
Meeting of the Ithaca Town Board 
Monday, August 13, 2012 at 5:30 p.m. 

 
Minutes 

 
Board Members Present:  Herb Engman, Supervisor; Bill Goodman, Deputy Town 
Supervisor; Pat Leary, Tee-Ann Hunter, Eric Levine, and Rich DePaolo   
Absent:   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  
 
1.  Call to Order and Pledge of Allegiance  
Mr. Engman called the meeting to order at 5:32 p.m. 
 
2.  Report of Tompkins County Legislature – None  
 
3.  Report of Ithaca Common Council – None  
 
4.  Quarterly Report – Board of Fire Commissioners  
Bill Gilligan reported from the distributed material (Attachment #1)  
 
Mr. Gilligan highlighted the recent discussions regarding the Volunteer Companies and 
their organizational structure.  Discussions revolve around the number of companies 
and the use of the 2% monies funding their support.  The City Attorney has some 
concerns.  Some of these companies go back to the mid 1800’s and were the beginnings 
of the fire protection organization for the area.  The basic proposal is to reduce the 8 
active volunteer companies which have a total membership of 14 persons down to one 
company in an effort to streamline the companies while still working with the 
membership and showing them the consideration due to them for there years, in many 
cases, decades, of service in one capacity or another.   
 
Mr. Gilligan stated that the Chief has reviewed the budget being submitted with the 
Commission and the impacts of following the Mayor’s requested 10% reduction would 
probably mean closing two stations and eliminating 12 firefighters.  Even with a 2% 
decrease in the budget, staffing at outlying stations would be limited; it is difficult to 
say what the impact would be and he did not want to speculate on the outcomes if 
either scenario were enacted.  He assumes the Mayor and Chief will be meeting with 
the Town Board to discuss impacts and options.    
 
Mr. Gilligan went on to say the Charter review continues and they have begun posting 
the agendas and the minutes on the website.  
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Questions from the Board 
Herb asked about his statement that a 10% cut in personnel costs would result in a 12 
person reduction or layoff and does that mean that all of the layoffs would take place 
with lower paid positions because the math doesn’t work out; if you take the average 
salary the math works out to 7 layoffs.  That being said, if you have 7 to 12 less people, 
wouldn’t you need one less lieutenant?     Mr. Gilligan said the simple answer is that the 
reductions would start at the lower end of the wage scale due to seniority.  Chief 
Parsons added that if it comes to layoffs, it does start from the bottom up; last in first 
out.  He added that the City did put out a retirement incentive but it did not yield any 
results.  There are 34 people eligible to retire at the end of this year and there are only 66 
people working now.  Mr. Goodman followed-up asking if some people would be 
bumped down if as Mr. Engman asked, a lieutenant position was no longer needed?  
The Chief responded that they do not have a lot of senior staff right now but if they do 
reduce staff and move down a person, it would ripple down and push a firefighter out.  
Mr. Engman asked if this was controlled by civil service and the Chief responded that it 
was.   
 
Mr. Levine asked what the split of volunteers was: fire police, firefighter etc.  The Chief 
responded that there are 3 active interior firefighters, 1 support firefighter and the rest 
are fire police (10).    Mr. Engman noted that there is mention in the report regarding the 
potential for recruiting more volunteers and asked if the reduction was made to 1 
volunteer fire company, would any additions be to that 1 company or would they add 
more companies as recruitment happened?  The Chief responded that the main focus is 
to get the volunteers in one group that can act cohesively as one company.  He noted 
that these companies were formed as neighborhood companies and it was a gathering 
place and that is lost now.  We are a city instead of small villages.  He felt that in the 
past the quick fix of bunker programs were attempted but it is a 3-year cycle with a lot 
of time and effort and you don’t get the experience and training done before they are 
graduating and gone.  He felt that the focus should be on permanent residents and 
developing those interested in service instead of a bunker program that attracts 
students and is very costly.   
 
5.  Persons to be Heard and Board comments  
 
Resident on Route 79 – 
The gentleman described people parking along the side of the road to go to swim in the 
gorge and the line of cars has created serious safety concerns due to sight issues when 
exiting your driveway, inability to move over for emergency vehicles and pedestrians 
and cyclists who are forced out into traffic.  He quoted figures regarding speed and 
how much time you need to stop and at 45mph you need to be able to see about the 
length of a football field to be able to stop.   
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He was also concerned about the garbage and empty alcoholic beverage containers and 
the people who are discarding those are  possibly drinking and driving.   
 
He and his neighbors are requesting no parking signs for all these reasons.  
 
Mr. Engman noted that a letter was sent to all residents along Route 79 asking their 
opinions on no parking signs and what they should say.  That process should be done 
soon and then we can ask the state.  Mr. Engman added that it will probably not happen 
until next swimming season due to logistics, but thanked him for his comments.   
 
Fred Esterbrook – Coddington Rd    
Mr. Esterbrook addressed the board regarding campfires and woodstove smoke and air 
pollution.  He stated that he has been living for the last 10 years next door to a residence 
whose people routinely have a campfire numerous nights during the week and also has 
a wood stove burner.  He quoted an article from the Journal and the burning law from 
the state and the caveat is that his neighbors yard is very small so the smoke is very 
close as well as the draft due to the valley/gorge.  Every time there is a fire, the smoke 
comes right to his house.  He feels it is an oversight in the law that exempts campfires 
because it does not take into account the size of a yard.   He suggests there should be a 
setback regulation or amend the law to restrict campfires on lots less than 2 acres to 
provide protection to neighbors who are affected.  He added that he has had COPD for 
years that he can’t prove is related but he assumes it is and he is also concerned about 
the sparks and risk of fire at his house.   
 
He added that if it was once in a while maybe he could tolerate it but it is a regular 
occurrence and people should have a right to enjoy their own property and residence 
without smoke.  Mr. DePaolo asked how far his house is from the campfire?  Mr. 
Esterbrook thought it was about 60 feet and when there is a fire, the smoke is thick.  He 
added that he has supplied DEC and TC Health Dept with pictures of his furnace filters 
that are blackened by the smoke from the wood stove.  It is unfortunate, but the 
geography causes a downdraft and there is soot and ash all over his yard and cars due 
to it.  There should be some solution and he would be grateful if the town would 
consider this. 
 
