
Meeting of the Ithaca Town Board 
Monday, March 25, 2013 at 4:30 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 Rod Howe 
 
Staff Present:  Susan Ritter, Director of Planning, Bruce Bates, Director of Code Enforcement; 
Mike Solvig, Director of Finance; Jim Weber, Superintendent of Highways; Paulette Terwilliger, 
Town Clerk and Dan Tasman, Senior Planner 
  
Meeting was called to order at 4:30 p.m. 
 
Agenda Item #2 
Review Draft Agenda for Regular Meeting 

 
Agenda Item #4 (moved up) 
Report of Town Officials 
 
Mr. Solvig handed out financial reports and reported that so far so good.  It is only March, but 
we are on track so far. 
 
Mr. Weber handed out a memo on the equipment purchases that had been identified in the 
budget and the status.  He stated that we have been able to get some good prices by piggybacking 
with the County, State Bids, and our own bidding process.  
 
Ms. Ritter reported that Kirk Sigel, our long-time Chair of the Zoning Board of Appeals is 
winning the David Allee Award for Outstanding Zoning Board Chair which will be presented at 
the Planning Federation’s meeting in April.  Mr. Engman noted that he and Fred Wilcox will be 
there and this award was named after a Cornelian so it is a nice circle.  
 
Ms. Terwilliger reported that the newsletter will be mailed on April first so the Board is aware if 
residents call with questions or comments.  The next newsletter will be the last hardcopy sent to 
every residence.  The Clerk’s office will be working on details of the electronic version soon. 
 
Agenda Item #3  
Update and Discussion on Tompkins County Biggs Property – Ed Marx from the County 
and Rick Cowan from Neighborhood Housing Development (Attachment 1)  
 
Mr. Marx recapped the project stating that an Request for Proposals (RFP) was sent out last 
summer and they only received one response and that was from Better Housing of Tompkins 
County and NFP, an affordable housing developer and they proposed a 70-unit townhome 
project.  Mr. Marx explained that the RFP had a number of criteria that were assigned points and 
you had to meet a certain threshold of points and this proposal did meet the threshold even 



though we wanted a mix.  Mr. Cowan handed out a development description and a resident 
acquisition plan which highlight the features of the proposal.  Mr. Marx went on to say that the 
focus would still be energy efficiency, common areas, community garden, limited parking areas, 
pedestrian orientation, solar orientation etc.  Designed to be mixed income from 30%- 90% 
median income and a mix of age groups; not targeted toward a particular group.    
 
Board comments 
Ms. Leary asked how you could call it appropriate for aging in place if parking is not allowed 
near the units and Mr. Marx stated that there would be some units that did.  Ms. Leary also stated 
that the up to 90% of median income is not close enough because the target we need, the missing 
portion of housing is those that are median and somewhat above.  Mr. Marx responded that that 
is due to financing and that is where the State’s requirements are to get the funding and they have 
gone as high as they can to try and get a mixed community.  One of the alternatives they have 
proposed is to have some home-ownership options which would be above median.  Ms. Leary 
emphasized that the 90%-120% is the span that needs housing and Mr. Marx is proposing 
everything but.  Mr. Cowen explained that after the term of the project, the houses would be 
available in that price range and there will be the opportunity for those living there to purchase.  
He added that they are trying to do a mix and not a development such as the recent projects in 
say the past 10 years.  Ms. Leary wanted to make sure that once you are there, you can’t be 
evicted if your income goes up and Mr. Cowan responded that once you are there, you are there, 
and your rent may go up with your income level, but you would not be ineligible. 
 
Ms. Hunter went in to some detail with Mr. Cowan about the ownership possibilities at the end 
of the term and he explained there are different scenarios and financing strategies with other 
programs out there that would significantly reduce the price for a buyer and especially a person 
who had lived there for some length of time.  Mr. Cowan noted that the mission of Better 
Housing of Tompkins County is for 40 year minimum of affordability and he used the Lansing 
project as an example of how the numbers could work.  Mr. Cowan said he doesn’t have real 
numbers because the plans aren’t close to final yet but the commitment is to affordable housing.  
Ms. Hunter was concerned that the affordability seems contingent on qualifying for other 
programs, not simply income.  She also wondered what type of say the Town would have in the 
contract with the Home Association.  Ms. Hunter also asked if they would be looking for a 
PILOT and Mr. Marx and Mr. Cowan were noncommittal.  
 
Ms. Leary asked if there was a possibility of decreasing the time frame of 15 years and Mr. 
Cowan said there is not because of the tax-credits for the corporations.   
 
Mr. Engman noted the time and stated that this is an informational discussion not an action item 
and we now have materials to review.   
 
 
Agenda Item #5 
Continue review of Comprehensive Plan draft scoping document 

 
Mr. Tasman noted the changes that came from the last meeting.  The Board had 
recommendations from Ms. Brock and discussed the time period throughout the draft scoping 
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document and references in the Comprehensive Plan of 15-20 years based on the realistic 
timeline of doing the next Plan.  Ms. Hunter talked about the baseline being used for growth and 
the transportation studies such as the West Hill Traffic Study because we assumed the 
connection road at Bundy Rd would be completed but we really have no idea if it will.  Mr. 
Tasman responded that the assumption in the Study was for a completed build-out by 2050 and 
we are looking through 2030 and we do not think that West Hill will come close to build-out in 
that period of time and the new mixes of housing change the projections.  Mr. Tasman thought 
they would probably develop 3 scenarios with estimates of growth with different housing 
development styles and new or different zoning.   
 
