
Study Session of the Ithaca Town Board 
Monday, April 23, 2012 at 4:30 p.m. 
215 North Tioga Street, Ithaca, NY  14850 
 
 
Minutes 

 
Call to Order at 4:30.   Mr. Horwitz was not present   
 
Presentation of Results of the Recreation Survey by Cortland College Students  
 
Mr. Engman gave the history of the project explaining that Ms. Hunter had learned that SUNY 
Cortland students had done a needs assessment for the Town of Dryden and she and Rich 
DePaolo worked with the college to develop a survey and the class is here tonight to present their 
findings.    
 
Ms. Kendra Liddicoat, the teacher of the class, started the presentation with 14 other students 
presenting their slides.   
 
The highlights of the class’ recommendations were to increase the number of trails and connect 
them when possible as well as increasing the off-season use of the trails.  They also suggested 
improving the availability of information on our trails, parks and recreation options on the web 
and through outreach efforts.  They suggested that we increase youth recreation opportunities 
and promote a carry-in/carry-out policy at the parks to help with cleanliness.  The students were 
surprised more people did not indicate a need for more lake access and swimming facilities and 
noted that the demographic of the responses were upper-middle age and future studies or surveys 
should target the youth and/or younger demographic. 
 
Questions and Comments from the Board 
Mr. Engman was surprised about the trail maintenance comment and wondered if they said what 
in particular they meant.  Ms. Liddicoat responded that the student who gathered that data was 
not present but the end report would have more detail.    
 
Ms. Hunter asked what additional recreation opportunities people indicated they wanted and 
whether they listed a variety or a few.  A student answered that respondents listed multiple ideas 
with 40 out of the 300 respondents listing something in that field.      
 
Mr. DePaolo felt that some of his basic assumptions were totally different; he expected requests 
for lake access and such.  He was also surprised with the demographics of the respondents and 
felt that it begs the question of how much weight we give the information and wondered whether 
they were clear on the difference between City properties and Town properties.   Ms. Liddicoat 
thought the results were good and stated that they included a map and took pains to differentiate 
between City and Town but she did wondered how the surveys were sent out.  Ms. DeAugistine 
responded that she used the tax database and selected every 4th line.  Ms. Leary commented that 
that would eliminate renters which may skew the results.  Ms. DeAugistine responded that if we 
were to do it again, we would remove the name of the owner and address them to Resident.      



04 23 2012 TBS  
Page 2 of 21 

 
Ms. Liddicoat added that it is also important to remember that the demographic that did respond 
is the group who supports and funds the recreational park and trails.  She was also surprised at 
the number of good comments that were received because people usually take the chance to 
complain, not compliment.  She went on to say that she had a number of calls and responses 
from people who had moved and the survey was forwarded to them and even one who’s relative 
had recently died and she was apologetic for not responding in a timely manner.  Those types of 
actions are not the norm.   
 
The class noted that the Town of Camillus has a great website for educating and directing 
residents to recreational opportunities and strongly suggested that the Town look at their site and 
do more public outreach/education. 
 
The Board thanked the students for their time and effort and stated that they look forward to 
seeing the final report. 
 
 
Public Hearing regarding Danby Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement Project 
subject to Permissive Referendum 
 
Mr. Engman opened the public hearing at 5:30 p.m.  There was no one wishing to address the 
board and the hearing was closed.  
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.: 2012-082: PUBLIC INTEREST ORDER – DANBY ROAD 
TANK REPLACEMENT WATER IMPROVEMENT 
 
At a study session of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, held 
at the Town Hall, 215 North Tioga Street, in Ithaca, New York, in said Town, on the 23 rd day of 
April, 2012, at 4:45 o'clock P.M., Prevailing Time. 
 
PRESENT:  Herb Engman, Bill Goodman, Pat Leary, Tee-Ann Hunter, Eric Levine, Rich 
DePaolo 
 
Moved by Bill Goodman; seconded by Herb Engman 
 
In the Matter of A Proposed Water Improvement in the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New 
York, pursuant to Article 12-C of the Town Law, to be known as the Town of Ithaca Danby 
Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement. 
 
 WHEREAS, a plan, report and map, including an estimate of cost, have been duly 
prepared in such manner and in such detail as has heretofore been determined by the Town 
Board of the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, relating to the creation and 
construction, pursuant to Article 12-C of the Town Law, of  water system improvements to be 
known and identified as the Town of Ithaca Danby Road Tank Replacement Water 
Improvement, and hereinafter also referred to as the “Improvement,” to provide such water 
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Improvement including extensions, to the present Town water improvement, such water system 
Improvement to be constructed and owned by the Town of Ithaca, and 
 
 WHEREAS, after said plan, report and map, including estimate of cost, were prepared by 
a competent engineer, duly licensed by the state of New York, and filed in the office of the Town 
Clerk, the said Town Board did, on April 9, 2012, duly adopt an Order reciting the proposed 
Improvement, a description of the boundaries of the proposed benefited area, the maximum 
amount proposed to be expended for the Improvement, the proposed method of apportioning the 
costs of such Improvement, the proposed method of financing to be employed, the fact that a 
plan, map and report describing the same are on file in the Town Clerk's office for public 
inspection, and specifying that said Town Board shall meet at the Town Hall, 215 North Tioga 
Street, in Ithaca, New York, in said Town, on the 23rd day of April, 2012 at 4:45 PM Prevailing 
Time, for the purposes of conducting a public hearing on such proposal to provide said 
Improvement, and to hear all persons interested in the subject thereof concerning the same, and 
 
 WHEREAS, copies of said Order were duly published and posted according to law, and 
said Town Board did, at the time and place specified in said Order, duly meet and consider such 
proposal and held a public hearing in which it heard all persons interested in the subject thereof, 
who appeared at such time and place, concerning the same, and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board now desires to authorize the Improvement based on the 
evidence offered at such time and place, and 
 