Board Comments – Mr. Goodman commented that in the past the Codes and 
Ordinances Committee has talked about looking into regulating wood-fired boilers as 
other municipalities have but have not gone into campfires and wood stoves.  He added 
that they could the board wanted them to.  Mr. DePaolo added that through the email 
exchange it is obvious there is a lot of frustration surrounding the issue and he thought 
it would be worth looking at the nuisance aspect of it.  Ms. Leary agreed noting that this 
is worse than smoking in her opinion and municipalities have spent a lot of energy and 
money researching that.   
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Mr. Engman noted that the Town of Caroline has submitted their draft law regarding 
banning gas drilling 
 
The public hearings regarding EcoVillage and the sprinkler law were moved up on the 
agenda due to public being present to address the board.   
 
6. Public Hearing re.: Local law to revise the EcoVillage Planned Development Zone  
 
Mr. Engman opened the public hearing at 6:15 p.m.   
One resident of EcoVillage stated that she was in favor of the zoning change. 
There was no one else wishing to address the board and the public hearing was closed. 
 

a. SEQR   
There was some discussion on the SEQR form and how some of the standardized 
questions are difficult to answer because you don’t know if it is asking about the zoning 
as it is, or the zoning that will be in place if approved.  Ms. Brock felt the answers given 
were correct with the addition under #12 of “Town Board creation of the Planned 
Development Zone 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012- 144: SEQR: Proposed Local Law Amending Chapter 271 
of the Town of Ithaca Code, Titled Zoning: Special Land Use Districts, To Change 
EcoVillage Planned Development Zone Provisions Relating to Commercial Uses 
 
 WHEREAS, this action is the adoption of a local law amending Zoning Chapter 
271 of the Town of Ithaca Code to amend the Planned Development Zone for 
EcoVillage; and 
 
 WHEREAS, this is an unlisted action for which the Town of Ithaca Town Board is 
acting in an uncoordinated environmental review with respect to the enactment of the 
proposed local law; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board, at a public hearing held on August 13, 2012, has 
reviewed and accepted as adequate the Short Environmental Assessment Form (SEAF), 
Parts I and II for this action, along with other application materials;  
 
 RESOLVED: that the Town of Ithaca Town Board hereby makes a negative 
determination of environmental significance, in this uncoordinated environmental 
review, in accordance with the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act for 
the above referenced action as proposed based on the information in the SEAF Part I 
and for the reasons set forth in the SEAF Part II, and, therefore, an Environmental 
Impact Statement will not be required.   
 
MOVED:  Tee Ann Hunter    SECONDED:   Pat Leary 
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VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, and Leary   Abstention – Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
 

b. Consider Adoption   
 

TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-145: Adoption of a Local Law Amending Chapter 271 of 
the Town of Ithaca Code, Titled Zoning: Special Land Use Districts, To Change 
EcoVillage Planned Development Zone Provisions Relating to Commercial Uses 
 

WHEREAS, on July 5, 2012, the Planning Committee recommended that the 
Town of Ithaca Town Board enact the proposed local law to allow for a limited number 
of small commercial buildings in one area of PDZ No. 8; and  
 
 WHEREAS, on July 9, 2012, a resolution was duly adopted by the Town Board of 
the Town of Ithaca for a public hearing to be held by said Town Board on August 13, 
2012, at 5:45 p.m. to hear all interested parties on a proposed local law entitled “A Local 
Law Amending Chapter 271 of the Town of Ithaca Code, Titled Zoning: Special Land 
Use Districts, To Change EcoVillage Planned Development Zone Provisions Relating to 
Commercial Uses”; 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 proposed local law, or any part thereof; 
and  
 WHEREAS, the adoption of this local law is an unlisted action, pursuant to Part 
617 of the Implementing Regulations pertaining to Article 8 of the New York State 
Environmental Conservation Law and Chapter 148 of the Town of Ithaca Code (which 
laws and regulations thereunder, including the Town’s local law, are collectively 
referred to as “SEQR”); and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca Town Board, acting in an uncoordinated 
environmental review with respect to the enactment of the local law, has, on August 13, 
2012, made a negative determination of environmental significance, after having 
reviewed and accepted as adequate a Short Environmental Assessment Form Parts I 
and II; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board finds it is in the best interests of the Town and its 
citizens to adopt the local law; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, be it  
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 RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby adopts said local 
law entitled “A Local Law Amending Chapter 271 of the Town of Ithaca Code, Titled 
Zoning: Special Land Use Districts, To Change EcoVillage Planned Development 
Zone Provisions Relating to Commercial Uses”, and it is further 
 

RESOLVED, that the Town Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to file said 
local law with the Secretary of State as required by law, and it is further  

 
RESOLVED, that this law shall take effect upon filing with New York Secretary 

of State.  
 
MOVED:  Tee Ann Hunter   SECONDED:   Pat Leary 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, and Leary  
Abstention – Goodman    Absent – Horwitz   Motion passed unanimously. 
 
(Local Law #9 of 2012) 
 
7.  Public Hearing re.:  Local law amending Chapter 225 of the Town of Ithaca Code, 
titled “Sprinkler Systems” to exempt certain buildings from sprinkler requirements 
 
Mr. Engman opened the public hearing at 6:22p.m. 
 
Noah Demerest, a local architect involved in a recent building permit application 
involving the need for a sprinkler, addressed the board.  He stated that in working with 
clients and drawing the plans for smaller buildings which at the state level are not 
required to have sprinklers and in fact mercantile and factory buildings up to 12K sq ft 
are not required to have sprinklers and he wondered about the history of why we have 
a more restrictive law than the sate.  He also pointed out a discrepancy in the current 
law which basically lists every place that is exempt for a sprinkler and it lists a home-
based day care facility because it is governed by the state.  You can have up to 14 
children and not need a sprinkler, yet the small workshop he is working on is required 
to have one.   
 
There was no one else wishing to address the board and the hearing was closed. 
 
Discussion   
Mr. Goodman started the discussion by stating that the Agricultural Committee did 
submit a statement regarding this proposed law and reminded the board that he has 
reported at other meetings that he was in favor of more exemptions than the Codes and 
Ordinances Committee (COC) wanted to do and wanted to add more exemptions.  He 
thinks it is onerous for the smaller buildings and farming buildings that the state would 
not require a sprinkler but we are.  He went on to say that as he understood it, the law 
was put in place in the 1980s after a fire in which some students were hurt and although 
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that is laudable, the smaller buildings that have windows and doors readily available 
are effective for protecting human life and needing a sprinkler becomes cost-prohibitive 
for the small business owner or farmer.  
 
