
Meeting of the Ithaca Town Board 
Monday, March 12, 2012 at 5:30 p.m. 
215 North Tioga Street, Ithaca, NY  14850 
 
 Minutes  

 
Board Members Present:  Herb Engman, Supervisor; Bill Goodman, Deputy Town Supervisor; 
Pat Leary, Tee-Ann Hunter, Eric Levine, Rich DePaolo, and Nahmin Horwitz 
 
Staff Present:  Susan Ritter, Director of Planning, Bruce Bates, Director of Code Enforcement; 
Mike Solvig, Director of Finance, Judy Drake, Director of Human Resources; Paulette 
Terwilliger, Town Clerk and Susan Brock, Attorney for the Town  
 
Call to Order and Pledge of Allegiance    
Mr. Engman opened that meeting at 5:34 p.m.   Items were added to the agenda with Board 
approval 
 
Report of Tompkins County Legislature 
Peter Stein – Mr. Stein reported that the Legislature will be moving to the old courthouse 
building where the Planning Department is.  The space has a lot more room for spectators but 
does not accommodate all of the staff.   
 
He also reported that the Legislature has been approached about allowing rifle hunting and 
although it is a very controversial issue, he felt that it was not a simple one and the data you can 
see on the DEC website shows very few of the accidents are from someone shooting at an animal 
and injuring a bystander.  He was not sure where in the County the 500 foot distance would be 
applicable; certainly not where he lives in the northeast area of town.  He went on to say that 
many other counties do allow rifle hunting and Tompkins is the only one along the Pennsylvania 
border that does not.    
 
Mr. Stein noted that discussions on of services is being talked about and the Public Safety 
Committee has been asked to look at DPW and other committees have been tasked with looking 
at their areas of oversight 
 
Ms. Hunter asked if the Legislature is considering a resolution in support of a living wage and 
Mr. Stein responded that he did not now.  Ms. Leary answered that one is going to be brought up 
for discussion at the next meeting. 
 
Mr. DePaolo asked if Mr. Stein was in support of rifle hunting in all areas or just some and Mr. 
Stein responded that if the county did pass a law it would certainly not apply to everywhere, but 
some portions of the county that meet the definition of open space; there must be a definition of 
that somewhere.  Mr. Stein noted that he is not an expert on the topic but that the DEC website 
has a lot of information available with maps and reports. 
 
Mr. Engman asked when the Legislature is planning on moving offices and Mr. Stein said he 
would let us know. 
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Persons to be Heard and Board comments  
Bernadette Bosco addressed the Board regarding 121 Snyder Hill Rd.  Ms. Bosco just moved to 
Ithaca and bought a house in the Eastern Heights neighborhood close to this one and there is lots 
of noise, constant traffic and she basically described a drug house to the Board.  She recently 
witnessed a fight between two people there and the police had to be called.  She said she has 
called the police many times and she is concerned about her children who catch the school bus 
right in front of the house.   
 
Mr. Engman asked who went to the house after her calls and she stated that no one ever came 
and talked to her personally, so she did not know if it was the City Police or the Sheriffs.  Mr. 
Engman explained that the Sheriff is responsible for noise complaints which are enforceable 
under out code and asked her to please let the Board know if they were unresponsive.   

 
Mr. DePaolo suggested she talk to the transportation garage to move the bus stop.   Ms. Bosco 
responded that there are other children that pick up the bus there also.  Ms. Hunter asked if it was 
an owner-occupied residence or a rental and Ms. Bosco responded that she did not know for sure, 
but thought it was a rental.  Mr. DePaolo added that there are some monitoring systems through 
Ithaca College which monitors problems like this and there are some serious consequences if the 
behavior is not changed.  Mr. Engman responded that the Town will look into her complaint and 
see what we could determine and anything we can do. 

 
 

5:45 p.m.  Public Hearing – Proposed Local Law Amending the Zoning Chapter of the 
Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Deposit and Removal of Fill  
The public hearing was opened at 5:58.  There was no one wishing to address the Board and the 
hearing was closed. 

   
TB Resolution No. 2012- 046: SEQR:  Proposed Adoption of a Local Law Amending the 
Zoning Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Deposit and Removal of Fill 
 
WHEREAS, this action is the adoption of a Local Law Amending the Zoning Chapter of the 
Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Deposit and Removal of Fill; and 
 
WHEREAS, this is a Type I action pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality 
Review Act (SEQR) 6 NYCRR Part 617 and Chapter 148 (Environmental Quality Review) of 
the Town of Ithaca Code, for which the Town of Ithaca Town Board is acting as Lead Agency 
and the only involved agency in conducting the environmental review with respect to the 
adoption of said Local Law; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board, at a public hearing held on March 12, 2012, has reviewed and 
accepted as adequate the Full Environmental Assessment Form (EAF), Parts I and II, for this 
action, prepared by the Town Planning staff;  
 
RESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca Town Board hereby makes a negative determination of 
environmental significance in accordance with Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law 
and the implementing regulations thereof and Chapter 148 of the Town of Ithaca Code, for the 
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above referenced action as proposed, based on the information in the EAF Part I and for the 
reasons set forth in the EAF II and, therefore, a Draft Environmental Impact Statement will not 
be required. 
 
Moved:  Bill Goodman   Seconded:  Nahmin Horwitz 
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012- 047: Resolution Adopting a Local Law Amending the Zoning 
Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Deposit and Removal of Fill 
 
WHEREAS, at its November 12, 2009 meeting, the Planning Committee of the Ithaca Town 
Board reviewed proposed amendments to the Town’s Conservation Zone zoning provisions 
regarding timber harvesting and the deposit and removal of fill and sent the proposed 
amendments to the Town’s Codes and Ordinances Committee for review and revision; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Codes and Ordinances Committee thereafter reviewed and revised the proposed 
amendments at a number of its meetings, and at its August 24, 2011 meeting, referred to the 
Town Board its proposed local law entitled “Amending the Zoning Chapter of the Town of 
Ithaca Code Regarding Deposit and Removal of Fill”; and  
 
WHEREAS, one of the purposes of the local law is to clarify and establish stricter requirements 
for the deposit and removal of fill in all zones of the Town, with particular emphasis on 
protecting Conservation Zones and wetlands from impacts associated with earth-moving 
activities; and 
 
