
Meeting of the Ithaca Town Board 
Monday, October 15, 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  
 
Staff Present:  Susan Ritter, Director of Planning, Bruce Bates, Director of Code 
Enforcement; Mike Solvig, Director of Finance, Judy Drake, Director of Human 
Resources; Paulette Terwilliger, Town Clerk and Susan Brock, Attorney for the Town  
 
Call to Order and Pledge of Allegiance  
 
AGENDA ITEM #2  Report of Tompkins County Legislature  
Councilman Stein addressed the Board reporting that both the Town and the County 
have promised residents that we would look at the speeding and safety issues on Pine 
Tree Road and he suggested that the County Highway Department collaborate with the 
Town and meet to develop ideas and suggestions to propose measures to address the 
issues at either or all the State and County and Town levels.  Mr. Goodman stated that 
the Public Works Committee is discussing the neighborhood’s request for a reduction in 
speed at its next meeting and he has received a lot of emails in support of it.      
 
AGENDA ITEM #3  Report of Ithaca Common Council   None 
AGENDA ITEM #4  Persons to be Heard and Board Comments  
 
Persons to be Hear 
Bill Olms (?) from the Forest Home Improvement Association speaking in support of 
the Town entering into an agreement for the use of the parcel of land on Forest Home 
Drive for recreational use.  He stated that the Association has a working group set up to 
assist the Town in obtaining grants or helping with cleanup and in general exploring 
ideas and opportunities to enhance the park.  He reiterated that there is strong support 
in the neighborhood for the park. 
 
A gentleman (?)  distributed a handout (Attachment #1 Small Park Proposal) detailing 
ideas from the Forest Home Improvement Association for improving the property.   
 
 Danny Novak spoke in favor of obtaining use of the park noting that residents 
currently garden there and it is a great opportunity for the community.   
 
Board Comments 
Mr. Engman reported that he attended the dedication for the Holly Creek Townhouses 
and he was very impressed with the houses which are in the $100-$125K range and they 
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are LEED certified.  He also reported that he and Nick Goldsmith talked to 
representatives of the Black Oak wind power group and wanted the Board to start 
thinking about the possibility of buying wind energy or investing in the project working 
towards reducing our carbon footprint and reaching our carbon reduction goals which 
we set at 30% by 2020.  Black Oak believes they will be building by next year and they 
have completed their initial offering of shares with the public offering coming next year. 
 
 AGENDA ITEM #5 Discuss and consider approval of a license agreement for a 
portion of real property on Forest Home Drive for the Forest Home Park   
 
SEQR (Attachment #2) 
Mr. Engman noted that after the last discussion by the Board and the comments 
regarding the agreement, he contacted Cornell and they thought the agreement allowed 
the Town to do everything it needs to do should we accept the property.  One of the 
questions was about storing gasoline for lawn maintenance equipment and their 
response was that this section would not limit storage of landscaping type equipment 
and their answer concerning our comments regarding the pruning of trees and shrubs 
was that they would simply like the Town to consult Plantations because they do have a 
few specimen trees there that they would like to coordinate on.  Mr. Engman went on to 
say that he also asked them what “educational purposes” means and although they 
were not overly clear, they said “anything related to or in support of the University’s 
teaching and research mission”.  Mr. Engman was concerned about what happens with 
the 2-year cancellation clause and what would happen if the college decided to sell the 
property and that was clarified by Ms. Brock who said that even if the Town is notified 
within 30 days that there is an offer on the land and the Town declines to buy it, the 
lease continues with the current owners for 2 years.  He asked Ms. Brock to confirm that 
the license agreement was solid and she did.   
 
He thought we have gotten as much clarity as we are going to get and he put it on the 
agenda to make a decision.  He noted that this has been on the table for over 5 years and 
it is time to make a decision. 
 
Mr. Engman brought the Board’s attention to the proposed SEQR which was placed on 
their desks today.  A motion to accept the SEQR was made by Mr. Goodman, seconded 
by Pat Leary for discussion. 
 
Mr. DePaolo asked why the Board was taking this up tonight when there is an item on 
the Public Works Committee’s Agenda for tomorrow regarding park maintenance costs 
which was one of the areas of interest discussed the last time this topic came up.  He 
wondered if we would be better served taking this up after that meeting.   
 
Ms. Hunter noted that at that last meeting she had also asked that we have something 
in writing from the nearby church to allow for parking for other residents outside the 
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community to use the park and she had also asked about the possibility of an Adopt-
the-Park agreement with the Forest Home community since all of their communications 
indicate their willingness to take on some responsibilities for maintenance but nothing 
is spelt out.  She wanted to have a clear sense of what the costs would be and a 
conversation with the Forest Home community about how they could help defray those 
costs.  It seems that they are not willing to do the mowing and that is the biggest cost to 
the Town.  She felt that the costs to the rest of the Ithaca community be as low as 
possible. 
 
Mr. Engman responded that the President of the Forest Home Improvement 
Association has approached the chapel and the initial response was positive but they 
have to talk to their Board of Trustees.  In terms of a park adoption, the only type of 
program the Town has now is an Adopt-a-Park program geered towards cleanup and 
the Association has agreed to do that.  The Adopt-a-Park policy should be reviewed and 
changed but it only addresses clean-up at this point.  He thought we should develop a 
policy that allows for beautification and maintenance and other things and extend it to 
Adopt-a-Trail also.  
 
Mr. Engman went on to address the concerns regarding costs, stating that this is the 
first time anyone has brought up the subject of costs in relation to any park we have 
taken on and he didn’t know why we are treating this one differently from every other 
park we have taken on.  We have always assumed that if it is good for the community 
we will figure out a way to maintain it.  This is no different from any of the other 30 odd 
parks we have.  As for parking, not all our neighborhood parks have parking and any 
number of them are used mainly by the residents in the neighborhood surrounding 
them and of course they can be used by others, but there isn’t necessarily a parking lot 
provided for them.  He was perplexed as to why there are different standards being 
applied to this park that are not applied to other parks we have adopted in the past.  He 
ended by saying that it is time to decide if it is good for the community or not and if it is 
good for the community then accept it and work towards fixing the problems.  Some 
problems can not be solved in advance. 
 