 WHEREAS, at its study session on April 23, 2012, the Town Board has determined 
approval, construction and implementation of the Improvement are a Type II Action pursuant to 
the regulations of the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation promulgated 
pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act, because the Action constitutes 
"replacement, rehabilitation or reconstruction of a structure or facility, in kind, on the same site," 
and thus approval, construction and implementation of the Improvement are not subject to 
review under SEQRA;  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Town Board that it be and hereby is 
determined as follows: 
 (1) The notice of hearing was published and posted as required by law and is otherwise 
sufficient. 
 (2) That all of the property within the proposed benefited area is benefited by the 
proposed Improvement. 
 (3) That all of the property benefited is included within the proposed benefited area. 
 (4) That the proposed method of apportioning the costs of the Improvement should not be 
changed. 
 (5) It is in the public interest to authorize, establish, and make the Town of Ithaca Danby 
Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement as hereinafter described, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town Board does hereby approve, authorize and 
establish the Town of Ithaca Danby Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement in the area of 



04 23 2012 TBS  
Page 4 of 21 

the Town described as follows and as more particularly shown and described in said plan, report 
and map presently on file in the office of the Town Clerk:  
Replace an existing 500,000 gallon steel water tank with a 500,000 gallon water tank on the 
same site located above Danby Road, and other related ancillary facilities, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the area hereby determined to be benefited by said Town 
of Ithaca Danby Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement is all of that portion of the Town 
outside of the Village of Cayuga Heights, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that all of the allocable costs of said Improvement shall be 
borne wholly by property within the Town of Ithaca water improvement benefited area, being the 
entire area of the Town outside of the Village of Cayuga Heights, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the maximum proposed to be expended by the Town of 
Ithaca for the Improvement, including costs of rights of way, construction costs, legal fees and 
other expenses, is $ 650,000, which shall be financed as follows: : at the option of the Town, by   
financing through the issuance of  bond anticipation notes, and upon maturity of a bond 
anticipation note, the issuance of bond anticipation renewal notes or serial bonds of said Town of 
Ithaca to mature in annual installments over a period not to exceed 20 years, or directly by the 
issuance of such bonds, such notes and bonds to be paid from assessments levied upon and 
collected from the several lots and parcels of land in said Town of Ithaca water system benefited 
area which are deemed benefited by said Improvement, so much upon and from each as shall be 
in just proportion to the amount of the benefit which the Improvement shall confer upon the 
same, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Order is subject to a permissive referendum in the 
manner provided in Town Law Article 7 and Town Law Section 209-q, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the estimated expense of the aforesaid Improvement does 
not exceed one-tenth of one per cent of the full valuation of the taxable real property in the area 
of said Town outside of villages and, therefore, in accordance with the provisions of subdivision 
13(a) of Section 209-q of the Town Law, the permission of the State Comptroller is not required 
for such improvement, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to subdivision 6(d) of Section 209-q of the Town 
Law, the Town Clerk is hereby directed and ordered to cause a certified copy of this Order to be 
duly recorded in the Office of the Clerk of the County of Tompkins within ten days of the date 
this Order becomes effective pursuant to Town Law Section 91, which when so recorded, shall 
be presumptive evidence of the regularity of the proceedings and action taken by the Town 
Board in relation to the aforesaid improvement 
The question of the adoption of the foregoing Order was duly put to a vote on roll call, which 
resulted as follows:   
 
Vote: Ayes – Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter, Levine, DePaolo 
The Order was thereupon declared duly adopted. 
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Public Hearing regarding Northview Water Tank Replacement Water Improvement 
Project subject to Permissive Referendum 
 
Mr. Engman opened the public hearing at 5:35 p.m.  There was no one wishing to address the 
board and the hearing was closed.  
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.: 2012-083:  PUBLIC INTEREST ORDER – TOWN OF ITHACA 
NORTHVIEW ROAD TANK REPLACEMENT WATER IMPROVEMENT 
 
At a study session of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, held 
at the Town Hall, 215 North Tioga Street, in Ithaca, New York, in said Town, on the 23rd day of 
April, 2012, at 4:46 P.M., Prevailing Time. 
 
PRESENT:  Herb Engman, Bill Goodman, Pat Leary, Tee-Ann Hunter, Eric Levine, Rich 
DePaolo 
 
Moved by Pat Leary; seconded by Bill Goodman 
 
In the Matter of A Proposed Water Improvement in the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, 
New York, pursuant to Article 12-C of the Town Law, to be known as the Town of Ithaca 
Northview Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement. 
 
 WHEREAS, a plan, report and map, including an estimate of cost, have been duly 
prepared in such manner and in such detail as has heretofore been determined by the Town 
Board of the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, relating to the creation and 
construction, pursuant to Article 12-C of the Town Law, of water system improvements to be 
known and identified as the Town of Ithaca Northview Road Tank Replacement Water 
Improvement, and hereinafter also referred to as the “Improvement,” to provide such water 
Improvement including extensions, to the present Town water improvement, such water system 
Improvement to be constructed and owned by the Town of Ithaca, and 
 
 WHEREAS, after said plan, report and map, including estimate of cost, were prepared by 
a competent engineer, duly licensed by the state of New York, and filed in the office of the Town 
Clerk, the said Town Board did, on April 9, 2012, duly adopt an Order reciting the proposed 
Improvement, a description of the boundaries of the proposed benefited area, the maximum 
amount proposed to be expended for the Improvement, the proposed method of apportioning the 
costs of such Improvement, the proposed method of financing to be employed, the fact that a 
plan, map and report describing the same are on file in the Town Clerk's office for public 
inspection, and specifying that said Town Board shall meet at the Town Hall, 215 North Tioga 
Street, in Ithaca, New York, in said Town, on the 23rd day of April, 2012 at 4:46 PM Prevailing 
Time, for the purposes of conducting a public hearing on such proposal to provide said 
Improvement, and to hear all persons interested in the subject thereof concerning the same, and 
 