WHEREAS, at its October 17, 2011 meeting, the Town Board referred the proposed local law to 
the Planning Board and Conservation Board for review and recommendation; and  
 
WHEREAS, at their respective November 1, 2011 and November 3, 2011 meetings, the Planning 
Board and Conservation Board recommended adoption of the proposed local law, with the 
Planning Board recommending certain revisions; and 
 
WHEREAS, at its January 18, 2012 meeting, the Codes and Ordinances Committee reviewed the 
suggested revisions from the Planning Board, revised the proposed local law, and referred the 
proposed local law back to the Town Board for consideration of approval; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board reviewed and discussed the proposed local law “Amending the 
Zoning Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Deposit and Removal of Fill” at its  
regular meeting on February 12, 2012; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board adopted a resolution for a public hearing to be held by said Town 
on March 12, 2012 at 5:45 p.m., to hear all interested parties on the proposed local law; and  
 
WHEREAS, notice of said public hearing was duly advertised in the Ithaca Journal; and 
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WHEREAS, said public hearing was duly held on said date and time at the Town Hall of the 
Town of Ithaca and all parties in attendance were permitted an opportunity to speak on behalf of 
or in opposition to said Local Law, or any part thereof; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law and its implementing 
regulations at 6 NYCRR Part 617 (SEQR), and Chapter 148 of the Town of Ithaca Code, 
adoption of said Local Law is a Type I action for which the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, 
acting as lead agency in an environmental review with respect to adoption of the Local Law, has 
on March 12, 2012 made a negative determination of environmental significance, after having 
reviewed and accepted as adequate a Full Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) Parts I and II 
prepared by the Town’s Planning staff, for the reasons set forth in the EAF Parts I and II 
referenced above;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, be it 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby adopts the Local Law 
Amending the Zoning Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Deposit and Removal of 
Fill. 
 
Moved:  Tee-Ann Hunter     Seconded:  Rich DePaolo 
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
5:50 p.m. Public Hearing – Proposed Local Law Amending the Zoning Chapter of the 
Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Timber  Harvesting and Other Requirements in 
Conservation Zones and Adding Related Definitions   
 
The public hearing was opened at 6:00p.m.  There was no one wishing to address the Board and 
the public hearing was closed. 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012- 048: SEQR:  Proposed Adoption of a Local Law Amending the 
Zoning Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Timber Harvesting and Other 
Requirements in Conservation Zones and Adding Related Definitions 
 
WHEREAS, this action is the adoption of a Local Law Amending the Zoning Chapter of the 
Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Timber Harvesting and Other Requirements in Conservation 
Zones and Adding Related Definitions; and 
 
WHEREAS, this is a Type I action pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality 
Review Act (SEQR) 6 NYCRR Part 617 and Chapter 148 (Environmental Quality Review) of 
the Town of Ithaca Code, for which the Town of Ithaca Town Board is acting as Lead Agency 
and the only involved agency in conducting the environmental review with respect to the 
adoption of said Local Law; and  
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WHEREAS, the Town Board, at a public hearing held on March 12, 2012, has reviewed and 
accepted as adequate the Full Environmental Assessment Form (EAF), Parts I and II, for this 
action, prepared by the Town Planning staff;  
 
RESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca Town Board hereby makes a negative determination of 
environmental significance in accordance with Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law 
and the implementing regulations thereof and Chapter 148 of the Town of Ithaca Code, for the 
above referenced action as proposed, based on the information in the EAF Part I and for the 
reasons set forth in the EAF II and, therefore, a Draft Environmental Impact Statement will not 
be required. 
 
Moved:  Bill Goodman   Seconded:  Tee-Ann Hunter 
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
Board Comments 
 
Mr. DePaolo thanked the committee for all their work on this law.  Mr. Goodman brought the 
Board’s attention to the recommendation from the County requesting that the Town us “Forest 
Management Plan” instead of “Sustainable Forest Management Plan” because it may cause 
confusion to those who know the difference between the two.  Mr. Marx from the County was in 
the audience and Mr. Engman asked him to explain.  Mr. Marx explained and basically, 
qualifying for a “Sustainable Forest Management Plan” is a lengthy, expensive process similar to   
LEED certification for buildings or NOFA certification for organics.  Discussion followed.  
Motion made by Mr. Goodman, seconded by Mr. Levine to remove the word “Sustainable” 
where it appears as part of “Sustainable Forest Management Plan”.   Ms. Leary wanted the 
minutes to reflect that we are encouraging sustainable management and we are removing the 
word only to avoid confusion.   
 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012- 049:  Resolution Adopting a Local Law Amending the Zoning 
Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Timber Harvesting and Other 
Requirements in Conservation Zones and Adding Related Definitions 
 
WHEREAS, at its November 12, 2009 meeting, the Planning Committee of the Ithaca Town 
Board reviewed proposed amendments to the Town’s Conservation Zone zoning provisions 
regarding timber harvesting and the deposit and removal of fill and sent the proposed 
amendments to the Town’s Codes and Ordinances Committee for review and revision; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Codes and Ordinances Committee thereafter reviewed and revised the proposed 
amendments at a number of its meetings, and at its August 24, 2011 meeting, referred to the 
Town Board its proposed local law entitled “Amending the Zoning Chapter of the Town of 
Ithaca Code Regarding Timber Harvesting and Other Requirements in Conservation Zones and 
Adding Related Definitions”; and  
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WHEREAS, the purpose of the local law is to clarify and expand the rules for timber harvesting 
in Conservation Zones to ensure that the intended purposes of Conservation Zones are met, 
including the preservation of outstanding natural features and the prevention of unnecessary 
destruction of woodland areas; and 
 
WHEREAS, at its October 17, 2011 meeting, the Town Board referred the proposed local law to 
the Planning Board and Conservation Board for review and recommendation; and  
 
WHEREAS, at their respective November 3, 2011 and November 15, 2011 meetings, the 
Conservation Board and Planning Board recommended adoption of the proposed local law with 
certain revisions; and 
 