Ms. Hunter asked about past variances and our ability to grant variances in the future 
and was assured that we do.  She asked Mr. Goodman if this was holding up a 
particular project and whether he was asking for this to go back to committee?  Mr. 
Goodman responded that it would depend on the majority feeling of the board since the 
committee already did not support his thought on being less restrictive.  Mr. Bates that 
when this first came to committee he went through the criteria that the state has and the 
COC said they only wanted to change the square footage in a storage building.  He 
wanted to address the agricultural building which is different from agri-business.  The 
Town exempts agricultural buildings that are truly agricultural and not agribusiness.  
Where they cross the line to an agri-business use in when it is open to the public and 
there is a difference of opinion between the state and the Dept of Agriculture and until 
the state defines, they go with that line.    
 
Mr. DePaolo asked about the vote at the committee level, which was four to one, and 
thought the COC probably looked at other things, but the square footage seems the 
easier way to base something rather than the use of a building but he thought the use 
might have a big determining factor or whether a sprinkler is needed.  Mr. Bates 
responded that the committee did look at different use scenarios and felt that in most 
cases the size they recommended would be a good threshold for types of uses that may 
need review for a variance.     
 
Mr. Engman asked about the Agriculture Committee’s (Ag Comm.) recommendation 
and whether the proposed law addresses it and Ms. Brock stated that it does not.  
Agricultural buildings are exempt but the interpretation of what an agribusiness 
structure is.  Mr. Bates thought that the Ag Comm. was asking the Board to make a 
determination that the state can’t agree upon yet.  The State Division of Codes states 
that if you invite the public into the building for selling of products, that’s retail; the 
state Agriculture and Markets wants to call that agriculture.  Mr. Engman asked if we 
are on legal ground to make that interpretation or if we had to follow the State Division 
of Code’s?   Mr. Bates thought the Town would have to send that determination to the 
State for approval as less restrictive and he thought that would be a question of Ms. 
Brock.  Ms. Brock responded that the more restrictive applies.  Mr. Engman moved to 
table the motion until the September meeting of the Town Board to gather more 
information on what we can and can not do.  Mr. Goodman seconded.  Discussion on 
the motion to table the resolution:  Mr. DePaolo asked whether or not we want to get 
past the current restrictions to allow the people being held up to move forward and 
then revisit the draft.  Mr. Goodman thought there wasn’t anyone waiting.  Mr. Bates 
asked for clear direction from the Town Board to the Committee on what they wanted 
them to look at.  Mr. Levine asked what the downside would be to passing this and 
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then making additional adjustments.  Mr. Goodman thought it would only be the 
additional paperwork of filing and public hearings.  He also asked the other board 
members who are on the committee what they thought.  Ms. Leary stated that she was 
in favor of looking at it again because the other members are members of the Planning 
and Zoning Boards and they get the requests for variances and she noted that Mr. 
Levine was absent on the day they voted to move their recommendation to the Town 
Board.  She felt that the idea at the committee level was to remove the most onerous and 
most variance-requested circumstances and was a “first cut” at changes.   
 
Mr. Demerest spoke again stating that he believes the agribusiness angle is a red 
herring and it is the retail small business’ that are under or around 1,000 sq ft adding 
that that in order to even request a variance, you have to go through the process of 
planning the whole system out and have engineered drawings etc which adds 
significant time and costs to small business proposals.  Mr. DePaolo thought Mr. 
Demerest was setting a threshold that suited his proposal not the intent of the change.  
Mr. Demerest agreed adding that variance process is fine, but there should be some 
kind of threshold for the small retail or boutique size retail spaces.   
 
Mr. Engman thought that this discussion was not really about the small retail 
enterprises but the larger agricultural retail outlets.  Discussion followed on what 
prompted the referral to the COC and Mr. Bates responded that the colleges had 
numerous variance requests and the Codes Department asked the Committee for 
clarification on the law.  He would like the Board to pass what is presented tonight and 
then refer it back to the committee and invite interested people to come to the COC with 
input. 
 
Mr. Engman stated that he would like to see a comprehensive review of the law and 
look at where we may have made mistakes and become too restrictive costing the town 
and applicants’ time and money that may not be necessary.  That being said, he would 
like to see the COC discuss the Ag Comm recommendations and he withdrew his 
motion to table the resolution with Mr. Goodman seconding and the original motion to 
pass the resolution to change to the law as stated was brought back to the Board.  Mr. 
DePaolo stated that he would not like to limit the discussion at COC to agribusiness, 
but to look at all the concerns raised and Mr. Goodman assured the Board that they 
would look at the whole and solicit comments from outside representatives.     
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012- 146:  Local law amending Chapter 225 of the Town of 
Ithaca code, titled “Sprinkler Systems”, to exempt certain buildings from sprinkler 
requirements 

 
WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals for the Town of  Ithaca has received 

many request in recent years for variances from Chapter 225 of the Town of Ithaca Code 
titled  “Sprinkler Systems” for storage buildings; and 
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WHEREAS, the Town Board had requests from its constituents to review 
Chapter 225 “Sprinkler Systems” and consider exempting storage buildings from the 
requirement for sprinklers; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Town Board referred this matter to the Codes and Ordinance 

Committee for recommendation; and  
 
WHEREAS, Codes and Ordinance Committee reviewed and discussed the issue 

and felt that some storage buildings should be exempt; and 
 

WHEREAS, the town’s  Code and Ordinance  Committee, at its June 20, 2012 
meeting voted to  send suggested changes with a recommendation to adopt local law 
#10 of 2012 amending Chapter 225 of the Town of Ithaca Code, titled “Sprinkler 
Systems”, to exempt certain buildings from sprinkler requirements; and 
  
 WHEREAS, the Town Board held a duly advertised public hearing at its meeting 
on August 13, 2012; and  
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act 
(“SEQRA”) and its implementing regulations at 6 NYCRR Part 617, it has been 
determined by the Town Board that adoption of this local law is a Type II action 
because it constitutes “routine or continuing agency administration and management, 
not including new programs or major reordering of priorities that may affect the 
environment,” and thus adoption of this local law is not subject to review under 
SEQRA, 
  

Now, therefore, be it 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby adopt Local 

Law #10 of 2012 Amending Chapter 225 of the Town of Ithaca Code, titled “Sprinkler 
Systems”, to exempt certain buildings from the sprinkler requirements which shall take 
effect upon filing with the New York Secretary of State. 