 WHEREAS, copies of said Order were duly published and posted according to law, and 
said Town Board did, at the time and place specified in said Order, duly meet and consider such 
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proposal and held a public hearing in which it heard all persons interested in the subject thereof, 
who appeared at such time and place, concerning the same, and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board now desires to authorize the Improvement based on the 
evidence offered at such time and place, and 
 
 WHEREAS, at its study session on April 23, 2012, the Town Board determined approval, 
construction and implementation of the Improvement, which is an Unlisted Action pursuant to 
the regulations of the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation promulgated 
pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act, will not result in any significant 
adverse environmental effects;  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Town Board that it be and hereby is 
determined as follows: 
 (1) The notice of hearing was published and posted as required by law and is otherwise 
sufficient. 
 (2) That all of the property within the proposed benefited area is benefited by the 
proposed Improvement. 
 (3) That all of the property benefited is included within the proposed benefited area. 
 (4) That the proposed method of apportioning the costs of the Improvement should not be 
changed. 
 (5) It is in the public interest to authorize, establish, and make the Town of Ithaca 
Northview Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement as hereinafter described, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town Board does hereby approve, authorize and 
establish the Town of Ithaca Northview Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement in the area 
of the Town described as follows and as more particularly shown and described in said plan, 
report and map presently on file in the office of the Town Clerk:  
 
 Replace an existing 200,000 gallon steel water tank with a 500,000 gallon water tank on 
the same site located above West Northview Road , install new concrete base, and other related 
ancillary facilities, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the area hereby determined to be benefited by said Town 
of Ithaca Northview Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement is all of that portion of the 
Town outside of the Village of Cayuga Heights, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that all of the allocable costs of said Improvement shall be 
borne wholly by property within the Town of Ithaca water improvement benefited area, being the 
entire area of the Town outside of the Village of Cayuga Heights, and be it 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the maximum proposed to be expended by the Town of 
Ithaca for the Improvement, including costs of rights of way, construction costs, legal fees and 
other expenses, is $ 550,000, which shall be financed as follows: at the option of the Town, by   
financing through the issuance of  bond anticipation notes, and upon maturity of a bond 
anticipation note, the issuance of bond anticipation renewal notes or serial bonds of said Town of 
Ithaca to mature in annual installments over a period not to exceed 20 years, or directly by the 
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issuance of such bonds, such notes and bonds to be paid from assessments levied upon and 
collected from the several lots and parcels of land in said Town of Ithaca water system benefited 
area which are deemed benefited by said Improvement, so much upon and from each as shall be 
in just proportion to the amount of the benefit which the Improvement shall confer upon the 
same, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Order is subject to a permissive referendum in the 
manner provided in Town Law Article 7 and Town Law Section 209-q, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the estimated expense of the aforesaid Improvement does 
not exceed one-tenth of one per cent of the full valuation of the taxable real property in the area 
of said Town outside of villages and, therefore, in accordance with the provisions of subdivision 
13(a) of Section 209-q of the Town Law, the permission of the State Comptroller is not required 
for such improvement, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to subdivision 6(d) of Section 209-q of the Town 
Law, the Town Clerk is hereby directed and ordered to cause a certified copy of this Order to be 
duly recorded in the Office of the Clerk of the County of Tompkins within ten days of the date 
this Order becomes effective pursuant to Town Law Section 91, which when so recorded, shall 
be presumptive evidence of the regularity of the proceedings and action taken by the Town 
Board in relation to the aforesaid improvement.  
The question of the adoption of the foregoing Order was duly put to a vote on roll call, which 
resulted as follows:   
 

Vote: Ayes – Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter, Levine, DePaolo  
The Order was thereupon declared duly adopted . 

 
TB RESOLUTION NO.: 2012-083:  PUBLIC INTEREST ORDER – TOWN OF ITHACA 
NORTHVIEW ROAD TANK REPLACEMENT WATER IMPROVEMENT 
 
At a study session of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, held 
at the Town Hall, 215 North Tioga Street, in Ithaca, New York, in said Town, on the 23rd day of 
April, 2012, at 4:46 P.M., Prevailing Time. 
 
PRESENT:  Herb Engman, Bill Goodman, Pat Leary, Tee-Ann Hunter, Eric Levine, Rich 
DePaolo 
 
Moved by Pat Leary; seconded by Bill Goodman 
 
In the Matter of A Proposed Water Improvement in the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, 
New York, pursuant to Article 12-C of the Town Law, to be known as the Town of Ithaca 
Northview Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement. 
 