WHEREAS, at its January 18, 2012 meeting, the Codes and Ordinances Committee reviewed the 
suggested revisions from the Planning Board and Conservation Board, revised the proposed local 
law, and referred the proposed local law back to the Town Board for consideration of approval; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board reviewed, discussed and revised the proposed local law 
“Amending the Zoning Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Timber Harvesting and 
Other Requirements in Conservation Zones and Adding Related Definitions” at its  regular 
meeting on February 12, 2012; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board adopted a resolution for a public hearing to be held by said Town 
on March 12, 2012 at 5:50 p.m., to hear all interested parties on the proposed local law; and  
 
WHEREAS, notice of said public hearing was duly advertised in the Ithaca Journal; and 
 
WHEREAS, said public hearing was duly held on said date and time at the Town Hall of the 
Town of Ithaca and all parties in attendance were permitted an opportunity to speak on behalf of 
or in opposition to said Local Law, or any part thereof; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law and its implementing 
regulations at 6 NYCRR Part 617 (SEQR), and Chapter 148 of the Town of Ithaca Code, 
adoption of said Local Law is a Type I action for which the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, 
acting as lead agency in an environmental review with respect to adoption of the Local Law, has 
on March 12, 2012 made a negative determination of environmental significance, after having 
reviewed and accepted as adequate a Full Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) Parts I and II 
prepared by the Town’s Planning staff, for the reasons set forth in the EAF Parts I and II 
referenced above;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, be it 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby adopts the Local Law 
Amending the Zoning Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code Regarding Timber Harvesting and 
Other Requirements in Conservation Zones and Adding Related Definitions. 
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Moved:  Nahmin Horwitz   Seconded:  Eric Levine 
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
Discuss Request for Speed Limit Reduction – Judd Falls Road 
Mr. DePaolo noted that he does not have a problem with this in general because many roads 
should be lower but wanted to make sure that the Board realizes that there are other areas of the 
Town that may request the same and this sets a precedent and others areas may request the same.   
 
TB Resolution No. 2012 - 050:  Petition to Lower Speed Limit on Judd Falls Rd 

 
WHEREAS the Town of Ithaca has received a petition from the residents in the area of Judd 
Falls Road to request a speed limit reduction from 30 mph to 25 mph and  
 
WHEREAS the Forest Home Traffic Calming Plan calls for the roads in the hamlet to have a 25 
mph speed limit 
 
Now therefore be it  
 
RESOLVED that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby request that Tompkins 
County forward to New York State Department of Transportation Traffic Safety Division the 
Town’s request to reduce the speed limit to 25mph on Judd Falls Road between the intersection 
with Plantations Road and the intersection with Forest Home Drive in the hamlet of Forest Home 
 
Moved:  Rich DePaolo   Seconded:  Eric Levine 
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
Consider Forwarding Comments to the County Regarding Development Plans for Biggs 
Property 
 
Ms. Leary began the discussion stating that the question put to the Board was “can we live with 
this” and she said she could but she would like to change the first bullet point because she 
doesn’t feel the board “strongly” supports the concept.  It goes a little too far and although the 
second bullet point gets to the concerns, she felt the first sentence was too strong.     
 
Ms. Hunter asked what was going to happen with our comments and what are we expecting to 
happen.  Mr. Engman said his assumption is that the County would take them into consideration 
and if and when they have proposals come in from the RFP, they would go through the Town’s 
normal permitting process.  He felt that this did not change the process of the Town regarding 
whether it fits the zoning and that sort of thing.  Ms. Hunter noted that as it is currently 
configured it does not fit the current zoning and it would require a Planned Development Zone 
(PDZ) and she asked if we were indicating that these were our only potential concerns with the 
project as proposed and that if these listed concerns were addressed we would be drafting a PDZ.  
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Mr. Engman responded that it was his understanding that this was a response to the proposed 
issuance of an RFP and that is it.   
 
Ms. Hunter went on to say that she agrees with all of the comments but the first point is a big 
one.  The location of the project is the biggest concern and the other comments pale in 
comparison to the fact that it is proposed in a place that the Town is not envisioning for this type 
of use in our Comprehensive Plan process.  Although she understands that we have been offered 
the opportunity to comment on the draft, there is a big problem with the first point in terms of the 
location.  She asked if there have been further steps taken to address that concern.  Mr. Engman 
commented that the Town has investigated other potential sites because we did say early on that 
this was not our preferred site and we have talked with a number of other landowners and there 
don’t seem to be any other viable options in the immediate area.  We have tried and failed. 
 
Mr. Engman added his own comment regarding the first bullet paragraph, in particular the last 
sentence that reads “as described in the RFP, the viability of the County’s proposed housing 
project seems to be predicated on the success of the County’s vision for the hospital node on 
West Hill which is not currently in accordance with the Town’s vision.”  That seems to be a bit 
of an over statement in that he felt that we could not know what the County’s vision is in terms 
of this particular project.  He thought that it was driven more by the fact that the County happens 
to own the land and not that it is based on a hospital node.  In effect, the Town has been talking 
about growth areas or nodes, and we have said the one on West Hill should be across the road 
and in a slightly different site.  So he felt that sentence was objectionable because it injects 
something into our position that is not visible to him.  Mr. Engman moved that the last sentence 
be struck, seconded by Ms. Leary.   
 
Mr. DePaolo felt that it was a fair and accurate description of the what the County’s draft RFP 
indicated and he recalled that there are certain assumptions in the RFP, certainly with respect to 
pedestrian connections, which rely heavily on the development of this medical center node and 
he felt that is why the word “predicated” was in there because there is a synergy in what the 
County is hoping to achieve there and if that statement is true, then it is also true that we don’t 
feel as a Town that the medical center is not the best place for a development focus area and 
those two things are pointed out in that bullet.   
 
The Board asked Mr. Marx to speak to the issue.  Mr. Marx said he agreed with both speakers in 
that the RFP does refer to the idea of a larger development in the hospital area and there are other 
commercial and residential development coming in the area.  It is correct that we do refer to a 
development focus area in our terms but that focus area is evolving and he agrees with Mr. 
Engman’s suggestion in that the viability of the proposal is not predicated on a the success of the 
hospital node.  Mr. DePaolo countered that another sentence says that there will be integration 
into a large develop focus area which must provide for future pedestrian connections to fully 
integrate this community and that presupposes that there is a community to connect to.  So the 
viability is somehow tied in with there being a community within walking distance of the 
development because words like “must” are used in the RFP.  Mr. Marx responded that the 
Cayuga Medical Center, the Cornell property across the road, the Museum of the Earth etc would 
be part of the community and the hope would be that this area would be developed in such a way 
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as to provide for pedestrian access.  What it will all be is still up in the air, but the whole idea is 
for the community to be walkable. 
 