 
MOVED:  Tee Ann Hunter    SECONDED:   Pat Leary 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
 
(Local Law #10 of 2012) 
 
8.  Public Hearing re.: Changes to the Official Town Map   

 
Mr. Engman opened the public hearing at 7:00 p.m.  There was no one wishing to 
address the board and the hearing was closed. 
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TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012- 147:  Adoption of Amendments and Revisions to 
Official Map of the Town of Ithaca 
 
 WHEREAS, Section 270 of New York Town Law authorizes the Town Board to 
establish an official map of that part of the town outside the limits of any incorporated 
city or village showing the streets, highways and parks theretofore laid out, and may 
also show drainage systems; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the current Official Map of the Town of Ithaca was last revised in 
2010 and has not been changed or amended since then; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Section 273 of New York Town Law authorizes the Town Board to 
change or add to the official map of the town so as to lay out new streets, highways, 
drainage systems or parks, after first referring any such proposed changes or additions 
to the Planning Board for a report thereon; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of Public Works 
prepared a draft proposed, revised Official Map, dated March 2012, showing the 
current and proposed streets, highways, parks and trails in the Town of Ithaca, which 
represented changes from the 2010 Official Map; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board discussed the draft revised Official Map as 
described above at its regular meeting on April 9, 2012, and referred the proposed 
changes to the Official Map to the Planning Board for a report and recommendation; 
and 
 WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca Planning Board reviewed the draft Official Map, 
dated March 2012, held a public hearing on the draft Official Map at its meeting on 
April 17, 2012, and recommended that the Town Board adopt the proposed revised 
Official Map with the changes ultimately shown on the July 9, 2012 draft along with the 
following additional changes: the elimination of the loop road serving the Cornell golf 
course and Moakley House; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Highway Superintendent/Director of Public Works has made 
the changes recommended by the Planning Board, and in addition made formatting 
changes to the Official Town Map, and has changed the Creation Date of the draft 
revised Official Map of the Town of Ithaca to July 9, 2012; and 
 
 WHEREAS, at its July 9, 2012 meeting, a resolution was duly adopted by the 
Town Board of the Town of Ithaca for a public hearing to be held by said Town on 
August 13, 2012 at 5:45 p.m. to hear all interested parties on the proposed changes to the 
Official Map of the Town of Ithaca; and 
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 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 the proposed changes to the revised Official 
Map; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act 
(“SEQRA”) and its implementing regulations at 6 NYCRR Part 617, it has been 
determined by the Town Board that adoption of the proposed local law is a Type II 
action because it constitutes “mapping of existing roads, streets, highways, natural 
resources, land uses and ownership patterns,” and thus this action is not subject to 
review under SEQRA; 
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, be it 
 
 RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby accepts and 
adopts the amendments and revisions to the Official Map of the Town of Ithaca as 
shown on the July 9, 2012 version of the Official Map, which version shall hereafter 
constitute the Official Map of the Town of Ithaca, effective August 14, 2012. 
 
MOVED:  Tee Ann Hunter    SECONDED:   Rich DePaolo 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz  
 
9.  Public Hearing re.:  Local law amending the Zoning Chapter  of the Town of Ithaca 
Code regarding definitions of and requirements for garages and woodsheds   
 
Mr. Engman opened the public hearing at 7:01 p.m.  There was no one wishing to 
address the board and the hearing was closed. 
 
SEQR  Discussion – Ms. Brock had a question about regarding the term “relax” and 
“strengthen” appearing in two locations.  The board decided on the term “clarifies” and 
the change was made to the SEQR form. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012- 148: SEQR:  Local Law Amending the Zoning Chapter 
of the Town of Ithaca Code to revise the definition of and requirements for garages 
and woodsheds  
 

WHEREAS, this action is the adoption of a Local Law amending Chapter 270 of 
the Town of Ithaca Code, Titled Zoning, to revise the definition of and requirements for 
Garages and woodsheds; and  
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 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 August 13 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:   Eric Levine  
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
   
Consider Adoption   
 
Discussion 
Mr. DePaolo thought the resolution and law as stated discriminates against people who 
burn other type of wood such as limbs etc by saying cord-wood vs gathered wood.  Mr. 
Bates thought the intent was to delineate the storage of wood that is to be burned, not a 
lawnmower, rakes etc.  Mr. DePaolo thought the term “cord wood” made that not the 
case.   Mr. Engman had the same concern, noting that he has a bunch of unused wood 
that he is going to burn but it is not cord wood.  Discussion followed and the Board 
decided to change “cord wood” to “fire wood”. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012- 149:  Local Law Amending the Zoning Chapter of the 
Town of Ithaca Code to revise the definition of and requirements for garages and 
woodsheds. 
 
           WHEREAS, the constituents of the Town of  Ithaca were constantly requesting 
interpretations of the zoning code as it relates to garages and accessory buildings from 
the Code Enforcement office of the Town of Ithaca; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Code Enforcement office felt the code as it relates to garages and 

accessory buildings seemed complex  to interpret and for the code office to enforce; and  
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WHEREAS, the Town Board also had requests from its constituents to review 
wood sheds as they pertain to accessory buildings and their locations; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Town Board felt it was important to support the citizens of the 

Town of Ithaca in their efforts to reduce the use of fossil fuels; and  
 
WHEREAS, both the issues, garages and woodsheds, were reviewed by the 

town’s Codes and Ordinance Committee; and 
 
WHEREAS, the changes to the zoning code for garages and woodsheds would 

affect similar sections of Zoning Code of the Code of The Town of Ithaca; and 
 

WHEREAS, the town’s  Codes and Ordinance  Committee, at its June 20, 2012 
meeting voted to  send suggested changes with a recommendation to adopt local law 
#11 of 2012 Amending the Zoning Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code to revise the 
definition of and requirements for Garages and woodsheds; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board advertised and held a public meeting on August 13, 
2012 ; 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 August 13 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; and   
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board made 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 determined that a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement will not be required. 
 