Mr. DePaolo responded that it was his assumption that this cost analysis would happen 
for all future parks and it just happens to be now and it is purely coincidental and does 
not have to do with this park per se.   He went on to say that in regards to parking, it 
was his recollection that there is no roadside parking whereas a lot of other parks do 
have at least roadside parking.  It essentially becomes a community park instead of a 
town park and those things have to be considered and we should consider the costs and 
revisit this in two weeks.   
 
Ms. Hunter added that she felt this was different from other parks because other parks 
are given to us through our Planning process and is ours forever where this is not being 
given to us, we are just assuming responsibility for it for a period of time subject to 
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cancellation.  She felt there were differences between other Town Parks and it would 
benefit us to work out the cost issues and revise the Adopt-the-Park policy.   
 
Mr. Goodman asked about the discussion with the chapel and how many spaces are 
there?  Mr. Engman answered that there are maybe 10-15 cars on non-Sundays and 
agreed that it is a difficult area for parking.  He went on to say that we have a lot of 
neighborhood parks that are not destination parks and noted that we have other 99-year 
leases with Cornell for other Town parks such as the waterfront park on East Shore 
Drive and the East Hill Trail, so this proposal is not unique.    
 
Mr. Goodman asked about the small parking space used for maintenance of the pump 
station and whether that could be designated as handicapped parking and Mr. Weber 
noted that we wouldn’t want to encourage parking there as it is a confusing and 
sometime treacherous area now and Mr. Bates added that if we do label it as 
handicapped the area would have to be improved.   
 
Mr. Goodman asked about the fence that Mr. Weber was concerned about at the last 
meeting.  Mr. Weber reiterated his concerns about conditions pertaining to the fence 
and the trees and keeping it in a certain condition.  He felt we should get the park in the 
state that they are expecting it to remain in.  Mr. Engman thought that these are the 
types of things that are worked out as you go forward and he could envision Rich 
getting with Plantations and discussing the trees and working it out, as for the fence, it 
doesn’t have to stay; the town and the community could decide it should be bushes or 
nothing there.  We have never gone to such lengths and details for any other park.   
 
TB Resolution No. 2012 - 183:  SEQR Determination regarding a license agreement 
for the use of a portion of property along Forest Home Drive  
 
WHEREAS the Town wishes to enter into a license agreement for the use of a portion of 
property located along Forest Home Drive for passive recreation and  
 
WHEREAS this is an Unlisted Action for which the Town of Ithaca Town Board is 
acting as lead agency in an environmental review with respect to entering into the 
license agreement to ensure the continued use of the property for its residents and  
 
WHEREAS the Town Board has discussed the proposed license agreement and 
accepted as adequate a Short Environmental Assessment Form Part I and Part II 
prepared and submitted by Town staff. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT  
 
RESOLVED That the Ithaca Town Board hereby makes a negative determination of 
environmental significance in accordance with Article 8 of the Environmental 
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Conservation Law and 6 NYCRR Part 617 New York State Environmental Quality 
Review 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 Part II.  
 
Moved:  Bill Goodman   Seconded:  Pat Leary 
Vote:   Ayes – Engman, Goodman, Leary, DePaolo, Hunter and Levine 
Absent:  Horwitz 
 
Approval of Agreement (Attachment #3) 
The resolution to accept the license agreement was moved and seconded for discussion. 
 
Mr. DePaolo stated that he thought this park was different in that it is essentially a park 
now and the costs are being borne by the college instead of the Town and the enactment 
of the stream setback law will keep it as it is because it limits the options for building or 
developing it.  He questioned whether the ability to beautify the parcel was worth the 
cost and the liability when the area in question is surrounded by one of the best natural 
areas in the community in Cornell Plantations.   
 
Mr. Goodman spoke, saying that he understands that the Town is taking on extra costs 
but values the access we have and technically it is Cornell’s property they could stop 
that.  He also values the community’s interest in trying to make this a nice place in the 
center of their neighborhood.  He felt that it was worthwhile to at costs and ways to 
reduce them but that in general any time we can get some prime land under our control 
that is a good thing. 
 
Mr. Levine spoke saying that he agreed with both sides presented, but the agreement 
does give us the option to get out with 30 days notice, so we can get out if it becomes 
undesirable for any reason such as it stays the same at it is, or causes a liability etc.   He 
thought we should take Cornell up on the offer and see how it goes.   
 
Ms. Hunter responded that there are some simple and basic questions and is our due 
diligence to get those answered before we sign this agreement.  She did not think it 
would take a lot of time and this could be moved to a later time. 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012 - 184:  Authorization to enter into a license agreement with 
Cornell University for a portion of real property located on Forest Home Drive 

 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board has discussed the opportunity to enter into a license 
agreement with Cornell University for the use of a portion of real property located on 
Forest Home Drive for public recreational purposes and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Town Board, Attorney for the Town and Highway 
Superintendant have reviewed the license agreement and   
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 WHEREAS, the Town Board believes that the use of this parcel of land would be 
a welcomed addition of passive recreational park land for the Town and its residents;  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT  
 

 RESOLVED, that said land be acquired for, and held as, passive recreation park 
lands for the benefit of the residents of the Town of Ithaca subject to the terms as to use 
of the property as set forth in the license agreement and   
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby approves entering 
into said license agreement and authorizes the Town Supervisor to execute same.   
 