Ms. Leary commented that if anyone is fit enough to walk from their houses to their cars then 
they will be able to walk to the other places mentioned 
 
Mr. Goodman commented that these are fairly initial comments from us; comments on a draft, 
preliminary concept.  He didn’t know if he felt the need to wordsmith this document.  These are 
ideas that have discussed at the Town Committee and Board levels and if this is just going to be 
used to put out a preliminary RFP going out to a select few developers for comment, we will 
have additional time to refine our ideas and until there is a detailed proposal, he has no idea what 
his feelings or comments would be regarding its appropriateness.  Nobody should presuppose 
that these comments are in anyway saying we will accept anything that are a result of the RFP.  
There will be a lot of factors that will come into play when a specific proposal comes in. 
 
Mr. Engman called for a vote on the amendment to strike the last sentence.  Nays – Mr. Levine, 
Mr. DePaolo and Ms. Hunter; Ayes – Mr. Engman, Mr. Goodman, Ms. Leary and Mr. Horwitz.  
Motion carried.   
 
There was no further discussion on the resolution as amended. 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012-051:  Comments on the Tompkins County Housing Development 
Proposal for the Biggs Property on Harris B. Dates Drive   
 
WHEREAS, the Town has received the draft Preliminary Concept for Biggs Property 
Development RFP (Request for Proposal) which seeks to develop a mixed use +/- 70-unit 
residential community on 29 acres of County-owned land in the Town of Ithaca as part of a 
United States Environmental Protection Agency Climate Showcase Communities Grant(CSC); 
and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town has also received the Draft Pedestrian Neighborhood Regulations (2/8/12) 
developed as part of the CSC project; its language intended to be incorporated into a new 
proposed Planned Development Zone for the County-owned land and facilitate the creation of a 
neighborhood whose form and layout are designed to enhance a sense of community including 
an emphasis on the pedestrian rather than the automobile; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town has been asked to comment on the proposed CSC housing development 
proposal on the County-owned land which is anticipated to require a rezoning by the Ithaca 
Town Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town has carefully considered the County proposal as described in the draft 
RFP and in the draft Pedestrian Neighborhood Regulations and discussed the proposal and 
associated documents at a Planning Committee meeting held on February 16, 2012, and at Town 
Board meetings held on February 27, 2012 and March 12, 2012;   
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NOW, THEREFORE, be it RESOLVED that the Town of Ithaca Town Board submits the 
following comments on the draft Preliminary Concept for Biggs Property Development RFP 
(Request for Proposal) and the Draft Pedestrian Neighborhood Regulations: 
 
 While the Town Board strongly supports the concept of an energy efficient, compact, 

pedestrian-oriented housing development, the proposed location on Harris B. Dates Drive for 
this 70-unit housing development is believed to be less than ideal. This location near the 
hospital is currently contemplated (through the Town’s Comprehensive Plan process) as 
being most suitable for other institutional type uses, such as an assisted living facility or 
nursing home, while development of mixed use, dense, walkable and inter-connected 
neighborhoods are envisioned as being more appropriately located to the south and on the 
west-side of State Route 96/Trumansburg Road.  

   
 The proposal to exclude cars from the interior of the neighborhood community and restrict 

them to parking area(s) along the perimeter, as described in the draft Pedestrian 
Neighborhood Zoning (PNZ) Regulations, is laudable in its intent to enhance the sense of 
community and create a pedestrian-friendly environment. The RFP would suggest that the 
restrictions on cars are based on the lessons learned from the 20 years of developing 
EcoVillage, however, the maximum parking distance stated in the PNZ of “not more than 
1250 feet from the main entry of any building” is at least twice the distance of the furthest 
residence from the parking areas at EcoVillage and significantly further than the average 
EcoVillage residence.  It is recommended that the PNZ language provide a more realistic 
expectation for the location of parking relative to the residential units and insure that 
flexibility is provided so that motor vehicle accessibility can be accommodated as residents’ 
mobility needs change (through aging, accidents, etc).  Because the proposed development 
seeks to attract a broad spectrum of residents and be replicable in other locations, the 
likelihood of attracting a wide variety of individuals will be enhanced if the accessibility to 
motor vehicles is made reasonably convenient (i.e. shorter distances).    

     
 The features of this car-restricted development, as described in the RFP and PNZ documents, 

would likely appeal to those individuals who for reasons of choice or necessity do not own a 
car.  However, the sparsely populated West Hill area is a largely a car-dependent area with 
no services outside of the Cayuga Medical Center and some specialized medical offices in 
the Professional Building complex.  The type of development envisioned by the PNZ would 
be most conducive in the Town’s more urbanized or mixed use suburban areas such as the 
East Hill area.    

     
 In the RFP point scoring system, a developer can achieve points by establishing passive 

recreation trails for the new community’s use within the undeveloped wooded portion of the 
County property.  The RFP should also consider including points for creating or contributing 
to a connection to the Black Diamond Trail.   

 
 Pedestrian access for transit service will be an important component of this proposal and the 

RFP should acknowledge this and include a requirement for the siting of a bus shelter at the 
nearest possible bus access point  (i.e. at the professional building driveway and Harris B. 
Dates Drive).  
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 The proposed development would potentially be an ideal carshare location and exploring the 

possibility of having a dedicated spot built into the community should be included in the 
RFP. 

   
 The RFP does not address how the provision of 20% affordability would be enforced and 

administered, nor does it indicate intent to ensure affordability over the long-term for 
subsequent buyers.   This will need to be clarified and detailed in any future Planned 
Development Zone. 

    
 The property seems to have a potentially inflated assessed value which could impact 

development interest in the project and the County’s expectations for selling the land.  
According to Tompkins County Assessment, the Harris B. Dates Drive property is listed as 
having an appraised value of $500,000 for the 25.5 acres of undeveloped land.  The appraisal 
currently classifies the property use as vacant commercial.      

   
The term “non-affordable” is used on page 2 (5th bulleted item) which states “Develop at least 
half of the “non-affordable” units so they would be affordable to middle income households...”  
This should be replaced with the term “remaining” rather than “non-affordable.” 
 