Now, therefore, be it 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby adopt Local 

Law # 11 of 2012 - Amending the Zoning Chapter of the Town of Ithaca Code to revise 
the definition of and requirements for garages and woodsheds.  
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MOVED:  Pat Leary   SECONDED:  Bill Goodman  
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
 
10 Public Hearing re.:  Noise permit for St Catherine of Sienna’s Festival  
 
TB  RESOLUTION NO. 2012 - 150:  Approval of Noise Permit for St. Catherine of 
Siena Parish Festival 
 
WHEREAS a noise permit application was received for the annual St. Catherine of Siena 
Parish Festival to be held on September 15th and 16th, 2012 from 3:00pm – 10:00pm and 
10:00am – 5:00 pm respectively, and 
 
WHEREAS these events involve the playing of music or audio, which sound may not be 
confined to the Parish grounds, and 
 
WHEREAS a public hearing was scheduled and notice of said public hearing was duly 
advertised in the Ithaca Journal and notification made to nearby neighbors through 
hand-delivered flyers, and 
 
WHEREAS said public hearing was duly held on August 13, 2012 at a meeting of the 
Ithaca Town Board and all parties in attendance were permitted an opportunity to 
speak on behalf of or in opposition to said noise permit application, and 
 
WHEREAS this same event has been held in the past and no complaints have been 
received by the Town 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, the Town Board hereby approves a noise permit for the St. Catherine of 
Siena Parish Festival.   
 
MOVED:  Rich DePaolo  SECONDED:   Tee Ann Hunter  
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
 
(Local Law #11 of 2012) 
 
11 Discuss and consider approval of revised Agricultural Committee Organizational 
structure     
Mr. DePaolo had a question about the Purpose section on page 1, paragraph 4; the 
sentence “issues with Town Staff” and wondered what the intent was for that sentence.  
He was concerned if this was to provide a grievance process or giving a forum for 
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concerns and what would be the outcome of “concerns with town staff?”  Would there 
be disciplinary action?  Mr. Smith responded that he thought this section came from the       
farmer interviews and there were general concerns that there be a place that the Ag 
Committee Farmers could voice a concern because they didn’t know where to go with 
concerns and they were interested in having somewhere to go to and to have a more 
formal connection with the town.  Mr. DePaolo asked if we had this type of verbiage in 
any other committee language and felt it might too much.  Ms. Hunter suggested that 
the word “staff” be changed to “operations” so it did not imply an individual.  The 
Board agreed and the change was made.     
 
Mr. DePaolo asked about Lance Able and who he was.  Mr. Smith responded that he is 
a partner in New Leaf Environmental that is new to the area and that is why he is an 
associate member.  Ms. Brock was concerned about number 2.7 and the word “shall” 
instead of “may” because shall is a definite commitment by the town.  The Board agreed 
is should be changed to “may.” 
 
Ms. Brock was also concerned with the organizations being the members of the 
committee and the Board should consider changing the Code Chapter 18 which defines 
citizen committees.   
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012-151:  Approval of proposed changes to the 
organizational structure of the Town’s Agriculture Committee and appointment of 
membership and officers 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca’s Agriculture Committee was established on 
October 5, 1992 by the Town of Ithaca Town Board; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca recently adopted the Agricultural and Farmland 
Protection Plan (November 2011) which included the recommendation to “reactivate 
and support the Town of Ithaca’s Agriculture Committee” (Recommendation 3-g) and 
included a “Proposed Charter of the Town of Ithaca Agriculture Committee” 
(Appendix G); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town’s Agriculture Committee meet on March 27, 2012 and July 
31, 2012 and discussed the proposed new organizational structure and recommended 
the structure be adopted by the Town Board; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Agriculture Committee also discussed membership and officers 
for the new Agriculture Committee for the remainder of 2012, and has provided a 
recommendation to the Town Board, 
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 WHEREAS, at the regular meeting on August 13, 2012, the Town Board of the 
Town of Ithaca has reviewed the “Rules of Procedures for the Town of Ithaca 
Agriculture Committee”, dated August 6, 2012, and 
 WHEREAS, this action is a Type II action pursuant to Part 617.5 (c) (20) and (27) 
of the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQR), and Chapter 148 of 
the Code of the Town of Ithaca titled “Environmental Quality Review”, thereby not 
being subject to further environmental review, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, be it 
 
 RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby re-establishes the 
Town of Ithaca Agriculture Committee and adopts the “Rules of Procedure for the Town of 
Ithaca Agriculture Committee”, dated August 6, 2012, a copy of which is attached hereto 
and made part of this resolution, and it is further 
 
 RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby appoints the 
following farm operations (member organizations) and the designated contacts, to the 
Agriculture Committee: 
 
 Steep Hollow Farm (Christianne M. White) 
 Tree Gate Farm (Sharon Tregaskis) 
 Sweyolakan Farm (Jamie Baker) 
 Laughing Goat Fiber Farm (Lisa Ferguson) 
 Forest Family Farm (Claire Forest) 
 A.J. Teeter Farm (Debbie Teeter) 
 Ithaca Equestrian Center (Russ Wedemeyer) 
 
 RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby appoints the 
following officers to the Agriculture Committee: 
 

Christianne M. White – Chair 
Sharon Tregaskis – Vice-Chair 

 
 RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby appoints Lance 
Ebel as an Associate Member to the Agriculture Committee. 
 
MOVED:  Bill Goodman    SECONDED:   Eric Levine 
 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
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12 Discuss and consider approval of updated Town Zoning Map  
 
The updates are the addition of changes to the zoning map that have been approved by 
the town over the past few years that have not been shown or updated on the official 
Zoning Map. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012 - 152: Approval and acceptance of revised Zoning Map 
(Effective April 1, 2004 and revised December 11, 2006 and August 13, 2012) to reflect 
previously approved rezonings  
 

WHEREAS, seven zoning changes have been enacted through local laws by the 
Town Board since the current official Town of Ithaca Zoning Map, Effective April 1, 
2004 and revised December 11, 2006, including rezonings enacted by Local Law No. 18, 
2008 (Tax Parcel No. 36.-1-4.2/La Tourelle), Local Law No. 1, 2011 (Belle Sherman 
Cottages), Local Law No. 11, 2011 (Ithaca Beer Co.), Local Law No. 15, 2011 (Ithaca Beer 
Co.), Local Law No. 1, 2012 (Ithacare), Local Law No. 6, 2012 (Tax Parcel No. 28-1-
10.42/Tree Gate Farm), Local Law No. 7, 2012 (Conifer West Hill Senior Housing 
Development), and 
 