 WHEREAS, a plan, report and map, including an estimate of cost, have been duly 
prepared in such manner and in such detail as has heretofore been determined by the Town 
Board of the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, relating to the creation and 
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construction, pursuant to Article 12-C of the Town Law, of water system improvements to be 
known and identified as the Town of Ithaca Northview Road Tank Replacement Water 
Improvement, and hereinafter also referred to as the “Improvement,” to provide such water 
Improvement including extensions, to the present Town water improvement, such water system 
Improvement to be constructed and owned by the Town of Ithaca, and 
 
 WHEREAS, after said plan, report and map, including estimate of cost, were prepared by 
a competent engineer, duly licensed by the state of New York, and filed in the office of the Town 
Clerk, the said Town Board did, on April 9, 2012, duly adopt an Order reciting the proposed 
Improvement, a description of the boundaries of the proposed benefited area, the maximum 
amount proposed to be expended for the Improvement, the proposed method of apportioning the 
costs of such Improvement, the proposed method of financing to be employed, the fact that a 
plan, map and report describing the same are on file in the Town Clerk's office for public 
inspection, and specifying that said Town Board shall meet at the Town Hall, 215 North Tioga 
Street, in Ithaca, New York, in said Town, on the 23rd day of April, 2012 at 4:46 PM Prevailing 
Time, for the purposes of conducting a public hearing on such proposal to provide said 
Improvement, and to hear all persons interested in the subject thereof concerning the same, and 
  
 WHEREAS, copies of said Order were duly published and posted according to law, and 
said Town Board did, at the time and place specified in said Order, duly meet and consider such 
proposal and held a public hearing in which it heard all persons interested in the subject thereof, 
who appeared at such time and place, concerning the same, and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board now desires to authorize the Improvement based on the 
evidence offered at such time and place, and 
 
 WHEREAS, at its study session on April 23, 2012, the Town Board determined approval, 
construction and implementation of the Improvement, which is an Unlisted Action pursuant to 
the regulations of the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation promulgated 
pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act, will not result in any significant 
adverse environmental effects;  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Town Board that it be and hereby is 
determined as follows: 
 
 (1) The notice of hearing was published and posted as required by law and is otherwise 
sufficient. 
 (2) That all of the property within the proposed benefited area is benefited by the 
proposed Improvement. 
 (3) That all of the property benefited is included within the proposed benefited area. 
 (4) That the proposed method of apportioning the costs of the Improvement should not be 
changed. 
 (5) It is in the public interest to authorize, establish, and make the Town of Ithaca 
Northview Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement as hereinafter described, and be it 
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 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town Board does hereby approve, authorize and 
establish the Town of Ithaca Northview Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement in the area 
of the Town described as follows and as more particularly shown and described in said plan, 
report and map presently on file in the office of the Town Clerk:  
 
 Replace an existing 200,000 gallon steel water tank with a 500,000 gallon water tank on 
the same site located above West Northview Road , install new concrete base, and other related 
ancillary facilities, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the area hereby determined to be benefited by said Town 
of Ithaca Northview Road Tank Replacement Water Improvement is all of that portion of the 
Town outside of the Village of Cayuga Heights, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that all of the allocable costs of said Improvement shall be 
borne wholly by property within the Town of Ithaca water improvement benefited area, being the 
entire area of the Town outside of the Village of Cayuga Heights, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the maximum proposed to be expended by the Town of 
Ithaca for the Improvement, including costs of rights of way, construction costs, legal fees and 
other expenses, is $ 550,000, which shall be financed as follows: at the option of the Town, by   
financing through the issuance of  bond anticipation notes, and upon maturity of a bond 
anticipation note, the issuance of bond anticipation renewal notes or serial bonds of said Town of 
Ithaca to mature in annual installments over a period not to exceed 20 years, or directly by the 
issuance of such bonds, such notes and bonds to be paid from assessments levied upon and 
collected from the several lots and parcels of land in said Town of Ithaca water system benefited 
area which are deemed benefited by said Improvement, so much upon and from each as shall be 
in just proportion to the amount of the benefit which the Improvement shall confer upon the 
same, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Order is subject to a permissive referendum in the 
manner provided in Town Law Article 7 and Town Law Section 209-q, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that the estimated expense of the aforesaid Improvement does 
not exceed one-tenth of one per cent of the full valuation of the taxable real property in the area 
of said Town outside of villages and, therefore, in accordance with the provisions of subdivision 
13(a) of Section 209-q of the Town Law, the permission of the State Comptroller is not required 
for such improvement, and be it 
 
 FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to subdivision 6(d) of Section 209-q of the Town 
Law, the Town Clerk is hereby directed and ordered to cause a certified copy of this Order to be 
duly recorded in the Office of the Clerk of the County of Tompkins within ten days of the date 
this Order becomes effective pursuant to Town Law Section 91, which when so recorded, shall 
be presumptive evidence of the regularity of the proceedings and action taken by the Town 
Board in relation to the aforesaid improvement.  
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The question of the adoption of the foregoing Order was duly put to a vote on roll call, which 
resulted as follows:   
 
Vote: Ayes – Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter, Levine, and DePaolo  
The Order was thereupon declared duly adopted 
 
Consider Adoption of a Bond Resolution Subject to Permissive Referendum regarding 
Proposed Reconstruction of Harris B. Dates Drive 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012- 084:  BOND RESOLUTION (Subject to Permissive 
Referendum)  In the Matter of the Proposed Reconstruction of Harris B. Dates Drive, in 
the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, pursuant to Town Law and the Local 
Finance Law.  
 
At a study session meeting of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, 
New York, held at Town Hall, in Ithaca, New York, on the 23rd day of April, 2012, at 4:30 P.M., 
Prevailing Time. 
 
The meeting was called to order by Herb Engman and upon roll being called, there were 
PRESENT: Supervisor Herb Engman, Councilpersons Rich DePaolo, Bill Goodman, Tee-Ann 
Hunter, Patricia Leary, and Eric Levine 
 
The following resolution was offered by Pat Leary, who moved its adoption, seconded by Eric 
Levine, to-wit: 

 
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING, SUBJECT TO PERMISSIVE 
REFERENDUM, THE RECONSTRUCTION OF HARRIS B. DATES 
DRIVE IN AND FOR THE TOWN OF ITHACA, TOMPKINS COUNTY, 
NEW YORK, AT A MAXIMUM ESTIMATED COST OF $400,000, AND 
AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF $400,000 BONDS OF SAID TOWN 
TO PAY THE COST THEREOF. 

