14. Impact on Energy   Answer: No 

15. Impact on Noise, Odor and Light   Answer: No    There is impact during              

construction; once complete the transformers will buzz a little, inverters are the noisiest 

but like a typical vacuum.  

16. Impact on Human Health   Answer: No 

17. Consistency with Community Plans. Answer: No. Our Special Use Permit allows 

this in agricultural districts. The County Planning Board notes that it met our solar 

regulations. Pat asked Tom if the draft comprehensive plan has any limited exposure to 

agricultural lands. Tom replied that the language is still being developed. It is an 

allowable use in agricultural districts. The applicants have applied for a Special Use 

Permit. It is not inconsistent with our zoning and zoning regs.  

18. Consistency with Community Character   Answer:  No 

Part 3      

Pat explained that there are two choices; no significant impact or the project will have 

significant impact. If yes, either impact statement is required, or a moderate impact is 

identified. Every impact identified is no or small impacts. With a finding of no significant 

impact Tom made a motion to declare a negative declaration. Motion seconded by Kate. 

Missy asked to read an article. Her article stated that Solar panels are 20 % effective. 

They absorb heat from the sun and solar panels emit black body radiation. Adam 

responded he was not familiar with the research noted in the article. However, he noted 

that ambient heat, like black parking lots, creates heat to the same extent as solar 

panels. 

Ryan noted that the scale of the article is referencing a five square mile solar panel, 

much larger than the proposal. The first solar panels were in 1982 in California. Missy 



commented on the reflection and heat generation. Adam noted that the underside of the 

panels has air circulating with vegetation. Tom thanked Missy for bringing up good 

questions.  

  

Action on motion: Roll call vote: Tom-yes, Kate- yes, Missy- yes, Janet -yes. Motion 

carried unanimously. A finding of no significant environmental impacts and a negative 

declaration on the Full Environmental Assessment Form. 

Pat identified the next step as the Special Use Permit. There are a number of parts to 

get: decommissioning plan etc., getting anything from the county; in county’s review the 

solar regs for Romulus.  

Comp Plan Status:  Tom updated us on the Comp Plan status; awaiting the report from 

the County Planning Board on their review of the Comp Plan. Tom is reaching out to 

stake holders from the meetings where the SWAT analysis occurred for any suggestions 

or additions. Tom will contact Barb Johnson re: the section of Willard Redevelopment in 

Romulus and where that process is.  

STR status: Janet has heard nothing. Tom called Mike and did not hear anything. At the 

Town Board meeting where there was a public hearing, there was input on how many 

STRs can be in the community. This should be added to the draft zoning. Concerns 

were stated at the public hearing about the Application fee. Suggestions to make the 

initial fee significant and the subsequent annual renewals smaller. Concerns were also 

expressed about government involvement.  

Other Old Business: A reminder about 4 hrs. of training per year. Puppy mills were 

raised by a resident. Missy provided some current information; a new puppy mill going 

up on Rte 139 and a big puppy mill exists on Ogden Rd. Janet stated that a person 

needs to complain in writing, and it needs to go to the Town Board. 

Date for next meeting Sept. 5th, 6:00pm  

Meeting adjourned: Motion by Missy and seconded by Tom. Motion carried. The meeting 

adjourned 8:11pm. 

Respectfully submitted,  

Kate Sinicropi 

Acting Secretary 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 