 WHEREAS, a revised Town of Ithaca Zoning Map, Effective April 1, 2004, 
Revised December 11, 2006 and August 13, 2012, has been prepared and presented to 
the Town Board for review, and 
 
 WHEREAS, at the regular meeting on August 13, 2012, the Town Board of the 
Town of Ithaca has reviewed the revised Town of Ithaca Zoning Map referenced above, 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, this action is a Type II action pursuant to Part 617.5 (c) (19) and (20) 
of the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQR), and Chapter 148 of 
the Code of the Town of Ithaca titled “Environmental Quality Review”, thereby not 
being subject to further environmental review,  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of 
Ithaca hereby determines that the revised Zoning Map, Effective April 1, 2004, Revised 
December 11, 2006 and August 13, 2012, correctly incorporates changes made to the 
official Town of Ithaca Zoning Map, and  
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby 
approves and accepts the revised Town of Ithaca Zoning Map, Effective April 1, 2004, 
Revised December 11, 2006 and August 13, 2012, and determines that such map shall be 
used as the official Town of Ithaca Zoning Map until superseded by further action of the 
Town Board, or until further modified by local law. 
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MOVED:  Rich DePaolo   SECONDED:   Bill Goodman 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Engman, Leary and Goodman   Abstention – Levine  
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
13 Amend and restate the Model Plan of the Deferred Compensation Plan 
 
Ms. Drake explained that this is a state requirement to update and accept our deferred 
compensation plan which is established by the state and we have to accept their 
changes when they are made. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012- 153: Amend and Restate the Model Plan of the Deferred 
Compensation Plan 
 

WHEREAS, the New York State Deferred Compensation Board (the "Board"), 
pursuant to Section 5 of the New York State Finance Law ("Section 5") and the 
Regulations of the New York State Deferred Compensation Board (the "Regulations"), 
has promulgated the Plan Document of the Deferred Compensation Plan for Employees 
of the Town of Ithaca (the "Model Plan") and offers the Model Plan for adoption by local 
employers; 

WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca, pursuant to Section 5 and the Regulations, has 
adopted and currently administers the Model Plan known as the Deferred 
Compensation Plan for Employees of Town of Ithaca; 

WHEREAS, effective August 26, 2011 the Board amended the Model Plan to 
adopt provisions 
   
 Reorganizing and updating sections to improve the overall readability and eliminate 

unnecessary numerical references (annual limits) from the Model Plan document.   
 Including employer elections within the plan document including: suspension of 

deferrals following an unforeseeable emergency withdrawal, automatic 
distributions from small and inactive accounts, loan design parameters and Roth 
deferrals and in-plan conversions are permissive.  The Model Plan document 
includes a Schedule A where the employer may indicate the election of one or more 
of these provisions. 

 Clarifying the first date a participant may make deferrals in compliance with Code 
Section 457(b) and timing requirements for any subsequent changes to deferral rates 
or allocations between pre-tax and after-tax deferrals.   

 Clarifying compensation available for deferral for purposes of calculating 
contributions and recognizes that employers use various methods in determining 
the order of deductions taken before a deferral percentage is applied. 

 Including provisions related to HEART Act of 2008 regarding treatment of 
differential pay and qualifying distributions for active military service in compliance 
with the HEART Act, including suspension of deferrals for six months following 
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distribution. 
 Making technical recognition of the waiver of RMDs for 2009. 
 Clarifying that a beneficiary form must be received in good order to be considered 

valid. 
 Clarifying that the Model Plan will only accept rollovers from Eligible Retirement 

Plans comprised of pre-tax amounts and amounts may be rolled in by participants, 
beneficiaries (other than inherited accounts) and alternate payees.  Model Plans may 
roll account balances out to Eligible Retirement Plans that include post-tax amounts 
if the receiving plan separately accounts for them. 

 Clarifying that a beneficiary of a deceased participant may roll a distribution directly 
to a Roth IRA, in addition to plan participants. 

 Including language allowing for future delivery of participant communications 
through electronic means, where appropriate. 

 Codifying that periodic and lump sum payments must be a minimum of $100 per 
payment, unless the Committee selects a different minimum, and sets a maximum 
annual number of partial distributions. 

 Clarifying that the $50,000 loan limit includes the highest loan value in the last 
twelve months from the Model Plan and other employer plans.  Regarding 
participants who have defaulted on a Plan loan, subsequent loans would not be 
allowed until defaulted loan is repaid.  Removes requirement that a participant must 
wait until the term of the original loan expires before applying for a new loan, 
assuming the defaulted loan is repaid. 

 Providing guidance on the handling of the receipt of special proceeds such as SEC 
settlements payable to former participants. 

 Allowing a surviving spouse beneficiary to name a beneficiary on their account. 
 Including the 5 year option for non-spousal beneficiaries to receive distributions and 

makes distribution rules consistent for pre- and post-age 70½ deaths. 
 Allowing earlier distributions due to severance of employment as long as a balance 

of $500 remains in the account for 45 days after a severance from employment. 
 Providing that outstanding loans from another New York state 457(b) plan may be 

allowed to be transferred or rolled in with a full account transfer. 
 Removing the Power of Attorney Language since the acceptance of a power of 

attorney is governed by State law and not required in the Model Plan document. 
 Clarifying the requirement that Committee actions must be taken at a public 

meeting in accordance with Article 7 of the Public Officers Law. 
 Limiting indemnification to Committee Members only. 

 
WHEREAS, the Board has offered for adoption the amended and restated Model 

Plan to each Model Plan sponsored by a local employer in accordance with the 
Regulations; and 
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WHEREAS, upon due deliberation, the Town of Ithaca has concluded that it is 
prudent and appropriate to amend the Deferred Compensation Plan for Employees of 
the Town of Ithaca by adopting the amended Model Plan. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca hereby amends the Deferred Compensation 

Plan for Employees of the Town of Ithaca by adopting the Model Plan amended 
effective August 26, 2011, including the optional provisions in Schedule A, in the form 
attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
 
MOVED:  Tee Ann Hunter    SECONDED:   Pat Leary 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
 
14   Consider setting a PH regarding a local law to override the tax levy limit 
established in General Municipal Law §3-C      
 
Mr. Engman noted that the Budget Committee does not see us exceeding the 2% cap, 
but this is a safety measure just in case. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012- 154:  Setting a Public Hearing regarding a Local Law to 
Override the Tax Levy Limit Established in General Municipal Law §3-C 
 
RESOLVED that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca will hold a Public Hearing on 
September 10, 2012 at 5:45 p.m. regarding adoption of a local law to override the tax 
levy limit established in General Municipal Law §3-C. 
 