 
 WHEREAS, all conditions precedent to the financing of the capital project hereinafter 
described, including compliance with the provisions of the State Environmental Quality Review 
Act, have been performed; and 
 

WHEREAS, the capital project hereinafter described has been determined to be a Type II 
Action pursuant to the regulations of the New York State Department of Environmental 
Conservation promulgated pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act, the 
implementation of which as proposed, said regulation provides will not result in any significant 
adverse environmental effects; and 
 

WHEREAS, it is now desired to authorize the financing thereof;  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, 
Tompkins County, New York, as follows:  
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Section 1. The reconstruction of Harris B. Dates Drive in and for the Town of Ithaca, 

Tompkins County, New York, including curbing, landscaping and other right-of-way 
improvements and other incidental improvements and expenses in connection therewith, is 
hereby authorized at a maximum estimated cost of $400,000. 
 

Section 2. The plan for the financing of the aforesaid maximum estimated cost is by 
the issuance of not exceeding $400,000 bonds of said Town, hereby authorized to be issued 
therefore pursuant to the provisions of the Local Finance Law. 
 

Section 3. It is hereby determined that the period of probable usefulness of the 
aforesaid specific object or purpose is fifteen years, pursuant to subdivision 20(c) of paragraph a 
of Section 11.00 of the Local Finance Law.  It is hereby further determined that the maximum 
maturity of the serial bonds herein authorized will exceed five years. 
 

Section 4. The faith and credit of said Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, 
are hereby irrevocably pledged for the payment of the principal of and interest on such bonds as 
the same respectively become due and payable.  An annual appropriation shall be made in each 
year sufficient to pay the principal of and interest on such bonds becoming due and payable in 
such year.  There shall annually be levied on all the taxable real property in said Town, a tax 
sufficient to pay the principal of and interest on such bonds as the same become due and payable. 
 

Section 5. Subject to the provisions of the Local Finance Law, the power to authorize 
the issuance of and to sell bond anticipation notes in anticipation of the issuance and sale of the 
bonds herein authorized, including renewals of such notes, is hereby delegated to the Supervisor 
of said Town, the chief fiscal officer.  Such notes shall be of such terms, form and contents, and 
shall be sold in such manner, as may be prescribed by said Supervisor, consistent with the 
provisions of the Local Finance Law. 
 

Section 6. All other matters except as provided herein relating to the bonds herein 
authorized including the date, denominations, maturities and interest payment dates, within the 
limitations prescribed herein and the manner of execution of the same, including the 
consolidation with other issues, and also the ability to issue bonds with substantially level or 
declining annual debt service, shall be determined by the Supervisor, the chief fiscal officer of 
such Town.  Such bonds shall contain substantially the recital of validity clause provided for in 
Section 52.00 of the Local Finance Law, and shall otherwise be in such form and contain such 
recitals, in addition to those required by Section 51.00 of the Local Finance Law, as the 
Supervisor shall determine consistent with the provisions of the Local Finance Law. 
 

Section 7. The validity of such bonds and bond anticipation notes may be contested 
only if: 
 

1) Such obligations are authorized for an object or purpose for which said Town is 
not authorized to expend money, or 
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2) The provisions of law which should be complied with at the date of publication of 
this resolution are not substantially complied with, and an action, suit or 
proceeding contesting such validity is commenced within twenty days after the 
date of such publication, or 

 
3) Such obligations are authorized in violation of the provisions of the Constitution. 

 
Section 8. This resolution shall constitute a statement of official intent for purposes 

of Treasury Regulations Section 1.150-2.  Other than as specified in this resolution, no monies 
are, or are reasonably expected to be, reserved, allocated on a long-term basis, or otherwise set 
aside with respect to the permanent funding of the object or purpose described herein. 

 
Section 9. Upon this resolution taking effect, the same shall be published in full or 

summary form in the official newspaper of said Town for such purpose, together with a notice of 
the Town Clerk in substantially the form provided in Section 81.00 of the Local Finance Law. 
 

Section 10. This resolution is adopted subject to Permissive Referendum. 
 
The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on roll call, 
which resulted as follows: 
 
Ayes:  Engman, Goodman, Leary, Levine, Hunter and DePaolo 
The resolution was thereupon declared duly adopted. 
 
Consider Adoption of a Bond Resolution Subject to Permissive Referendum re.: Proposed 
Reconstruction of the Town Hall Parking Lot  
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-085: BOND RESOLUTION (Subject to Permissive 
Referendum)  In the Matter of the Proposed Reconstruction of the Parking Lot at the 
Town Hall Building, in the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, pursuant to 
Town Law and the Local Finance Law.  
 

At a study session meeting of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, 
New York, held at Town Hall, in Ithaca, New York, in said Town, on the 23rd day of April, 2012, 
at 4:30 P.M., Prevailing Time. 
 
The meeting was called to order by Herb Engman and upon roll being called, there were 
PRESENT: Supervisor Herb Engman, Councilpersons Rich DePaolo, Bill Goodman, Tee-Ann 
Hunter, Patricia Leary, and Eric Levine 

 
The following resolution was offered by Pat Leary, who moved its adoption, seconded by  

Bill Goodman, to-wit: 
 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING, SUBJECT TO PERMISSIVE 
REFERENDUM, THE RECONSTRUCTION OF THE PARKING LOT AT 
THE TOWN HALL BUILDING IN AND FOR THE TOWN OF ITHACA, 
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TOMPKINS COUNTY, NEW YORK, AT A MAXIMUM ESTIMATED 
COST OF $350,000, AND AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF $350,000 
BONDS OF SAID TOWN TO PAY THE COST THEREOF. 
 