Moved:  Rich DePaolo   Seconded:  Bill Goodman 
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
Consider Setting Public Hearings Regarding Draft Local Laws Amending Chapter 270 of 
the Town of Ithaca Code Entitled “Zoning” to Add Stream Setback Provisions and Adding 
Related Definitions 
 
Mr. DePaolo had a number of comments and questions.   
 
Section D – Add a reference to the Town website 
 
Page 9, Section e3    Interrelationship between e1 and e3 and the difference between 
“maintenance” and “repair”.  Mr. Goodman reviewed what the committee talked about and that it 
comes down to a judgment call that is appealable to the Board.  There is no clear way to 
delineate the two it is a case-by-case judgment. The inference is that no maintenance or repair 
can change the footprint of structure, at that point it becomes a renovation.  Mr. Goodman 
thought the paragraphs above gave additional details that helps make it clear that maintenance 
and repairs are allowed. 
 
Page 11, 9 – Reference to tree cutting and Mr. DePaolo asked if we should reference our Timber 
Harvesting Law.  Mr. Goodman thought the Stream Setback Law is even stricter than the Timber 
Harvesting so this would supersede in cases where they conflict. 
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Pg 13 – The verbiage “sealed container” was discussed.  What exactly is a “sealed container” 
and why can’t you have a compost pile such as the common 3-sided enclosures.   Discussion 
followed.  Motion made by Ms. Leary, seconded by Ms. Hunter to change the end of the 
sentence to read “ unless they are contained in a manner that does not allow leaching.”  Motion 
passed unanimously.   
 
Pg 14 10a   Mr. DePaolo was not clear on who would make the determinations and using what 
criteria will be used to determine what design would not lead to downstream siltation.  
Discussion followed.  Mr. Weber was concerned that there are different reviews by different 
professions.  Ms. Brock noted that Mr. Hebdon, Town Engineer did review the draft law and did 
not have an issue with this particular but Mr. Weber thought he may have been looking at it from 
a different perspective than what the Board was discussing now.  Mr. Engman noted that both 
Planning and Codes would be looking at any plans and any determination made by either of them 
is appealable to the Town Board.   
 
Mr. Engman asked if there were any additional changes or discussion regarding the substance of 
the law because the motion on the floor is to set a public hearing.  There were none. 
 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012 - 052:  Setting a Public Hearing Regarding a Local Law Amending 
Chapter 270 of the Town of Ithaca Code, Titled “Zoning” to Add Stream Setback 
Provisions and Related Definitions 
 
BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca will hold a public hearing at the 
Town Hall, 215 North Tioga Street, Ithaca, New York on the 9th day of April 2012 at  5:45 p.m 
for the purpose of providing full opportunity for citizen participation and input in the preparation 
of a proposed local law amending Chapter 270 of the Town of Ithaca Code, titled “Zoning” to 
add Stream Setback Provisions and Related Definitions and it is further  
 
RESOLVED, that at such time and place all persons interested in the proposed local law may be 
heard concerning the same; and it is further 
 

RESOLVED, that the Town Clerk of the Town of Ithaca is hereby authorized and directed to 
publish a notice of such public hearing in the Ithaca Journal and to post a copy of same on the 
signboard of the Town of Ithaca.   

 
Moved:  Bill Goodman  Seconded:  Pat Leary 
Vote:  Ayes – Goodman, Leary, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, , Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
The Board discussed having large and/or complex draft laws as discussion items at Study 
Sessions. 
 
Consider Approval of UAW Collective Bargaining Agreement  
Mr. Horwitz had a question about job rate and Ms. Drake explained. 
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TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012 - 053:  Approval of Contract with the United Auto Workers 
(UAW) Local 2300 for the Non-Management Technical, Office and Clerical Staff of the 
Southern Cayuga Lake Intermunicipal Water Commission 
 

WHEREAS, August 1, 2011 the Southern Cayuga Lake Intermunicipal Water Commission’s 
(Commission) received a letter requesting recognition of the non-managerial technical, office 
and clerical employees to be represented by the United Auto Workers (UAW) Local 2300 for the 
purposes of collective bargaining; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Commission, in good faith, on August 4, 2011 recognized UAW Local 2300 as 
the exclusive representative for collective bargaining purposes of all Account Clerk Typist(s) and 
Technical Services Coordinator, excluding all seasonal or temporary employees; and 
 
WHEREAS, on February 27, 2012, the Commission’s negotiating team reached tentative 
agreement on a contract with the UAW’s negotiating team; and 
 
WHEREAS, the employees in the bargaining unit ratified the tentative contract on March 5, 
2012; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Commission reviewed and approved the tentative contract at the March 8, 2012 
meeting of the Commission; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca Town Board has reviewed the tentative contract and determined 
it to be acceptable;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

 
RESOLVED, the Town of Ithaca Town Board does hereby approve the tentative contract 
between the UAW Local 2300 and the Commission; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, the Town of Ithaca Town Board authorizes the Commission’s negotiating team to 
sign the contract as presented. 
 
Moved:  Tee-Ann Hunter  Seconded:  Herb Engman 
Vote:  Ayes – Hunter, Engman, DePaolo, Levine, Goodman, Leary, and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
Consider Approval of a Resolution in Support of a Grant Application by the County  
for Evaluation of Shared Highway Services    
 
Mr. Engman noted that this is the item Mr. Stein referred to and TCCOG has initiated a proposal 
for a review of existing and possible shared services.  It was stressed that this is a study and does 
not lock or in any way imply the Town’s commitment to doing anything.  This would look at 
what we are doing now, document it, and see if there is anything we are missing.  We have 
numerous shared services and this would be an overall review.   
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Mr. Engman moved and Mr. DePaolo seconded adding a WHEREAS to reference Tompkins 
County Council of Governments to make it clear.  Unanimous.  Motion made by Mr. Engman, 
seconded by Ms. Leary to add another WHEREAS stating that Tompkins County would agree to 
administer the grant.  Unanimous.    Mr. Engman noted that the County has no authority to make 
a municipality do any recommendation that may come out of this study. 
 