Notice of this public hearing shall be published in the official newspaper not less than 5 
days prior to the hearing. 
 
MOVED:  Pat Leary   SECONDED:  Rich DePaolo 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
 
15 Discuss Referral of a request for No Parking on Slaterville Road to NYS DOT  
Mr. Goodman gave an update on the emails and calls he has received so far from the 
mailing the town sent stating that only one person is against it so far.  He addressed Mr. 
Horwitz’s concern and question about resident parking and that is beyond our control 
and would need state legislature action.  Discussion followed on various complaints 
about the traffic and parking issues.  Ms. Hunter stated that she has heard from 
residents concerned about guest parking and wondered since it won’t happen this 
season anyway, should we asking the state legislature about resident parking.  She 
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added again that this is a symptom of a larger problem of no swimming access for 
residents and we depend on tourism and tout it in our Comprehensive Plan but have no 
access to legal swimming.    
 
 Mr. DePaolo responded that he is against permit parking, thinking that it is elitist and 
just because you live on the road, you don’t own the road.  There are pros and cons of 
any road you live on and you know that going in.   Ms. Leary disagreed that it is elitist, 
but, it is not within our power to grant anyway but we should look into the option.  She 
went on to talk about working with the City on parking and access to recreation.   Mr. 
Levine commented that when we established the no parking at Commonland, we knew 
we were going to have to deal with the parking moving out to Route 79.  Mr. Engman 
noted that the town had a request years ago for resident parking permits and getting 
the state legislature to approve it wasn’t that bad, but the administration of it was much 
more involved.  He also thought the issue is not necessarily for water access as it is 
about unmonitored water access to party and we should work with the City and maybe 
the Town of Ulysses to see what we can do.  One solution is cleaning up Stewart Park 
but it is a regional issue because any access other than that would be up the lake.  Mr. 
DePaolo noted that the idea to form a natural silt catcher and dredge the southern end 
of the lake was brought to the EPA. 
 
16 Consider Consent Agenda Items   
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-156:  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. Approval of Town Board Minutes July 27th, 2012 
b. Town of Ithaca Abstract 
c. Bolton Point Abstract 
d. Appointment of Administrative Assistant Position 
e. Sale of surplus item – Public Works – 1998 Brush Bandit 
f. Close Capital Project Fund – Snyder Hill Road Reconstruction  
g. Close Capital Project Fund – Snyder Hill Road Water Main Replacement 
h. Close Capital Project Fund – Warren Road Walkway  
i. Close Capital Project Fund – Hungerford Hill Pump Station 
j. Close Capital Project Fund – Town Hall Roof Replacement  
 

MOVED:  Bill Goodman   SECONDED: Tee Ann Hunter   
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, Leary and Goodman 
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
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TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012-156a : Approval of Minutes of July 27, 2012 
 
 WHEREAS, the draft minutes of the July 27th, 2012 meetings 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 July 27th, 2012 of the Town Board of the Town of 
Ithaca. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012  -156b: 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. 2507 - 2564 
 
General Fund Town wide 20,088.26 
General Fund Part Town     9,037.17 
Highway Fund Part Town  37,789.00 
Water Fund  87,330.72 
Sewer Fund  1,088.48 
Fire Protection Fund 301,973.00 
Forest Home Lighting District        132.40 
Glenside Lighting District  38.66 
Renwick Heights Lighting District  55.53 
Eastwood Commons Lighting District        136.74 
Clover Lane Lighting District 16.07 
Winner’s Circle Lighting District 54.90 
Burleigh Drive Lighting District 54.45 
West Haven Road Lighting District  162.61 
Coddington Road Lighting District 97.10 
TOTAL 458,055.09 

 
 
 

Adopted 9 10 2012  



TB 8.13.2012 
Page 23 of 28 

TB Resolution No. 2012-156c: 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:    1103-1174 
Check Numbers:  13978-14049 

   
Burdick Hill Tanks Project   $        300.00  
N. Trip Rd T-main Project   $        425.00 
Operating Fund     $ 135,238.13  
 
 TOTAL    $ 135,963.13 
 
Less Prepaid     $     20,419.77 
 TOTAL    $  115,543.36 
    
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012-156d: Appointment of Administrative Assistant- Code 
Enforcement Department 
 
 WHEREAS, there is presently a vacancy in the full time position of 
Administrative Assistant for the Code Enforcement Department; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the interview committee interviewed 4 candidates from the certified 
eligible listing for the position; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the committee has determined that Lori Kofoid possesses the 
necessary knowledge and skills to satisfactorily perform the duties of the 
Administrative Assistant position; and 
 

WHEREAS, Bruce Bates, Director of Code Enforcement, appointed Lori Kofoid 
as Administrative Assistant, effective August 6, 2012;  
 
Now, therefore be it 
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 RESOLVED, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby approve the 
appointment made by the Director of Code Enforcement, of Lori Kofoid as 
Administrative Assistant, effective August 6, 2012; and be it further  
 
 RESOLVED, this is a full time position at 37.5 hours a week, at the hourly wage 
of $24.15, which is an estimated annual salary of $47,092, from account number 
B8010.100,  in Job Classification “M”, with full time benefits; and be it further 
  
 RESOLVED, a mandatory minimum of twenty-six (26) week probationary period 
applies, which ends February 11, 2013, with no further action by the Town Board if 
there is successful completion of the probationary period as determined by the Director 
of Code Enforcement. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012-156e:  Sale of Surplus Items-Public Works Department 
—1998 Brush Bandit Chipper 
 
WHEREAS:  the Town of Ithaca has a 1998 Brush Bandit Chipper; and 
 
WHEREAS:  through the approval of the 2012 budget, the Town Board authorized the 
purchase of a new chipper, and 
 
WHEREAS: based on data from Auction Companies relative to comparable sales and 
the “Blue Book” value which is approximately $12,000.00, and 
 