MOVED: Herb Engman  SECONDED:   Pat Leary 
VOTE:  Ayes – Engman, Leary, Goodman and Levine     
   Nays – Hunter and DePaolo Absent -- Horwitz 
 
   
AGENDA ITEM #6  Consider referral of a development concept and rezoning 
request on Five Mile Drive to the Planning Committee    
Susan Cosentini, New Earth Living 
No change to the draft resolution as presented. 
 
Ms. Susan Cosentini presented her basic concept for an eco-friendly development as 
outlined in the memo from Ms. Ritter (Attachment #3) 
 
Comments and Questions from the Board  
Mr. DePaolo stated that taken as a microcosm it is great, but there are no sidewalks and 
there is no bus service so despite the best of intentions, it might still be auto-centric.     
 
Most of the discussion and comments centered around affordability and transportation 
issues and how that would tie this area to the job-centers.  There are connections in 
concept to the Black Diamond Trail and possibly a bridge across the inlet but those are 
in no way firm and can’t be counted on.   
 
Mr. Engman noted that the density she is envisioning is not as dense as the Comp Plan 
in we are working on envisions and Ms. Cosentini said that she started the preliminary 
plans going by its current zoning, but she was absolutely open to higher density.   
 
Ms. Leary and Mr. Levine talked about affordability, noting that there are several 
lower-income housing projects but nothing for the person who is truly median income; 
a lot of $300 houses out there but no $200K.     
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Mr. Weber suggested that Ms. Cosentini talk to NYS DOT about working in their rights-
of-ways and the access road as well as emergency access etc.   
 
Ms. Ritter added that this lot is currently LDR but is immediately adjacent to MDR and 
near the Glenside neighborhood which is HDR.  Different clustering or planned 
development zone options will need to be discussed. 
 
Mr. Goodman stated for the record that he would be abstaining from voting due to a 
conflict of interest in that he is providing legal services to Ms. Cosentini with her 
current project.   
 
No changes to the draft resolution as presented.    
 
TB Resolution No. 2012 - 185:  Referral of a development concept and rezoning 
request for a parcel on Five Mile Drive to the Planning Committee for review and 
comments 
 
Whereas Susan Cosentini of New Earth Living appeared before the Board to present a 
development concept on Five Mile Drive which may require a rezoning request 
 
Now therefore be it  
 
Resolved that the Town Board hereby refers said development concept to the Town 
Planning Committee for review and comments. 
 
Moved:  Eric Levine    Seconded:  Pat Leary 
Vote:  Ayes – Levine, Leary, Engman, Hunter and DePaolo 
Absent:  Horwitz  Abstention:  Goodman 
 
 
AGENDA ITEM #7  5:45 p.m. Public Hearing regarding Proposed Increases to 
the Town of Ithaca Water Rate and Sewer Rents  
Mr. Engman opened the public hearing at 6:47p.m.  There was no one wishing to 
address the Board on this item and the hearing was closed.   
No change to the draft resolution as submitted. 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012 - 186:  Increasing Sewer Rents in the Town of Ithaca Sewer 
Improvement Area and Increasing Water Rates Chargeable to Consumers of Water in 
the Town of Ithaca 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca wishes to revise the sewer rent and 
water rate schedules for the Town of Ithaca Sewer Improvement Area and the Town of 
Ithaca Water Improvement Area; and  
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WHEREAS, a public hearing, duly advertised and posted as required by law, was held 
at 215 North Tioga Street, Ithaca, New York on the 15th day of October 2012, and the 
public was permitted an opportunity to be heard on the proposed increases; 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 resolution 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 this action is not subject to review under SEQRA;  
 
Now, therefore, be it  
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby establishes and imposes 
the following: 
 
(1) Effective January 1, 2013 there is hereby imposed a sewer rent payable by all 
users connected to the Town-wide sewer system at a rate of $4.20 per 1,000 gallons of 
water consumed.  
 
(2) In addition, and notwithstanding the foregoing rate structure, there shall be a 
minimum base charge for regular quarterly bills sent on or after January 1, 2013 in the 
amount of $33.60, which minimum charge is based on 8,000 gallons of usage, regardless 
of whether that amount is actually used.  
 
(3) Multiple housing and mobile home parks of over two dwelling units, using a 
master water meter, will be computed as follows: The quarterly master water meter 
reading will be divided by the number of dwelling units and the sewer rent charge will 
be figured on this number as if the unit was individually metered. The sewer rent will 
then be multiplied by the number of units on the master water meter and this will be 
the billing rendered and the amount payable. If the calculation of the water consumed 
per dwelling unit is less than the amount that would be permitted before exceeding the 
minimum sewer rent set forth above, then the billing will be calculated by multiplying 
the number of units served by the master water meter times the minimum sewer rent 
set forth above.  

 
(4) The charges set forth above shall be effective with respect to bills rendered on or 
after the effective dates set forth above, even if the measurement is for consumption 
prior to the above effective dates (i.e., any bill rendered on or after January 1, 2013, shall 
be calculated at the 2013 rate even if the sewer use occurred prior to January 1, 2013).  
 
(5) In the event a property is connected to public sewer, but is not connected to a 
water meter, the sewer rent shall be based upon estimated water consumption as 
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reasonably determined by the Director of Public Works based upon recognized 
methods of estimating typical consumption for the type of facility involved (e.g., gallons 
per day per bedroom).   
 
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca hereby establishes a 
water rate of $5.84 per 1,000 gallons of water consumed with the following water rate 
schedule: 

WATER RATE SCHEDULE 
Effective January 1, 2013 

 
The rate charged for water consumption shall be $5.84 per 1,000 gallons of water 
consumed.  The foregoing rate will be the rate charged for all regular quarterly bills sent 
on or after January 1, 2013.  Actual or base consumption may occur prior to January 1, 
2013. 
 