TB Resolution No.  2012- 054:  Supporting a NYS DOS Local Government Efficiency 
Grant Application to Study the Feasibility of Shared Services for Tompkins County and 
Local Roads for Cost Savings and Efficiency Measures 
 
WHEREAS, the Tompkins County Council of Governments has considered highway 
efficiencies in recent years, and   
 
WHEREAS, the New York State Department of State has available funds for the 2011-2012 
Local Government Efficiency Grant Program, and 
 
WHEREAS, this grant program can assist the Town of Ithaca in identifying opportunities to 
cooperate with other local governments in the area to reduce the cost of providing services, and 
 
WHEREAS, the cost to maintain local roadways and bridges represents a large share of all 
municipal and county budgets and property tax levies, and 
 
WHEREAS, at a time when the cost to maintain highway infrastructure is growing rapidly and 
local budgets are tightly constrained, it is increasingly difficult to maintain basic highway 
infrastructure at a cost that can be supported by local budgets, and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca and its Highway Department would benefit from reducing the 
cost of adequately repairing and maintaining these roadways, and 
 
WHEREAS, a study to evaluate the county and local roads system and identify areas where 
inter-municipal cooperation, shared services, or redistributions of responsibilities could result in 
a more efficient system of providing quality highway services and lower costs for the repair and 
maintenance of existing roads, and 
 
WHEREAS, Tompkins County has agreed to administer the grant if awarded, and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca, on behalf of its citizens, supports this effort and grant 
application for approximately $100,000, with a required local cash match of 10% that shall be 
allocated among the participating municipalities.   
 
RESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca supports the County and Local Road Local Government 
Efficiency Grant Program application, and 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca agrees, if awarded, to participate and assist in 
all phases of the County and Local Road Shared Service Local Government Efficiency Grant 
Study. 
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Moved: Bill Goodman   Seconded:  Rich DePaolo 
Vote:  Ayes – Goodman, DePaolo, Engman, Leary, Horwitz, Levine and Hunter 
Motion passed unanimously  
 
Consider Approval of Changes to Fees for Code Enforcement/Building Department  
Ms. Hunter thanked Mr. Bates for reviewing and updating his fee schedule. 
 
TB Resolution  No. 2012- 055: Amend the Town of Ithaca Fee Schedule 
 
WHEREAS, TB Resolution No. 2009-227 adopted the establishment and setting of fees by town 
board resolution; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Director of Code Enforcement has reviewed the fees established for the Code 
Enforcement Department and made recommended changes to the Operations and Personnel 
Committee; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Operations and Personnel Committee, at its March 6, 2012, reviewed the 
recommendations of the Director of Code Enforcement and recommends modifying the Code 
Enforcement fees of the Town of Ithaca fee schedule to the Town Board;  
 
Now, therefore be it 

 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby approve the attached Code 
Enforcement Fee Schedule, and directs the Director of Code Enforcement to amend the Town of 
Ithaca Fee Schedule to show these changes effective March 12, 2012. 

 
Moved:  Tee-Ann Hunter   Seconded:  Tee-Ann Hunter 
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
Consider Authorizing Human Resources Manager to Act as Appointing Authority 
 
Mr. Engman explained the background of the resolution; essentially authorizing Human 
Resources to approves hires for filing with Civil Service.  The Town has always done this, but 
did not have the resolution on file with the County/Civil Service. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-056:  Authorize Human Resources Manager to act as 
Appointing Authority 
 

WHEREAS, the Town Supervisor, as the official appointing authority is responsible for and 
authorized to hire and pay employees,  file discipline and termination charges, file payroll 
certifications,  and all other required filings by civil service; and  
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WHEREAS, in the Town of Ithaca the Town Board takes formal action on all permanent and 
provisional appointments of all regular staff for the Town and Bolton Point Water System, 
including any action that changes a rate of pay, hours or level benefit, unless the action was part 
of a disciplinary action; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Human Resources Manager has been responsible for the signing and filing of 
civil service forms and actions as required follow up to all Town and Bolton Point actions for 
many years; and  
 
WHEREAS, Tompkins County Civil Service has developed an on-line application and 
administration system, which requires forms to be completed using an electronic authorization 
by the “Appointing Authority” which is the Town Supervisor; and  
 
WHEREAS, the County is requesting board action by municipalities if they wish to authorize a 
Level 1 user that is not the official appointing authority (Town Supervisor);  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, the Town of Ithaca Town Board does hereby authorize the Human Resources 
Manager to act as a Level 1 Appointing Authority for internet filing of actions for Civil Service; 
and be it further  
 
RESOLVED, this action does not diminish the authority of the Town Supervisor as the official 
Appointing Authority for the Town of Ithaca.  

 
Moved:  Tee-Ann Hunter   Seconded: Nahmin Horwitz  
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
Discuss and Consider Resolution Opposing a County Request to Permit Rifle Hunting for 
Big Came in Tompkins County 
 
Mr. Engman gave the background and noted that the Tompkins County Legislature will be 
considering a request to allowing rifle hunting at their next meeting.   
 
TB Resolution No.  2012 - 057:  Opposing a County Request to Permit Rifle Hunting for 
Big Game in Tompkins County 
 
WHEREAS the Tompkins County Legislature has been asked to request from the State 
permission for hunters to use rifles to hunt big game within the County and 
 
WHEREAS rifles have the capability to shoot bullets that can travel miles in distance compared 
to the shorter distance of the currently allowed shotguns and 
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WHEREAS shotguns have the advantage of requiring closer contact with the intended target, 
thus improving better identification of the target and what is behind it and 
 
WHEREAS for decades hunters have successfully used shotguns for killing big game and 
 
WHEREAS there is no compelling need to introduce longer-shooting rifles for big game and 
 
WHEREAS the Town of Ithaca, and major portions of the rest of the County, are relatively 
highly populated and thus present more people and property that might be affected by stray 
bullets and 
 
WHEREAS the use of rifles may prompt some property owners to deny access to their land for 
hunting 
 
Now therefore be it 
 
RESOLVED that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca expresses its opposition to permitting 
big game hunting with rifles in Tompkins County and 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED that the Town Board recommends to the County Legislature that it not 
request permission from the State to allow big game hunting with rifles and 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution be immediately conveyed by the Town Clerk to the 
Tompkins County Legislature. 
 
