Town of Romulus Planning Board
Romulus Town Hall, 1435 Prospect St., Willard NY, 14588
Meeting Minutes February 3, 2025

Roll Call/Quorum

Janet Lynch — present

Cindy Meckley — present

Tom Bouchard — present

Michele Bulley — present

Albert Lester — present

Mark Schott (Alt)— excused

Kate Sinicropi — present

Robert Carroll - present

Pledge of Allegiance and Moment of Silence

Approval of January 6, 2025 Meeting Minutes: Motion to approve the minutes with correction
by Cindy. Al seconded the motion. Motion approved with the following correction. Page 2 under
New Business: 1. New PB member changes: should be changed to: Updated PB member
changes:

Nearpass Subdivision

Motion to open the public hearing made by Cindy and seconded by Al. No concerns or
comments received from the public per Janet. We heard from Mr. Nearpass and Mr. Skinner in
Nov., and they talked with our attorney at that time. The property is across from Sampson
Resorts, on Smith Vineyard Rd. and Rte. 96A. The application is in place, and we have the
maps. Parcel A, 2.02 acres is the new parcel created by the subdivision. Parcel B is 5.13 acres.
Parcels A and B were all one property totaling 7.15 acres. The reason for the subdivision is to fix
or remove the cabin on Parcel A and to have access other than 96A for Parcel B. Motion to
close the public hearing by Cindy. Motion seconded by Missy. Public Hearing closed.

Short form environmental assessment review Part 1 identifies the property as 1124 96A and
Smith Vineyard Rd. The proposed action will allow access to the property, so it is not off 96A. 1.
Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance,
administrative rule or regulation? Response: No #2. Does the proposed action require a permit,
approval or funding from any governmental Agency? Response: No 3. a. total acreage of 7.15
b. and c. 0. They are not changing the land. # 4. Check boxes rural and agriculture. The
property adjoins farmland and park land. It is all agricultural. # 5 |s the proposed action
permitted use under zoning a. Yes. b. yes # 6 Is the proposed action consistent with the
predominant character of the existing built or natural landscape? Response: Yes # 7 Is the site
of the proposed action located in, or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area?



Response: No # 8 a. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above
present levels? Response: No b. Are public transportation services(s) available at or near the
site of the proposed action? Response: No c. Are any pedestrian accommodations or bicycle
routes available or near the site of proposed action? Response: No # 9 Does the proposed
action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements? Response: No # 10. Will the
proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply? Response: No A well will
have to be dug. # 11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities?
Response: No A septic system would need to be installed. # 12 a. Does the site contain a
structure that is listed on the State or National Register for Historic Places? Response: No b. Is
the proposed action located in an archeological sensitive area? Response: No #13. a. Does any
portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency? Response: No b.
Would the proposed action physically alter, or encroach into, any existing wetland or
waterbody? Response: No # 14. Identify typical habitat types that occur on or are likely to be
found on the project site. Response: Ag/grasslands. # Is the project site located in the 100-year
flood plain?15. Does the site of the proposed action contain any species if animal, or associated
habitats, listed by the State or Federal government as threatened or endangered? Response:
No # 16. Is the project site located in the 100-year flood plain? Response: No #17. Will the
proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources?
Response: No #18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that result
in the impoundment of water or other liquids (e.g. retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?
Response: No #19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the
location of an active or closed solid waste management facility? Response: No # 20. Has the
site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or
completed) for hazardous waste? Response: No

Part 2. Impact Assessment completed by Lead Agency #1. No #2. No #3. No #4. No #5. No #6.
No#7.a.Nob. No #8. No#9. No#10. No #11. No Part 3. Determination of Significance: the
proposed action will not result in a significant environmental impact.

Motion to declare a proper assessment for subdivision made by Rob. Tom seconded the motion.
Motion carried.

Esh Subdivision — Yerkes Rd Public Hearing

Tom made a motion to open the Public Hearing for the Esh Subdivision. Mr. Esh explained that
the Road goes between the house and barn which makes it difficult for horses and children. He
is taking property from one farm and including it in one property of 33.155 acres. Taking 6.0
acres from tax map 9-1-23, combining with 27 acres from tax map 9-1-01.1 for a total of 33.155
acres. Motion to close the Public Hearing by Missy and seconded by Cindy.

Current use is farming and will remain farming. The adjoining properties hook everyone up.
Mike Karlsen was the Surveyor and provided maps to the Chair. Acres farmed is 22 acres. Part
1 Environmental Assessment Form completed by Levi Esh #1. Response: No #2. Response:
No #3. Response: 33 acres. b. None c. None #4. Agriculture/farming # 5. Yes b. Yes #6. Yes #7.
No #8. No b. Yes c. No # 9. No #10. a. No b. No #11 a. No b. No. #12 a No b No #13. a. No b.
No #14. Ag grasslands #15. No # 16. No #17. No #18. No #19. No #20. No



Part 2 of the Short Environmental Assessment form is the Impact Assessment completed by the
Lead Agency. Part 2. # 1. No #2. No #3. No #4. No #5. No #6. No #7. a. No b. No #8. No #9.
No #10. No #11. No Part 3 Determination of Significance Determination: A negative
Declaration. No significant adverse environmental impact.

The review was completed; Kate made a motion to approve the Esh subdivision. Tom seconded
the motion. Motion approved unanimously.

Old Business: Cindy asked what has happened to Pat Morrell, our attorney? Janet responded
that if we really need him, to call him. Do not expect him to attend the meetings regularly. How
do we determine if he is needed?

A question was asked about the solar farm proposed for the Depot. Janet responded that if they
decided to do solar on the Depot it would go to the State and then to the County. It would not
come to us directly.

New Business: Al reported that the STR is tabled as it is being left up to the state to develop
regulations.

Election of officers: Motion for election of officers by Al to keep officers as is. Missy nominated
Tom whose term ends at the end of 2025. Janet’s term is up in 2027. Al seconded Missy’s
motion and Missy seconded Al's motion. Cindy recommended both motions be tabled until Rob
is present at our next meeting as he had to leave the meeting to address an urgent personal
issue. Missy seconded the motion to table the motions. Motion carried.

Cindy made the motion to adjourn the meeting. Missy seconded the motion. Motion carried.
Meeting adjourned at 7:45 pm.

Respectfully submitted,
Kate Sinicropi

Acting Secretary