Notwithstanding the foregoing rates, the following minimum base charges shall be 
applicable to the meter size indicated below for regular quarterly bills issued on or after 
January 1, 2013.   The table below also shows the amount of water consumption that is 
permitted before the minimum base charge would be exceeded: 
 
METER SIZE          BASE           MINIMUM 
   (INCHES) CONSUMPTION     CHARGE 
      (in Gallons) 
 
  3/4    10,000   $      58.40 
 
  1     30,000   $    175.20 
 
  1-1/2    45,000   $    262.80 
 
  2     90,000   $    525.60 
 
  3   140,000   $    817.60 
 
  4   200,000   $ 1,168.00 
 
  6   350,000   $ 2,044.00 
 

 
Multiple Housing and mobile home parks of over 2 dwelling units, using a master 
meter, will be computed as follows:  The quarterly master meter reading will be divided 
by the number of dwelling units and the water charge will be figured on this number as 
if the unit was individually metered. The water charge will then be multiplied by the 
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number of units on the master meter and this will be the billing rendered.  If the 
calculation of the water consumed per dwelling unit is less than the allowable 
consumption for a three-quarter inch meter, then the billing will be calculated by 
multiplying the number of units on the master meter times the minimum charge for a 
three-quarter inch meter. 
 
The water application fee for each new application for water service shall be the charges 
for new water connections charged by the Southern Cayuga Lake Intermunicipal Water 
Commission including application fees, meter charges, service tap fees, inspection fees, 
accessory materials, installation costs, and any other fee or cost charged by the Southern 
Cayuga Lake Intermunicipal Water Commission for connecting new water services. 
 
An annual charge for each fire protection main serving a fire suppression system will be 
billed along with the first quarterly water bill of the calendar year.  The annual charge 
for this service shall be $20.00 per diameter inch of the pipe supplying the fire 
suppression system or such other amount as is charged by the Southern Cayuga Lake 
Intermunicipal Water Commission for such systems.  The pipe supplying the fire 
suppression system is the pipe needed to supply the fire suppression system, installed 
downstream of the system control valve. 
 
 In addition to any other charges due to the Southern Cayuga Lake 
Intermunicipal Water Commission or the Town, there shall also be due to the Town a 
charge of $25 for disconnecting and a charge of $25 for reconnecting water service 
where water service has been disconnected pursuant to Town Code § 261-4 for failure to 
pay water rates or other charges. 
  
Moved:  Pat Leary    Seconded:  Bill Goodman 
Vote:  Ayes—Leary, Goodman, Engman, Hunter, Levine and DePaolo 
Absent:  Horwitz  
 
 
AGENDA ITEM #8  5:45 p.m.  Public Hearing regarding Town of Ithaca 
Preliminary Budget for 2013 
 
Mr. Engman opened the public hearing at 6:52p.m.  There was no one wishing to 
address the board on this item and the hearing was closed.   
 
Draft resolution was moved and seconded for discussion. 
  
Mr. DePaolo asked again about the shift of duties from supervisor to deputy supervisor 
which he assumed would be extra work involved with sheparding zoning ordinance 
from start to finish and he wanted to hear more on how that is going to take shape.   
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Mr. Engman reiterated his comments from the last meeting saying that he thought that 
zoning is better handled by Mr. Goodman and coverage for one full day off.  Mr. 
DePaolo asked what Mr. Goodman’s role would be in the zoning laws and Mr. 
Goodman responded that he would be putting in more time, approximately 16 hours a 
week and that time would be used working with Planning staff, COC and the Town 
Board to develop the new zoning associated with the Comp Plan.  Mr. DePaolo went on 
to say that he assumed that after a 3-4 year comp process that the town would entertain 
hiring a professional to help with the crafting of what is shaping up to be a rather novel 
zoning ordinance and while he assumes that staff is going to be involved in any 
scenario, he wondered if we would be better served and end up with a more 
expeditious and comprehensive outcome if we consider hiring somebody who has been 
through this a number of times and that is why this is a budget item and he is 
discussing it here.  Mr. Engman responded that we did hire a planner partially with the 
idea that he had the knowledge and expertise for that and we have budgeted for a 
shurette so we are not ignoring staff or consultants and we need a direct link between 
the town board and the staff.  Staff would take the lead but it seems logical to use Mr. 
Goodman’s experience and expertise from his private practice and EcoVillage and other 
similar developments.  Mr. DePaolo’s response was don’t we have an existing 
committee structure that provides ample exposure for Bill in any scenario to handle 
zoning either through Planning Committee, Codes and Ordinances or a combination of 
both?  He said didn’t understand the flow chart because it seems it exists already 
without this shift.  Mr. Engman responded that there is a lot of behind the scenes work 
on a lot of different issues that takes place and the committee is basically a venue where 
a lot of the policy decisions are made, but the day to day nitty-gritty has been done by 
him and that is what he is shifting.  They all take talking, investigating and contacting 
other people and interactions with adjacent municipalities; this all takes time and effort. 
 
Mr. DePaolo thought it still sounded nebulous and he wanted an answer in plain 
English what Bill would be going in the organizational pyramid.  Does Bill come in and 
dedicate 2 hours to zoning, or does he come in and make a call here or there, or what 
does it actually mean?  We have 4 people in Planning plus support staff.  Mr. Engman 
said that Bill would be playing the same role he would be and there is a lot of stuff that 
he works on that does not fit on regular reports.  There are meetings he attends to keep 
up with what is going on in the community and it is a combination of administration 
and public policy development.   
 
Mr. Goodman added that he sees himself spending time looking at form based zoning 
working with and researching with Mr. Tasman and drafting items before they go to 
committee.  Also, if we find it is too big of a job to do in-house, we could talk about 
hiring an outside expert, although he did not see us needing that as soon as 2013.  Ms. 
Ritter added that it depends on when we finish the Comp Plan but Mr. Tasman is not 
going to write our zoning ordinance, it will be planning staff and we may need experts 
and consultants.  She felt we could do design standards and tweaking of our current 
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zoning but there are certain aspects that while we can do a lot of the writing, we will 
need guidance from outside.   
 