Mr. Goodman asked about process.  The Board discussed the process and the possibility of 
setting the public hearing on April 8th for April 22nd to follow the second board meeting of the 
month where from 4:30 – 6:30 the board would continue the review and the public hearing 
would be from 6:30 until approximately 7:30.  Ms. Ritter noted that residents could submit 
comments in writing for the board to review as well as appear in person.  Mr. DePaolo wanted to 
make it clear that any discussion of the Comp Plan prior to the public hearing would not mean 
that those sections or areas of discussion would be off the table for consideration after public 
input and Mr. Engman and Ms. Ritter assured him it would not, and in fact that is the purpose of 
the public hearing.  Mr. Engman added that he would be at the Planning Federation and would 
miss the meeting and asked if others would be out and no one else expected to be.  Ms. Hunter 
wanted to make sure publication and notification was more than adequate and Ms. Ritter noted 
that they have a list of over 100 email addresses who get regular notices regarding anything to do 
with the Plan.  The Board accepted the draft scoping document with the changes from the 
previous meeting as the final draft ready for public comment. 
 

 
Agenda #6  
Continue review of Comprehensive Plan Chapters 1 and 2  
 
The Board reviewed the Introduction, Community Vision Statement and Chapter 2 – Goals and 
Recommendations – Land Use and Development.  Minor wordsmithing changes were made.   
 
Mr. Howe asked what tone the board was looking for in the introduction because there is a 
combination of visionary and regulatory in there.  Mr. Engman responded that they wanted it to 
be short so people would read it and give the impression of what we were trying to accomplish in 
the rest of the document; the intent of what sort of changes we were trying to do and what sort of 
community we wanted to have.  There is a mixture of setting the stage of what the Town of 
Ithaca is and what it needs to become while at the same time recognizing that this is not the first 
start of this planning and thinking by the Town and there are some concepts that did not exist 
during the last Comprehensive Plan planning.     
 
Ms. Hunter added that there are some over-arching objectives such as sustainability, affordable 
housing, and collaboration with other communities to set the stage.   
 
The Board proceeded to go through each paragraph and section and made minor changes. 
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The audio connection was lost at 5:38 p.m. 
Agenda # 7 
Consider Consent Agenda Items   

a. Approval of Town Board Minutes of March 11th  
b. Town of Ithaca Abstract 

 
TB Resolution  2013-051a: Approval of Minutes of March 11, 2013 
 
MOVED:  Bill Goodman   SECONDED:  Rich DePaolo 
 
WHEREAS, the draft minutes of the March 11, 2013meeting 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 
minute of the March 11,  2013 of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca. 
 
Vote:  Ayes – Goodman, DePaolo, Leary, Levine, Hunter, Engman and Howe 
 
TB Resolution No.  2013-051b:  Town of Ithaca Abstract 
 
Moved:  Bill Goodman    Seconded:  Rich DePaolo 
 
 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. 3465 - 3545 
 
General Fund Town wide  75,885.11
General Fund Part Town        7,446.46
Highway Fund Part Town  60,444.22
Water Fund 463,594.15
Sewer Fund  8,964.28
Fire Protection Fund    529,584.00
Forest Home Lighting District             64.88
Glenside Lighting District 25.76
Renwick Heights Lighting District 34.30
Eastwood Commons Lighting District             46.98
Clover Lane Lighting District 5.91
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Winner’s Circle Lighting District 8.89
Burleigh Drive Lighting District 20.77
West Haven Road Lighting District 82.38
Coddington Road Lighting District 47.90
Trust and Agency 5,606.06
TOTAL 1,151,862.05

 
Ayes:  Goodman, Engman, DePaolo, Hunter, Levine, Leary and Howe 
 
TB Resolution  2013 – 052:  Approval of Minutes of February 25, 2013 
 
MOVED:  Tee Ann Hunter   SECONDED:  Rod Howe 
 
WHEREAS, the draft minutes of the February 25, 2013meeting 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 
minute of the February 25,  2013 of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca. 
 
Vote:  Ayes – Hunter, Howe, Leary, Levine, DePaolo, Goodman and Engman  
 
Agenda #8 
Review of Correspondence 
Mr. Levine noted that he will be out of town for spring break and will not be able to attend the 
City and County meetings.  Mr. Goodman responded that he will be at the County for the SAFE 
Act discussion and Mr. Engman thought he could cover the City.  Ms. Hunter asked if the City 
was considering any green space in the midst of all the new construction and push for density 
and maybe Mr. Engman could ask them. 

 
Meeting was adjourned upon motion and a second at 7:09 p.m. 
 
Submitted by 
 
____________________________ 
Paulette Terwilliger, Town Clerk 