WHEREAS, all conditions precedent to the financing of the capital project hereinafter 

described, including compliance with the provisions of the State Environmental Quality Review 
Act, have been performed; and 
 

WHEREAS, the capital project hereinafter described has been determined to be a Type II 
Action pursuant to the regulations of the New York State Department of Environmental 
Conservation promulgated pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act, the 
implementation of which as proposed, said regulation provides will not result in any significant 
adverse environmental effects; and 
 

WHEREAS, it is now desired to authorize the financing thereof;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca, 

Tompkins County, New York, as follows:  
 

Section 1. The reconstruction of the parking lot at the Town Hall Building, in and for 
the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, including incidental improvements and 
expenses in connection therewith, is hereby authorized at a maximum estimated cost of 
$350,000. 

 
Section 2. The plan for the financing of the aforesaid maximum estimated cost is by 

the issuance of not exceeding $350,000 bonds of said Town, hereby authorized to be issued 
therefore pursuant to the provisions of the Local Finance Law. 

 
Section 3. It is hereby determined that the period of probable usefulness of the 

aforesaid specific object or purpose is ten years, pursuant to subdivision 20(f) of paragraph a of 
Section 11.00 of the Local Finance Law.  It is hereby further determined that the maximum 
maturity of the serial bonds herein authorized will exceed five years. 

 
Section 4. The faith and credit of said Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, New York, 

are hereby irrevocably pledged for the payment of the principal of and interest on such bonds as 
the same respectively become due and payable.  An annual appropriation shall be made in each 
year sufficient to pay the principal of and interest on such bonds becoming due and payable in 
such year.  There shall annually be levied on all the taxable real property in said Town, a tax 
sufficient to pay the principal of and interest on such bonds as the same become due and payable. 

 
Section 5. Subject to the provisions of the Local Finance Law, the power to authorize 

the issuance of and to sell bond anticipation notes in anticipation of the issuance and sale of the 
bonds herein authorized, including renewals of such notes, is hereby delegated to the Supervisor 
of said Town, the chief fiscal officer.  Such notes shall be of such terms, form and contents, and 
shall be sold in such manner, as may be prescribed by said Supervisor, consistent with the 
provisions of the Local Finance Law. 
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Section 6. All other matters except as provided herein relating to the bonds herein 

authorized including the date, denominations, maturities and interest payment dates, within the 
limitations prescribed herein and the manner of execution of the same, including the 
consolidation with other issues, and also the ability to issue bonds with substantially level or 
declining annual debt service, shall be determined by the Supervisor, the chief fiscal officer of 
such Town.  Such bonds shall contain substantially the recital of validity clause provided for in 
Section 52.00 of the Local Finance Law, and shall otherwise be in such form and contain such 
recitals, in addition to those required by Section 51.00 of the Local Finance Law, as the 
Supervisor shall determine consistent with the provisions of the Local Finance Law. 

 
Section 7. The validity of such bonds and bond anticipation notes may be contested 

only if: 
 
1) Such obligations are authorized for an object or purpose for which said Town is 

not authorized to expend money, or 
 
2) The provisions of law which should be complied with at the date of publication of 

this resolution are not substantially complied with, and an action, suit or 
proceeding contesting such validity is commenced within twenty days after the 
date of such publication, or 

 
3) Such obligations are authorized in violation of the provisions of the Constitution. 
 
Section 8. This resolution shall constitute a statement of official intent for purposes 

of Treasury Regulations Section 1.150-2.  Other than as specified in this resolution, no monies 
are, or are reasonably expected to be, reserved, allocated on a long-term basis, or otherwise set 
aside with respect to the permanent funding of the object or purpose described herein. 
 

Section 9. Upon this resolution taking effect, the same shall be published in full or 
summary form in the official newspaper of said Town for such purpose, together with a notice of 
the Town Clerk in substantially the form provided in Section 81.00 of the Local Finance Law. 
 

Section 10. This resolution is adopted subject to permissive referendum. 
 
The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on roll 

call, which resulted as follows: 
 
Ayes:  Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter, Levine and DePaolo 
 

The resolution was thereupon declared duly adopted. 
 

Consider Setting a Public Hearing regarding Conifer Village at West Hill  
 
Ms. Ritter explained that they have received preliminary site plan and subdivision approval and 
the approval from the Public Works Committee on the concept of the utilities and roads and they 
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are ready to request rezoning for the project.  She explained the additional language to the 
Multiple Residence Zone being proposed.   The Planning Board recommendations were 
submitted to the Board and she asked if there were any questions about those.  The second 
whereas of the Planning Board resolution details the changes suggested.  Mr. DePaolo noted that 
this is the time to ask questions and make any changes.  Ms. Ritter added that Dan Tazman was 
the lead person from the department and turned it over to him for specific questions. 
 
Mr. DePaolo had a question about terminology such as “as practicable” and  “wherever possible” 
which he believe gives developers too much wiggle room because a developers definition of 
those words is usually financially based where ours is not.   
 
Mr. Tazman explained that one of the early provisions by the Planning Board was to use the 
existing land forms as much as possible by terracing in the hopes that they did not level out the 
entire pad which is the practice.  However, because the building is L-shaped, there was no choice 
but to level the land and not terrace.  Discussion followed and Mr. Tazman noted that in the 
future we would want to ask them to design their building not using their standard template with 
one massive building but using multiple smaller buildings. 
 
Mr. DePaolo asked about suggestion (e) and the primary entrance and what the effect would be.  
Mr. Tazman responded that with traditional design the focus is towards the street and in this 
development, due to topography, the main entrance is at the back with handicap accessibility at 
the rear and sides.   
 
Ms. Hunter asked about walkability and accessibility and staff explained that there will be 3 
sides accessible to handicap and grade-appropriate. 
 