Ms. Hunter asked what the role of the committees will be in the new zoning 
development process.  Will the COC rand PC review ordinance as it emerges or to 
develop a full-scale ordinance and then bring that to committee for review?  Mr. 
Engman said he has not arrived at an approach and there is a lot of stuff to get through 
in the next year as the Comp Plan is completed and the next steps are fleshed out an we 
need to make sure everyone is included.  Ms. Hunter wanted to make sure that we 
formulate the procedure and timeline for the SEQR process.  Ms. Ritter thought we 
would be able to start the next step once the draft Comp Plan is submitted to the Town 
Board. 
 
Mr. Engman asked if there were any more questions regarding the 2013 budget. 
 
Ms. Hunter stated that she was uncomfortable adopting the budget tonight since our 
website still lists a budget meeting in November.  She felt it was confusing to the public 
and we have mixed meetings this year and last where in previous years, we have kept 
budget and regular items separate.  Mr. Engman responded that we schedule the 
second budget meeting in case we need it, but it is more for the board than the public.  
We sometimes cancel meetings if we have no business for them.  He added that we 
need to see if there are any questions that will necessitate having another meeting.  
 
Ms. Hunter had questions about capital projects and bonding and the materials that Mr. 
Solvig prepared.  She wondered if by bundling our projects for bonding, do we wait 
until the projects have been bid and awarded prior to going out for bond or not?  Mr. 
Solvig said ideally we would wait, but do not have to if it is advantageous for us to go 
ahead prior.  She asked if the Board could still comment on projects that are slated or 
have gone out to bond and he responded yes. 
 
Ms. Hunter asked Mr. Weber about the salt storage barn and whether we have 
specifications and Mr. Weber responded that we do not, but he had distribute an 
engineer’s estimate on the job.  Mr. Weber explained the estimate and needs of the 
building.  Other municipalities who have done similar buildings and did not reinforce 
the walls and floor, have said they regret that.  She asked if we could use the building 
for something else, and Mr. Weber responded that we do not have room on the lot to 
leave it.  He is hoping that we will be able to re-use some of the existing concrete which 
will bring down the estimated costs, but we will not know until we start demolition.     
Mr. DePaolo asked about the Coddington Road water main replacement and Mr. 
Weber’s comments about frequent breaks.  He was concerned that we are spending 
money to fix something before the county redoes the road.    Mr. Weber responded that 
the County is 3-5 years out on redoing the road and we spend a lot of money now fixing 
breaks as they happen which also inconveniences residents and costs more because they 
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have to be done right then.  Mr. Weber thought we average 3-4 breaks a year right now 
and it will only get worse and there is no guarantee that the county will do the road in 
the 3-5 years they are saying now.   
 
Ms. Hunter asked about the 5 year capital improvement program that lists projects and 
capital expenditures and asked if by adopting this budget, the board was approving 
everything listed.  Mr. Engman responded that we are not; the list was included for 
information but each expenditure comes up each year for discussion and approval by 
the budget committee first and then the full board.  
 
Ms. Hunter spoke about having some way to evaluate the capital expenditures and 
going forward having some criteria to evaluate and project out the life of our assets.  
Mr. Engman talked about the process now of staff making suggestions which go to the 
department head, which goes to either the budget or public works committee for review 
and recommendation to the town board.  He thought we have done a very good job at 
long-range planning as evidenced by our not borrowing anywhere near what we are 
allowed.  Mr. Weber added that we base our replacement schedule on the life of the 
facility, maintenance history, etc.  Ms. Hunter requested that it would be nice for the 
board to understand the story behind the capital expenditures because they are 
approving the funding.   Discussion followed on ways this could be done and staff are 
working on it.   
 
Mr. DePaolo asked Mr. Solvig about his handout and it looks like it spikes and then 
levels.  Mr. Solvig responded that it is difficult to say because some things may not be 
identified and this schedule is based on what we have identified today on the estimated 
costs we have today.  Are we assuming that we are borrowing more now to take 
advantage of circumstances or will we continue to borrow at this level?  Mr. Solvig said 
that we can’t really know because we won’t know what emergencies or failures might 
happen and what the rate climate will be.  Ms. Hunter asked about the affect on the tax 
rate and Mr. Solvig explained his handout on which he broke out the affect on the tax 
rate by fund and capital project.   (Attachment #4) All projections are based on factors 
right now – assessments – costs- interest rates.   
 
Mr. Engman noted that we have the motion on the floor to accept the preliminary 
budget as the final budget.  Ms. Hunter asked that we do not advertise multiple budget 
meetings.   
 
There were no changes to the draft resolution as submitted.   
 
TB Resolution No. 2012 - 187:  Adoption of the Town of Ithaca 2013 Preliminary 
Budget as the Town of Ithaca 2013 Final Budget 
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WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca held a public hearing at 215 North 
Tioga Street, Ithaca, New York on the 15th day of October 2012, for the purpose of 
considering the Town of Ithaca 2013 Preliminary Budget; and  
 
WHEREAS, at such time and place all persons interested in the proposed budget were 
heard concerning the same; 
 
Now, therefore, be it  
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby approves the adoption of the Town of Ithaca 
2013 Preliminary Budget as the Town of Ithaca 2013 Final Budget. 
 
Moved:  Pat Leary    Seconded:  Eric Levine 
Vote :  Ayes – Leary, Levine, DePaolo, Hunter, Goodman and Engman 
Absent:  Horwitz 
 
 
AGENDA ITEM #9       Consider approval of award of contract for Harris B Dates Dr. 
construction project and establishment of Capital Project fund 
 
No changes to the draft resolution as presented.    
 