WHEREAS: the Town of Newfield would like to purchase the 1998 Brush Bandit 
Chipper for $12,000.00; and now therefore be it, 
 
RESOLVED: the governing Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby declare the 
above-described equipment to be surplus and no longer needed by the Town; and 
 
FURTHER RESOVED: that the above described equipment be transferred to the Town 
of Newfield for the price identified, with the money from the sale going into the Cash 
Reserve —Highway Equipment (DB230) account. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012– 156f:  AUTHORIZATION TO CLOSE THE SNYDER 
HILL ROAD IMPROVEMENT CAPITAL PROJECT FUND 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca authorized the Snyder Hill Road 
Improvement Capital Project Fund under Resolution No. 2011-112a on June 27, 2011; 
and 
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WHEREAS, the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of Public Works and Town 
Engineer have certified the Snyder Hill Road Improvement project has been completed 
to the satisfaction of the Town; and 
 
WHEREAS, after satisfying all obligations and liabilities of the fund there remains a 
positive equity in the approximate amount of $20,446.23, 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, after discussion with the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of 
Public Works this Town Board declares said project complete; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the Town Finance 
Officer to close the accounting and financial records for the Snyder Hill Road 
Improvement Capital Project Fund; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the remaining 
equity in the Snyder Hill Road Improvement Capital Project Fund be transferred to the 
Debt Service Fund for payment of principal and interest of the 2011 Public 
Improvement (Serial) Bonds. 
 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012– 156g:  AUTHORIZATION TO CLOSE THE SNYDER 
HILL ROAD WATER MAIN WATER IMPROVEMENT CAPITAL PROJECT FUND 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca authorized the Snyder Hill Road 
Water Main Water Improvement Capital Project Fund under Resolution No. 2011-069 
on April 11, 2011; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of Public Works and Town 
Engineer have certified the Snyder Hill Road Water Main Water Improvement project 
has been completed to the satisfaction of the Town; and 
 
WHEREAS, after satisfying all obligations and liabilities of the fund there remains a 
negative equity in the approximate amount of $3,733.79, 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, after discussion with the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of 
Public Works this Town Board declares said project complete; and be it further 
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RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the Town Finance 
Officer to close the accounting and financial records for the Snyder Hill Road Water 
Main Water Improvement Capital Project Fund; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs that the existing 
negative equity in said fund be offset by a transfer from the Water Fund. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012–156h:  AUTHORIZATION TO CLOSE THE WARREN 
ROAD WALKWAY CAPITAL PROJECT FUND 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca authorized the Warren Road 
Walkway Capital Project Fund under Resolution No. 2009-091b on May 11, 2009; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of Public Works and Town 
Engineer have certified the Warren Road Walkway project has been completed to the 
satisfaction of the Town; and 
 
WHEREAS, after satisfying all obligations and liabilities of the fund there remains a 
negative equity in the approximate amount of $20,529.71, 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, after discussion with the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of 
Public Works this Town Board declares said project complete; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the Town Finance 
Officer to close the accounting and financial records for the Warren Road Walkway 
Capital Project Fund; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs that the existing 
negative equity in said fund be offset by a transfer from the General Townwide Fund. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012–156i:  AUTHORIZATION TO CLOSE THE 
HUNGERFORD HILL PUMP STATION WATER IMPROVEMENT CAPITAL 
PROJECT FUND 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca authorized the Hungerford Hill 
Pump Station Water Improvement Capital Project Fund under Resolution No. 2011-068 
on April 11, 2011; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of Public Works and Town 
Engineer have certified the Hungerford Hill Pump Station Water Improvement project 
has been completed to the satisfaction of the Town; and 
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WHEREAS, after satisfying all obligations and liabilities of the fund there remains a 
positive equity in the approximate amount of $30,155.41, 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, after discussion with the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of 
Public Works this Town Board declares said project complete; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the Town Finance 
Officer to close the accounting and financial records for the Hungerford Hill Pump 
Station Water Improvement Capital Project Fund; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the remaining 
equity in said fund be transferred to the Water Fund. 
 
TB RESOLUTION NO. 2012–156j:  AUTHORIZATION TO CLOSE THE TOWN 
HALL ROOF  REPLACEMENT IMPROVEMENT CAPITAL PROJECT FUND 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca authorized the Town Hall Roof 
Replacement Improvement Capital Project Fund under Resolution No. 2011-130 on 
August 8, 2011; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of Public Works and Town 
Engineer have certified Town Hall Roof Replacement Improvement project has been 
completed to the satisfaction of the Town; and 
 
WHEREAS, after satisfying all obligations and liabilities of the fund there remains a 
positive equity in the approximate amount of $61,843.41, 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT 
 
RESOLVED, after discussion with the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of 
Public Works this Town Board declares said project complete; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the Town Finance 
Officer to close the accounting and financial records for the Town Hall Roof 
Replacement Improvement Capital Project Fund; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the remaining 
equity in the Town Hall Roof Replacement Improvement Capital Project Fund be 
transferred to the Debt Service Fund for payment of principal and interest of the 2011 
Public Improvement (Serial) Bonds. 
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Adopted 9 10 2012  

Minutes of July 23, 2012    
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012- 157 Approval of Minutes of July 23, 2012  
 
 WHEREAS, the draft minutes of the July 23rd, 2012 meetings 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, with changes, as the final minutes of the July 23rd, 2012 of the Town Board of 
the Town of Ithaca. 
 
MOVED:  Bill Goodman   SECONDED: Rich DePaolo   
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Levine, Engman, and Goodman  Abstention – Leary  
   Absent – Horwitz     Motion passed unanimously. 
 
17 Report of Town Officials  
Mr. Engman asked Mr. Weber about a couple of items on his report and Mr. Weber 
explained.   
 
18 Report of Town Committees  and Intermunicipal Organizations – None 
  
19 Review of Correspondence    
 
Ms. Leary asked how the Board was leaving the woodsmoke issue and Mr. Goodman 
stated that he would bring it to the COC for an initial discussion and report at the Study 
Session for the Board to decide where to go from there.  
 
Ms. Hunter asked about the Forest Home Park draft agreement and Mr. Engman stated 
that it just came in and it will be on a future agenda for discussion. 
 
20   Consider Adjournment     
Meeting was adjourned upon motion and a second at 8:03 p.m. 
 
Submitted by  
 
 
__________________________ 
Paulette Terwilliger, Town Clerk 
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