Mr. DePaolo asked about calling trails sidewalks etc.  Mr. Tazman explained that everything will 
be paved and the initial discussion about having nature trails did not work because of the 
topography of the land and type of nature/trees on the slope.   
 
Ms. Hunter asked about the deadline for the Conifer Grant and if they do not get into this grant 
cycle, would there be time to work with them on keeping to the original intents such as 
terracing?  Ms. Ritter responded that the Planning Board approved their Site Plan submission and 
they have 36 months to build and construct under that Plan.     
 
Ms. Leary moved for a public hearing to be held at 6:05pm on May 7th; Mr. Engman seconded. 
Unanimous 
 
Report from Committees 
 
Public Works Committee – Mr. Goodman reported that the Committee discussed the draft 
Road Preservation law and Mr. Nahmin reported on the Town of Caroline efforts and he is going 
to a meeting in Cortland put on by TCCOG regarding truck weight limits.    
 
 
Discussion Items 
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Review and Discuss Stream Setback Law Comments 
 
Ms. Ritter said she has all comments from county, Bruce Brittain, Evan Monkemeyer, and the 
submitted comments from the last meeting.   
 
Mr. Goodman stated that he and Ms. Ritter had discussed the comments and most seemed easy to 
implement with another one or two that might need further discussion.  He went through the 
comments and adjustments individually.   
 
Discussion followed on Mr. Monkemeyers concern about the categorization of his culvert as a 
stream.  The recommendation is to leave it as is because a change can be considered and there is 
a caveat about exempting existing culverts.  The map can be changed to update new data. 
 
The County’s GML letter was discussed and their suggestion that we should extend the setback 
and the definition of where you measure from. Ms. Ritter explained the measuring.  Ms. Ritter 
thought our law was actually more restrictive than the County’s and the committee did a lot of 
research and field trips in determining the 35’ setback. The suggestion is to pass the law as 
presented and see how it goes.   
 
Ms. Hunter asked about the rational behind smaller setbacks on smaller streams and if it had to 
do with stabilization.  Ms. Hunter responded that the erosion is the biggest concern and the 
smaller setbacks will encourage compliance and help with stabilization.   
 
Mr. DePaolo asked about the irregular lots that have different exemptions.  Mr. Goodman 
responded that we are meeting with the resident that asked that question at the last meeting but in 
order to exempt the small lots and keep with the benefits sought and allow smaller-lot owners to 
do something with their yards.   
 
The Board agreed with the suggested changes.  Mr. Engman reminded the Board that a super 
majority is required to pass the local law without incorporating the County’s suggestions.   
 
Mr. Goodman moved setting a public hearing for May 7th at 6:10 pm with Ms. Hunter seconding.  
Unanimous.   
 
Discuss Support for Proclamations etc. 
Mr. Engman summarized that this discussion is about both proclamations and, for want of a 
better term, cause resolutions.  He did talk to the Mayor and the Chair of the County Legislature 
since the last meeting and confirmed that they are the ones who do proclamations so that would 
be one way of handling proclamations, but cause resolutions would still have to be done by the 
Town Board.  The question remains how the Board wants to handle these types of things.  He felt 
that the Board generally only felt these types of resolutions were an issue when we were 
ambivalent about the topic.   
 
Ms. Hunter wondered about items that we have no jurisdiction over and limited information on 
as well as limited staff time to spend learning about the topic.  She felt the Board is not making 
informed decisions and if we were to continue to do these on a routine basis, a Cause Committee 
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could vet them and provide enough information to make a decision on.  She added that certain 
issues such as fracking that have a direct impact on our community are our concern, but there are 
other issues that are more sweeping and the jurisdiction of the State Legislature and she did not 
feel we should get into the practice of bringing these things up for consideration on a monthly 
basis. 
 
Ms. Leary felt that individual board members have the right to bring resolutions to the full board 
and felt that when she has she has tried to give board members advance background. She thought 
that if board members did not feel they had enough information they could vote against it.  She 
reiterated that a board member should retain the right to bring something to the full board for 
consideration. Ms. Leary noted that when it is an issue that might affect a town residents, a 
person can express an opinion to the state legislature, and we as a board have the right to also.  
She agreed that sometimes they seem to come up a lot but then there can be months where there 
are none.  She felt that as long as it is not a burden on our time we should not say we are never 
going to do it and did not feel we should have a hard and fast rule against them. 
 
Mr. DePaolo responded that we won’t know if they’re a burden until we have them in front of us 
and end up taking 2 or 3 sessions discussing them like we did with the living wage.  He felt there 
was another layer to it because by presenting a resolution, you’re essentially forcing your 
colleagues to take a position on something that has not been discussed prior and he suggested 
that a possible solution might be to use one of our meetings to give fellow members a heads-up 
that you are working on a particular issue and you would like the board to potentially consider a 
statement of support for xyz which gives people the opportunity to think about it and discuss it 
without being presented with a resolution that has to be acted on in a short period of time and 
particularly when it is an issue that has some controversy and a lot of loose ends.  If there’s a 
sense that there’s going to be controversy, it’s in the best interest for the board to have a heads 
up.   He did agree that people should have the right to bring resolutions to the board but thought 
it should be done differently. 
 
Mr. Goodman state that he felt it would be fine if we hold ourselves to some process of 
introduction so people can ask questions and think about it more.  He spoke about his previous 
experience in the City of Buffalo and how many were done there and another option would be to 
abstain or be absent so she would not be forced to vote against a resolution.  He added that a lot 
of these are symbolic and people may not put a lot of weight on it.  He also talked about a 
resolution at the County level that did go to a committee which watered it down and the 
legislature beefed back up and now it is going to have a public hearing so he could see how it can 
take some time.  He could see how it may be good if citizens get involved but he felt it would be 
good to try and give our colleagues enough time to think about it.   
 