TB Resolution No. 2012- 188:  Authorization to Award Contract and Establishment of 
Capital Project Fund for the Reconstruction of Harris B. Dates Drive Project  

WHEREAS:  On October 15, 2012, the Director of Public Works/Highway 
Superintendent received bids for the Town of Ithaca Reconstruction of Harris B. Dates 
Drive Project for the reconstruction of Harris B. Dates Drive from the intersection of 
NYS Rte 96 to the entrance of Cayuga Medical Center, matching the existing length and 
width, and other related ancillary facilities, and 
 
WHEREAS: The Director of Public Works has reviewed the bids and qualifications of 
the bidders and has recommended that the low bid of $219,767.00 for the total project 
made by Bothar Construction, 170 East Service Road, Binghamton, NY 13901, is a 
qualified bid, and 
 
WHEREAS: At the October 17, 2011, Town Board meeting, the Town Board adopted a 
2012 Ithaca Town Budget which included monies for the construction of improvements 
to Harris B Dates Drive identifying the maximum amount of $250,000.00 to be 
expended by the Town of Ithaca for this improvement, and 
 
WHEREAS, at its regular meeting on October 15, 2012, the Town Board has determined 
approval, construction and implementation of the Improvement are a Type II Action 
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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 “repaving of existing highways not involving the 
addition of new travel lanes”, "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; 
 
RESOLVED: that the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca authorizes the award of the 
contract for the Town of Ithaca Reconstruction of Harris B. Dates Drive project to Bothar 
Construction, subject to final approval of the contract documents by the Town Engineer 
and Attorney for the Town, and be it further 
 
RESOLVED: that the Town Supervisor is authorized to execute such contract upon such 
approval; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED: that the Director of Public Works is authorized to approve change orders 
to such contract upon receipt of appropriate justification provided that the maximum 
amount of such change orders shall not in the aggregate exceed $20,000.00 without 
prior authorization of this Board, and provided further that the total project cost, does 
not exceed the maximum authorized cost of the project, and be it further 
 
RESOLVED: that the Town Finance Officer is directed and authorized to record all 
necessary and appropriate budgetary and cash transactions transferring $239,767.00, bid 
amount plus contingency, to establish the construction account and $4,100.00 for 
ancillary project and bonding costs, for a total budget of $243,867.00 for the capital 
project fund “Town of Ithaca Reconstruction of Harris B. Dates Drive Project.” 
 
MOVED:  Rich DePaolo  SECONDED:  Bill Goodman   
VOTE    Ayes – DePaolo, Goodman, Hunter, Engman, Levine and Leary 
Absent:  Horwitz 
 
 
AGENDA ITEM #10  Consider approval of Job Classification System and Point 
Factor System 
Moved and seconded for discussion    
 
Ms. Drake explained the status and work done in both the Personnel and Employee 
Relation Committees.  This is a fluid program which is made to be that way because job 
descriptions change and a classification system is never going to be perfect. 
 
 Mr. DePaolo asked if we had to have a point system and Ms. Drake responded that we 
did not, but this is a practice that will help us be organized and systematic in looking at 
all the positions in the town and taking out any discrimination, favoritism and really 
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based on the job descriptions and classifying them against each other in an organized 
hierarchical system and then the wage system that goes with it is an additional piece.  
You could do this without wages.  Mr. DePaolo asked how seniority or performance 
plays into this and Ms. Drake responded that it doesn’t; the person does not play into 
this part at all.  This is position based.  Mr. Goodman added that a lot of this ties into 
civil service and we do not have a lot of control over.  Mr. DePaolo asked if it was an 
aggregate point total that a person needs, or do you have to satisfy each area?  Ms. 
Drake used the example of a civil engineer.  A Civil Engineer requires a Bachelors 
degree plus 2 years of experience; it does not require a PE which is their license.  We 
have someone who has their PE, which is good for the town of ithaca, but we don’t pay 
them any more for that because we are not utilizing their license.  She also explained 
that there a three levels or opportunities of meeting the minimum qualifications with 
flexible ways that include experience and college etc.    
 
No changes to the draft resolution as presented.    
 
TB Resolution No. 2012-189:  Approval of Job Classification System - Job Evaluation 
Criteria, Point Scale and Position Classification Assessment 
 
 WHEREAS, the Town had been using a job classification system that was created 
and approved in 2001; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Personnel and Organization Committee evaluate the system 
with the assistance of a consultant and deemed it to be in need of some revisions to 
better suit the Town of Ithaca’s needs;  
 

WHEREAS, the Personnel and Organization Committee recommends the revised 
Job Classification System, which includes the revised job evaluation criteria, 
classification point scale and position classification assessment; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Personnel and Organization Committee is continuing to evaluate 

the wage scale for the revised Classification System; 
 
Now, therefore, be it 
 
 RESOLVED, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby approve the 
revised Job Classification System, which includes the revised job evaluation criteria, 
classification point scale and position classification assessment; and be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, the approved criteria shall be used to determine job classifications 
for new and existing positions. 
 
MOVED:  Bill Goodman  SECONDED:  Pat Leary   
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VOTE    Ayes – DePaolo, Goodman, Hunter, Engman, Levine and Leary 
Absent:  Horwitz 
 
AGENDA ITEM #11 Consider approval of Planning Department Restructuring 

a. Approve Senior Planner Job Description and creation of 2 Senior Planner 
positions 
 
Mr. DePaolo suggested that the Board have an executive session to discuss the history 
of a particular person prior to discussing this item.  Discussion followed and the board 
decided to move this agenda item to the next meeting and hold an executive session at 
the end of this meeting.   
   
AGENDA ITEM #12 Consider Consent Agenda Items     
No changes to the draft resolution as presented.    
 
TB Resolution No. 2012-190:  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 Minutes of September 24, 2012 – Pulled  
b. Town of Ithaca Abstract 
c. Bolton Point Abstract 
d. Approval of Information Technology Surplus Equipment List 
e. Approval to close the East Shore Drive Capital Project Fund 
f. Approval of Retirement System’s Standard Work Day and Reporting 

Resolution – Pulled  
g. Approval of revised Court Clerk, Engineering Technician I and Senior 

Engineering Technician job descriptions 
 
MOVED:  Tee-Ann Hunter   SECONDED:  Rich DePaolo 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo, Goodman, Engman, Leary and Levine 
Absent:  Horwitz 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012 -190b:  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  
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 RESOLVED, that the governing Town Board hereby authorizes the payment of 
the said vouchers in total for the amounts indicated. 
 