Moved: Herb Engman   Seconded:  Rich DePaolo 
Vote:  Ayes – Goodman, DePaolo, Engman, Leary, Horwitz, Levine and Hunter 
Motion passed unanimously  
 
 
Discuss Living Wage  
 
Mr. Engman noted that at the rally this afternoon, there was some discussion about whether there 
should be an emphasis on a living wage in NYS rather than just a minimum wage.  Mr. Engman 
thought the Board should discuss and consider the difference and support for it.  He went on to 
explain that the basic argument of the Worker Center is that the minimum wage is not a wage 
that anyone can really live on; a person can’t buy food and gasoline and still buy health 
insurance.   
 
That being said, a living wage is designed specifically so you can do that.  The difference in 
dollars is close to $5.00.  The minimum wage right now is $7.25 and a living wage in Tompkins 
County is $12.78; quite a difference.  At the State level, Mr. Silver has proposed an increase in 
the minimum wage to $8.50; however Mr. Engman noted that that would not even cover 
inflation over the past years when there was no increase.  At a national level, the President is 
proposing a $9.50 an hour minimum wage.  New York can act independently to set a minimum 
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wage and nearby states are considering forming a consortium to consider the same level of 
increase at the same time to eliminate the argument that one state competes against another.   
 
Mr. Engman concluded by noting that there is a lot of activity on this topic right now and at the 
last meeting the board passed a resolution in support of raising the minimum wage.  The question 
now is do we want to discuss the possibility of supporting a living wage in place of a minimum 
wage.  Discussion: 
 
Ms. Leary added that she spoke to Pete Myers about this and they chose the $12.78 figure 
because they calculated the cost of the State sponsored health plan along with food and gasoline.  
She reminded the board that when they passed the resolution last month, they talked about how 
the minimum wage would have increased to over $10 if it had kept up with inflation from 40 
years ago.  Ms. Leary noted that she asked Mr. Myers at the rally if the Living Wage Coalition 
literally wants to raise the minimum wage to the living wage rate and he responded that they 
have not taken it that far, but that they want support of the principle of a living wage.   
 
Mr. Horwitz asked how this minimum would apply to high school students and Ms. Leary said 
there is no difference right now and one doesn’t know how important that high schooler’s 
income is to the family he lives with.  Ms. Leary talked about child labor laws and the different 
schools of thought on whether and how much children should work. 
 
Mr. DePaolo wondered if the living wage amount is based on a single-person household and Ms. 
Leary thought it was.  Mr. DePaolo went on say that he would feel more comfortable with this as 
an agenda item that has been posted in advance and also by receiving some research materials 
supporting what is being said.  He felt the Board would benefit from time to consider and giving 
people the opportunity to see it on the agenda and speak if they would like.  Mr. DePaolo stated 
that this is not as simple an issue as it seems and those members who are actively involved in the 
issue understand it better and are more passionate about it.   
 
Mr. Engman asked Ms. Leary if Mr. Myers had any kind of a timeline to determine if the board 
had additional time to think about this and Ms. Leary responded that she did not ask him that 
particularly, but felt that the movement around the minimum wage legislation is in the 
Legislature right now.  She stated that she has volumes of material on the topic and she did 
forward a lot of that in preparation for the resolution in support of an increased minimum wage 
last month.   
 
Mr. DePaolo asked what action the board was talking about taking here and Mr. Engman 
responded that there is no draft resolution prepared and the discussion is whether there is any 
interest in trying to do something tonight or not.   
 
Ms. Hunter agreed with Mr. DePaolo’s thoughts, saying that she would like to see it on an 
agenda and have additional information.  She stated she has a deep concern about the ability of 
young people to get a job and also on small businesses’ ability to hire young people.  There is no 
apprenticeship program or affordable higher education here in the US as there are in other 
countries and young people need to work.  Ms. Hunter stated that she would like information on 
the ability and willingness of employers to pay $12 or more to a minor with no training or 
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experience to perform a menial job.  She asked Ms. Leary if there was a youth component to this 
initiative that would address those kinds of concerns and Ms. Leary did not think there was.   
 
Ms. Hunter went on to say that she would certainly be willing to consider it, but not in a light or 
uninformed way and she would also like to know how we feel we are going to have an impact on 
this issue and is it worth our time and energy on this or is it like throwing something in the wind.   
 
Mr. Goodman stated that he agrees with the principle of a living wage but thought maybe the 
board could invite Mr. Myers to a meeting.  Ms. Hunter thought an opposing opinion would be 
good to have also so both sides of the issue could be heard.  
 
Mr. Engman stated that he has been immersed in this for many years and the argument has 
always been that you are going to destroy young people’s ability to get a job but it has never 
happened.  He added that given today’s economy, there is no reason a young persons’ ability to 
get a job should in some way trump an older person’s effort to get a job who is more likely to be 
supporting a family.   
 
Ms. Hunter thought that ideologically it is a great idea, but she is not sure we have the support 
structure in place for children and young adults that may really be affected by this.   
 
Mr. Levine spoke about one point that is often overlooked in that in that businesses who do not 
pay a good wage or a living wage are actually transferring the costs to the whole because many 
people who do not earn a living wage are on public assistance which we all pay for.  
 
Mr. DePaolo asked what the Board was being asked to support; the idea of a living wage or an 
actual number.  He went on to talk about the ripple effect and the increased cost of wages being 
passed on to all consumers.   
 
Mr. Engman suggested that unless someone would like to put a resolution on the table, it should 
be put on the study session agenda so someone could construct a resolution with supporting 
evidence for the board’s consideration.   
 
Discussion followed with Ms. Hunter asking if there were any studies on the issue of youth 
employment and extending a living wage to 14 and 15 year olds and other minors where a living 
wage, higher than a minimum wage, was instituted with no differences for minors and what 
happened.  Ms. Hunter felt that the issue is a national one and out of the Board’s purview putting 
those members who feel uninformed or not as educated on the subject in the position of voting 
for something they truly do not understand or voting against it and seeming to oppose something 
that on the surface sounds very good.       
 