Ms. Leary added that the original Minimum Wage resolution did not start out controversial but 
focused on the legislation already proposed and she did not think it would be controversial but 
then the local movement to raise it more is what took more time.  She felt it was worth our 
attention when another local government is involved in it also and it might make other local 
groups think more of us in line with the City and County if we weigh in also.   
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Mr. Engman asked if the Board was comfortable with the basis of what was discussed and the 
sense of the board was that they were. 
 
 
Discuss Time Warner Cable Review/Audit 
Mr. Engman revisited the idea of having a review/audit which TCCOG is encouraging all 
municipalities to do in preparation for the franchise renewal. Some municipalities have not had a 
contract for 20 years and have no idea what they are supposed to be getting.  Discussion 
followed.  Mr. Solvig noted that they have stopped sending detailed financial reports and other 
municipalities have recovered significant monies and Mr. DePaolo added that finding out about 
any issues would help in negotiations and in establishing whether or not they have honored their 
current agreement.     
 
Mr. DePaolo asked if the company we were considering had experience with the public access 
component and Mr. Engman said he assumed they did the City audit but that he would check.    
 
The Board seemed in favor of going ahead with the review/audit.   
 
 
Discuss Scheduling an Education Session on Brownfields  
Mr. Engman talked about the several locations in the Town that has contamination and his 
concern that he knows nothing about them. He felt that we should invite someone, probably the 
DEC to come in and teach us about them.  He would like to schedule it for a study session.  The 
Board agreed. 
 
Discuss Scheduling a Lunch with Department Heads 
Ms. Drake stated that the lunches for Town Hall and Public Works and the Department Heads 
would like to schedule one.  The Board had no objections. 
 
Discuss Sustainability Planner 
Mr. Engman reported that we got an offer from the Park Foundation for $40,000 to support a 
planner through 2013. They didn’t totally reject the idea of helping to pay for a community 
involvement process on West Hill for shurettes, but it is a very expensive proposition and they 
felt it was premature because we didn’t know if we were doing it for sure.  They also said that 
$100,000 is a bit steep so we could probably get something but not at that level.  He noted that 
we have spent about $2,000 in actual support for the sustainability planner and if we are going to 
get through 2013 we would have to invest the rest of our commitment of $20,000 to finish it up.  
He added that the Town of Dryden did not feel their approach worked and they would change to 
doing what we just did while ours would change and we would ask the planner to finish the 
Community Action Plan but also do some work with the Planning staff and helping integrate 
sustainability into the land use planning and resulting changes in zoning and local laws.   
 
Ms. Leary asked about focusing on getting the Green Building Code off the ground and Mr. 
Engman felt that would be included in the realm of responsibilities. 
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Mr. Engman would like to re-advertise the position and see what kind of response we got.  The 
Board had no objections. 

 
Consider Consent Agenda Items 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-086:  Consent Agenda  
 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby approves and/or 
adopts the following Consent Agenda items: 

a. Town of Ithaca Abstract 
b. PULLED Approval of Minutes of March 26th and April 9th 
c. Appointment of Planning Board Member 
d. Appointment of Zoning Board of Appeals Alternate Member 

 
MOVED: Tee-Ann Hunter   SECONDED:     Rich DePaolo 
VOTE:       Ayes:  Engman, Goodman, Leary, Hunter, Levine, DePaolo 
Motion passed unanimously 

 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012  -086a: 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. 2005 - 2072 
 
General Fund Town wide  61,816.97
General Fund Part Town     7,796.73
Highway Fund Part Town   43,898.80
Water Fund  17,560.50
Sewer Fund  10,943.66
Snyder Hill Road Reconstruction  14,344.19
Forest Home Lighting District          57.27
Glenside Lighting District  22.74
Renwick Heights Lighting District  30.31
Eastwood Commons Lighting District          41.44
Clover Lane Lighting District  5.22
Winner’s Circle Lighting District  7.86
Burleigh Drive Lighting District  18.35
West Haven Road Lighting District  72.75
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Coddington Road Lighting District  42.32
TOTAL 156,659.11

 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-086c:  APPOINTMENT OF PLANNING BOARD 
MEMBER 
 
 WHEREAS, there is a vacant Planning Board member position; and 

 WHEREAS, an interview committee interviewed the individuals interested in the vacant 
position;  

Now therefore be it 

 RESOLVED, that the governing Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby appoints _Eric 
VanderMaas_of_ 324 Forest Home Drive, Ithaca, New York, as a member to the Planning Board 
to fill a term beginning April 23, 2012 and ending December 31, 2018, as this position is a six 
year term appointment. 

 

TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-086d:  APPOINTMENT OF ZONING BOARD OF 
APPEALS ALTERNATE MEMBER 
 
 WHEREAS, there is a vacant Zoning Board of Appeals alternate member position; and 

 WHEREAS, an interview committee interviewed the individuals interested in the vacant 
position;  

Now therefore be it 

 RESOLVED, that the governing Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby appoints _Yvonne 
Fogarty of_ 238 Bundy Road, Ithaca, New York, as an Alternate member to the Zoning Board of 
Appeals to fill a term beginning April 23, 2012 and ending December 31, 2012, as this position 
is a one year term appointment. 

 
Minutes of March 26, 2012  
Minor changes approved.  Bill Goodman moved, Rich DePaolo seconded.  Unanimous 
 
Minutes of April 9, 2012 
Changes will be submitted and they will be up for approval in May. 
 
Review of Correspondence 
None 

 
Adjournment 
 
On a motion by Eric Levine, the meeting was adjourned at 7:05 p.m. 
 

 
Submitted by  
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___________________ 
Paulette Terwilliger 
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