VOUCHER NOS. 2774 - 2842 
 
General Fund Town wide  33,746.78 
General Fund Part Town     8,084.89 
Highway Fund Part Town 14,663.72 
Water Fund 412,247.36 
Sewer Fund 42,140.07 
Fire Protection Fund 289,301.88 
Forest Home Lighting District        187.76 
Glenside Lighting District 57.73 
Renwick Heights Lighting District  80.90 
Eastwood Commons Lighting District        171.42 
Clover Lane Lighting District 20.51 
Winner’s Circle Lighting District 61.42 
Burleigh Drive Lighting District 69.85 
West Haven Road Lighting District 223.52 
Coddington Road Lighting District 132.50 
TOTAL 801,190.31 

 
 
TB Resolution No. 2012-190c: 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:    1230-1300 
Check Numbers:  14105, 14107, 14109-14177 
     
Burdick Hill Tanks Project   $   67,880.95  
N. Trip Rd T-main Project   $     1,747.00 
Operating Fund     $   78,439.56  
 TOTAL    $ 148,067.51 
 
Less Prepaid     $     5,240.16 



TB 10 15 2012 
Page 19 of 24 

 
 TOTAL    $  142,827.35 
  

 
TB resolution No. 2012- 190d:  Disposal of Surplus Computers and Computer 
Equipment 
 
WHEREAS, the Town of Ithaca maintains an inventory of computers and computer 
equipment used by Town staff to conduct the daily business of the Town; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town staff will from time to time identify various computers and 
computer equipment which is surplus, obsolete and no longer needed to conduct the 
daily business of the Town and identify such equipment to the Town Supervisor for the 
purpose of receiving approval to dispose of such equipment; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town staff has reviewed the probable proceeds to be realized from the 
public sale of the surplus computers and computer equipment and has determined that 
the costs to the Town associated with public sale of the identified computers and 
computer equipment will exceed the probable proceeds; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town staff has determined that it would be unlikely to receive 
competitive proposals from public schools, public libraries, or other entities if the Town 
were to try to donate the surplus computers and computer equipment pursuant to the 
provisions of General Municipal Law Sec. 104-c; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is the recommendation of the Town Supervisor to seek the approval of 
this governing Town Board to declare that the equipment identified below is surplus, 
obsolete, and is no longer needed by the Town 
 

MAKE MODEL SERIAL 
NUMBER 

HARD 
DRIVE 

YEAR 
PURCHASED

 Compaq Evo PC D5D U301KN8ZB072 No  
 Compaq PC D51S X213JYGZA041 No  
 Compaq PC D510 CMT USV33603XN No 1998 
 Compaq Evo PC  D510CMT 6X33KN8ZE0VL No 1998 
 Compaq Evo PC  D510CMT 6X33KN8ZE16C No 2000 
 Compaq Evo PC  D510CMT 6X33KN8ZE164 No 2000 
HP  dc5700SFF MXM706033R No 2006 
HP  dc5700 MXM70503LV No 2006 
HP dc5700SFF MXM70603WX No 2006 
 HP/Compaq PC  dx2200 MT MXL7080B9S No 2007 
 HP/Compaq PC   dc5100 MT 2UA52308MV No 2006 
 HP/Compaq PC   d530 USU407058G No 2003 
 HP/Compaq PC   D530 USU3440G47 No 2004 
 HP/Compaq PC   dc5000MT 2UA5470SV0 No 2005 
DELL Laptop Latitude C640 47BD21 No 2002 
DELL Laptop Latitude 110L  5WK6M71 No 2005 
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MAKE MODEL SERIAL 

NUMBER 
Hard 

DRIVE 
YEAR 

PURCHASED
DELL Laptop Latitude 110L 9YK6M71 No 2005 
Compaq Pro Notebook P120 138676-03 No 2000 

Sony 
CPD-G520 
Trinitron 8054410 

n/a 2000 

Sony 
CPD-G520 
Trinitron 8046496 

n/a 2000 

Sony 
CPD-G520 
Trinitron 8027002 

n/a 2000 

Sony 
CPD-G520 
Trinitron 8051813 

n/a 2000 

ViewSonic P220f 43e035300411 n/a 2003 
Compaq S910 944GD43AD734 n/a 2004 
Compaq 7500 053GW65TY899 n/a 2004 
Compaq 1501 CN2467B783 n/a 2005 
Compaq 1501 CN2467B800 n/a 2005 
Compaq 1501 CN2467B959 n/a 2005 
Compaq 1501 CN2467B924 n/a 2005 
HP 1502 CNC3490BFF n/a 2005 
Brother Fax Machine Intelli Fax 1270e u60302e6k369778 n/a Mid 1990s 
3Com Hubs/Managed 
Switches 

(Two) TP4 
&TP12 7gdv093610 and 11 

n/a Mid 1990s 

“ “ 
(Three) Catalyst 
2900  FAB0422PP07W 

n/a 2000 

“ “ “ “ FAB0422P08X n/a 2000 
“ “ “ “ FAB0422Q08E n/a 2000 

Duofone Answering Machine 
TAD-312 
Microcassette 221694 

n/a Mid 1990 

Motorola handheld 2-way radio (Three) HT 1000  n/a ? 
Johnson UHF, FM Basestation PPL 6000  n/a ? 
Casio Cell Phones (Four) GzOne   2005 
Samsung Cell Phone (Four) Samsung   2006 

Electronic Calendars 
(One) iPod 
Touch  

 2008 

 
(Eleven) Palm 
Tungsten E, T/X  

 2004 

Accessories 

(Four) HP 
Docking 
Stations  

 2010 

 Mice/Keyboards   ? 
 Charges/Cases   ? 

 
now therefore be it 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board does hereby declare that the computers and 
computer equipment identified above is surplus, obsolete, and is no longer needed by 
the Town; and be it further 
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RESOLVED, that the Town Board finds that the transfer of computer software installed 
on the computers and computer equipment identified above would not cause a breech 
of a computer software license agreement or an infringement of a copyright; and be it 
further 

 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby directs Town staff to discard and dispose of 
the computers and computer equipment identified above in the most economical and 
environmentally responsible manner currently available and consistent with the best 
interests of the Town of Ithaca. 
 