Consider Consent Agenda Items 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012-058:  Consent Agenda  
 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby approves and/or 
adopts the following Consent Agenda items: 
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a. Approval of Town Board Minutes of February 27, 2012 
b. Approval of Town of Ithaca Abstract 
c. Approval of Bolton Point Abstract 
d. Approval of Surplus Equipment – Trailer at Public Works 
e. Approval of Permanent Appointment of Civil Engineer – Dan Thaete  
f. Approval of Regular Appointment of Finance Officer – Mike Solvig 
g. Ratify Provisional Appointment of Distribution Operator Trainee – Weatherby  
 

Moved:  Bill Goodman  Seconded:  Rich DePaolo  
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter and Horwitz 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
TB Resolution No.  2012-  058a: Approval of Minutes of February 27, 2012 
 
WHEREAS, the draft minutes of the February 27, 2012 of the Town Board have been submitted 
for review and approval;  
THEREFORE BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, that the governing Town Board hereby approves the submitted minutes as the final 
minutes of the February 27, 2012 of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca. 
 
 
TB Resolution No.  2012 - 058b: Town of Ithaca Abstract 
 
WHEREAS, the following numbered vouchers have been presented to the Ithaca Town Board 
for approval of payment; and 
 
WHEREAS, the said vouchers have been audited for payment by the said Town Board; now 
therefore be it  
 
RESOLVED, that the governing Town Board hereby authorizes the payment of the said 
vouchers in total for the amounts indicated. 
 
VOUCHER NOS. 1815 - 1853 
 
General Fund Town wide   98,356.98
General Fund Part Town     4,736.25
Highway Fund Part Town  9,717.52
Water Fund  1,459.99
Sewer Fund  985.22
Town Hall Roof Replacement   8,502.00
Fire Protection Fund 253.910.00
TOTAL 377,667.96
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TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-058c: Bolton Point Abstract 
 
WHEREAS, the following numbered vouchers for the Southern Cayuga Lake Intermunicipal 
Water Commission have been presented to the governing Town Board for approval of payment; 
and 
WHEREAS, the said vouchers have been audited for payment by the said Town Board; now, 
therefore, be it 
RESOLVED, that the governing Town Board hereby authorizes the payment of the said 
vouchers. 
 
Voucher Numbers:  788-848   
Check Numbers: 13663-13723 

 
Burdick Hill Tanks Project   $       200.00     
Operating Fund     $  78,167.24 
 
 TOTAL    $  78,367.24 
 
Less Prepaid     $    5,514.19 
 TOTAL    $  72,853.05 
    
TB Resolution No.  2012- 058d: Scrap of Unuseable Item-Public Works Department—
Owens Trailer 
 
WHEREAS:  the Town of Ithaca has a 1990 Owens Trailer that is not road worthy and is in 
disrepair; and 
 
WHEREAS:  the Town of Ithaca Public Works Department currently has several useable trailers; 
and now therefore be it, 
 
RESOLVED: the governing Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby declare the above-
described equipment to be in permanent disrepair and no longer useable by the Town; and 
 
FURTHER RESOVED: that the above described equipment be scrapped with the money from 
the sale going into the Cash Reserve—Highway Equipment account. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012–058e:  Permanent Appointment of Civil Engineer. 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board on August 8, 2011  provisionally appointed Daniel Thaete, PE,  to 
the position of Civil Engineer, pending results from the next civil service exam; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Tompkins County Personnel has provided the certificate of eligible listing for 
the title of Civil Engineer, and Daniel Thaete was one of the top three candidates;  
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE ITRESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca does hereby appoint Daniel 
Thaete, retroactive to February 27, 2012,  to the position of Civil Engineer in the permanent 
status with no current change in compensation or benefits; and, be it further 
 
RESOLVED, a twenty six (26) week probationary period applies, with no further action by the 
Town if there is successful completion of the probationary period as determined by the Highway 
Superintendent. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012–058f:  Permanent Appointment of Finance Officer. 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board provisionally appointed Michael Solvig to the position of Finance 
Officer effective  December 28, 2010, pending results from the next civil service exam; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Tompkins County Personnel has provided the certificate of eligible listing for 
the title of Finance Officer, and Michael Solvig was one of the top three candidates;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca does hereby appoint Michael Solvig, retroactive to March 
5, 2012,  to the position of Finance Officer in the permanent status with no current change in 
compensation or benefits; and, be it further 
 
RESOLVED, a twenty six (26) week probationary period applies, with no further action by the 
Town if there is successful completion of the probationary period as determined by the Town 
Supervisor. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012–058g:  Provisional  Appointment of Distribution Operator 
Trainee- SCLIWC. 
 
WHEREAS, the Southern Cayuga Lake Intermunicipal Water Commission has a vacancy in the 
Distribution Operator Trainee position in the Distribution Department; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Commission on March 8, 2012, appointed Gregg Weatherby to the provisional 
position, effective March 19, 2012 from an open recruitment process;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca does hereby ratify the Commission’s appointment of 
Gregg Weatherby to the position of Distribution Operator Trainee in the provisional status, 
effective March 19, 2012 at $16.04 per hour with full time benefits; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, the candidate must take and be a reachable candidate from the next civil service 
exam for the position. 
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Report of Town Officials 
 
Consider Establishing Interview Committees for Planning Board and Zoning Board of 
Appeals Positions   
 
Mr. Engman noted that we now have a pool of 3 or 4 people interested in the open positions and 
an interview committee needs to be established.  Mr. DePaolo, Mr. Goodman, Mr. Engman and 
Ms. Drake along with Ms. Ritter and Mr. Bates and the chair of the board.   
 
Consider Appointing Members for the Board of Assessment Review    
Mr. Levine and Mr. DePaolo agreed to serve again and Mr. Horwitz agreed to be the alternate.   
 
Report of Town Committees – None  
Intermunicipal Organizations – None  
Review of Correspondence – None  
 
Consider Executive Session to discuss the employment history of a particular person and 
an update on collective bargaining  
 
Motion made by Mr. DePaolo, seconded by Mr. Goodman (7:58p.m.)  unanimous 
Motion made to re-enter open session made by Ms. Hunter, seconded by Mr. DePaolo (8:09p.m.) 
unanimous. 
Motion made to adjourn by Ms. Hunter, seconded by Mr. Goodman (8:10p.m.) unanimous 
 
 
Submitted by  
 
 
________________________________ 
Paulette Terwilliger, Town Clerk 
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