  
TB Resolution No. 2012– 190e:  Authorization to close the East Shore Drive Water Main 
Replacement Capital Project Fund 
 
WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca authorized the East Shore Drive Water Main 
Replacement Capital Project Fund under Resolution No. 2011-083 on May 9, 2011; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Town Highway Superintendent/Director of Public Works and Town Engineer 
have certified East Shore Drive Water Main Replacement 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 $366,105.20; 
 
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 East Shore Drive Water Main Replacement 
Capital Project Fund; and be it further 
 
RESOLVED, that the Town Board approves, authorizes and directs the remaining equity in the 
East Shore Drive Water Main Replacement 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. 2012-190g:  Approval of revised Court Clerk, Engineering 
Technician I and Senior Engineering Technician job descriptions 
 
 WHEREAS, as part of the job classification system project staff and management 
have been reviewing job descriptions for needed revisions; and 
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 WHEREAS, the Personnel and Organization Committee reviewed the revisions 
made and recommend approving the revised job descriptions for Court Clerk, 
Engineering Technician I and Senior Engineering Technician;  
 

Now, therefore, be it 
 
 RESOLVED, the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca does hereby approve the 
revised job descriptions for Court Clerk, Engineering Technician I and Senior 
Engineering Technician. 
 
Pulled items – non substantive change made to the minutes  
 
TB RESOLUTION NO.  2012- 191:  Approval of Minutes of September 24, 2012 
 
WHEREAS, the draft minutes of the September 24, 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 September 24, 2012 of the Town Board of the Town of Ithaca. 
 
MOVED:  Tee-Ann Hunter   SECONDED:  Rich DePaolo 
VOTE:  Ayes – Hunter, DePaolo. Engman, Goodman, Leary, and Levine 
 
Discussion on what the 6-hours a day meant in a practical sense.  The distinction is that 
6 hours a day is the state definition of part-time, this is NOT what we are reporting the 
people listed work, it is simply what the state defines as part-time.  The last column is 
per PAY PERIOD not per day.  
 
TB Resolution No. 2012- 192: Retirement System’s Standard Work Day and Reporting 
Resolution  

 
BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town of Ithaca hereby establishes the following as standard 
work days for elected and appointed officials and will report the following days 
worked to the New York State and Local Employees' Retirement System based on the 
record of activities maintained and submitted by these officials to the clerk of this body: 
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Title 
 

Name 
 

Social 
Security 
Number  

(Last  
4 digits) 

 

 
Registration 

Number 

 
Standard 

Work 
Day  

 
(Hrs/day) 

 
Term 

Begins/
Ends 

 
Participates 
Employer’s 

Time 
Keeping 
System  
(Y/N) 

 
Days/Month  

 
(based on Record 

of Activities) 

Elected Officials  

Town Supervisor 
Herbert J.  
Engman  

  
6.0 

1/2012-
12/2015  Y 

10/ pay 

Councilperson 
William 
Goodman 

  
6.0 

1/2012-
12/2015  Y 

5-10/pay 

Councilperson Eric Levine 
  

6.0 
1/2012-
12/2015  N 

5.15/pay 

Councilperson 
Patricia 
Leary 

  
6.0 

1/2010- 
12/2013 N 

3.44/pay 

Justice David Klein 
  

6.0 
1/2009-
12/2012 Y 3.20/pay 

Appointed Officials 

Town Clerk 
Paulette 
Terwilliger 

  
8.0 

1/2012/2
014 Y 10/pay 

Highway 
Superintendent James Weber 

  
8.0 

1/1212/2
014 Y 10/pay 

 
Moved:  Rich DePaolo  Seconded:  Bill Goodman 
Vote:  Ayes – DePaolo, Goodman, Hunter, Levine, Engman and Leary 
  
AGENDA ITEM #13 Reports of Town Officials 
  
Town Boardroom layout – Mr. Engman explained that we would like to try an 
experiment because right now we share the space and chairs have to be flipped at least 
twice a week and by using one direction, we will also gain a lot of space.  Also, the court 
is reviewed by the New York State Unified Court System (NYSUCS) and continually 
gets marked down for security inadequacy because the chairs are singular and could be 
thrown.  The NYSUCS like at least three bound together.  The idea is to move the 
horseshoe to the other end, in front of the Bench but they will be able to move off to the 
side on court days.  Discussion followed.   
 
 Town Board luncheon dates – sign up sheet was sent around and will be sent 
electronically.  
 
AGENDA ITEM #14 Reports of Town Committees  
AGENDA ITEM #15 Intermunicipal Organizations 
AGENDA ITEM #16 Review of Correspondence 
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Motion made by Mr. DePaolo to enter executive session to discuss the employment 
history of a certain individual, seconded by Mr. Goodman. Unanimous (7:56p.m.) 
 
Motion made by Ms. Hunter, seconded by Mr. DePaolo to come out of executive session 
at 8:37 p.m.  Unanimous 
 
Consider Adjournment 
Motion made by Mr. Levine, seconded by Mr. Goodman at 8:38 p.m.  Unanimous. 
 
Submitted by  
 
______________________________ 
Paulette Terwilliger, Town Clerk 
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