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Introduction

INTRODUCTION
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN EFFORT
The City of Ithaca is preparing a new Comprehensive Plan. The objective is
to articulate a vision for the future of Ithaca with clear goals and policies, and
to create a blueprint that identifies the strategies and actions needed to
achieve that future. Although many plans have been prepared in Ithaca for
different geographic and issue areas, there has not been a full communitywide General Plan put in place since 1971.
The City of Ithaca Comprehensive Plan will have multiple points of focus: (1)
examining planning issues at the community level, (2) understanding the
city’s relationship to the overall urban area and surrounding institutions of
higher education, and (3) preparing a future growth strategy that is focused
on environmental sustainability, equity, and universal design principles. The
Comprehensive Plan will guide future planning and development in areas
including, but not limited to, affordable housing, transportation systems,
economic development, community building, and quality of life enhancement.
Sustainability concepts and principles will be integrated throughout the plan.

P HASE I

OF THE

C OMPREHENSIVE P LAN P ROCESS

The City of Ithaca Planning and Development Board is responsible for the
preparation and recommendation of a new Comprehensive Plan to the
Common Council, which has the exclusive power to formally adopt the plan
for the City. The Board has established a Comprehensive Plan Committee
that meets regularly to review interim products, manage the public
participation process, and provide guidance and direction on the preparation
of the new Comprehensive Plan. Particular care was taken to assemble a
committee representing diverse interests and to reflect a cross-section of
opinions and perspectives.
The preparation of the new Comprehensive Plan will be a two-phase effort.
This Phase I Plan is to focus on an overall vision for the city, resulting in an
“umbrella document.” Phase II, which will follow, will involve more detailed
neighborhood plans and thematic plans. This Phase I plan will set the
context for Phase II implementation actions.
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Introduction

ABOUT THE PLANNING ISSUES REPORT
P URPOSE
This Planning Issues Report is one of three documents that set the stage for
writing the Phase I Comprehensive Plan. The purpose of this report is to
synthesize input from a series of meetings with the Comprehensive Plan
Committee and from public engagement events and, using this information,
present the key issues that should be addressed in the new Comprehensive
Plan. This information is important because it will be combined with a set of
facts and information compiled in a companion document, a Planning
Influences Report, to help establish the framework and foundation for drafting
the new Comprehensive Plan.
It is important to note that the intent of this document is neither to draw any
conclusions, nor to limit the range of issues that will be addressed in the
Comprehensive Plan. The intent is to organize and present the range of
input that has been gathered thus far.

C ONTEXT

OF THE

R EPORT

This report summarizes and categorizes input from numerous meetings and
interviews, as well as written comments gathered since the beginning of this
process — from September 2011 through March 2012.
It is important to note that future input will also be incorporated as the
planning process continues. This document does not limit the discussion of
issues. It is intended to capture the ideas that have surfaced to date for
setting goals, affirming values, and designing strategies that will help the city
maintain its unique and valuable character as it moves forward.

O RGANIZATION

OF

R EPORT

This report is organized into three parts (following an Introduction):
•

PART 1: A description of the Public Engagement Strategy that has
been undertaken since the process began in September 2011, including
Committee meetings, stakeholder meetings, a public workshop,
individual surveys, and an extensive group of community meetings
organized and conducted by Comprehensive Plan Committee members

•

PART 2: Planning Issues - A discussion of key ideas identified during
the process.

•

PART 3: A presentation of What Has Been Learned including
identification of issues where there seems to be agreement, issues
where community members have experienced divergent opinions, and
issues that need more discussion.

Appendix 1 offers lists of the stakeholders involved in the process.
Appendix 2 contains the comment form used for the individual surveys.
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PART 1:
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT STRATEGY
APPROACH
The first part of the Comprehensive Plan process is to examine issues at the
community level. The initiative started with gathering and synthesizing data
and meeting with residents, stakeholders, and community leaders to identify
key issues and influences that will become a part of the new Comprehensive
Plan. Details on the committees, individuals, and community groups involved
in the process so far are included below as well as a timeline of the public
engagement process.

COMPONENTS OF THE PUBLIC PROCESS
The community engagement and outreach pursued to date has utilized a
multi-lateral approach. Beginning in mid-2011, a series of stakeholder
meetings was held: one-on-one meetings with community members;
meetings with standing boards, agencies and organizations; work sessions
with City staff; and conversations with college and university representatives
to gather individual input. A major public workshop was held to offer
information about the new Comprehensive Plan and to elicit ideas about
major issues facing the city. Beginning in January and continuing through
April 2012, the Comprehensive Plan Committee also reached out to the
public through 21 neighborhood meetings and focus groups. Finally,
individual surveys were distributed throughout the community and made
available online. A timeline is shown below, followed by descriptions of each
stage of the process.

Public Process Details:
• Public Workshop
• 38 Individual or Small
Group Interviews
• 21 Neighborhood
Meetings & Focus
Groups
• 817 Survey Responses
• 17 Written Comments

P UBLIC E NGAGEMENT T IMELINE
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P UBLIC E NGAGEMENT D ETAILS
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•

Comprehensive Plan Committee –The Comprehensive Plan
Committee has been meeting monthly since September 2011. A key
th
discussion took place on September 20 , in which the Committee
used a structured process to first identify a wide variety of topics that
are important to address in the Comprehensive Plan process, and
then participated in a priority-setting exercise to group the topics and
reach consensus on priority areas for consideration. Since this
meeting, the Committee has played a key role in managing the
public participation process through its facilitation of neighborhood
meetings and focus groups and oversight of the community survey.
In addition, the Committee has welcomed public comments at its
monthly meetings, and community members have spoken on a wide
range of topics including neighborhood concerns, sustainability
issues, and parking.

•

Stakeholder Meetings – Beginning in September 2011, multiple
stakeholder meetings were conducted with residents, business
representatives, community leaders, college and university
representatives, and City advisory boards and committees. In each
meeting, stakeholders were asked to speak about issues, concerns,
and opportunities facing the City of Ithaca now and over the next
decade.

•

Comprehensive Plan Public Workshop – On November 14, 2011,
a Comprehensive Plan Public Workshop was held at the Greater
Ithaca Activities Center (GIAC) gymnasium on West Court Street.
Close to 100 community members took part in this discussion of how
to preserve and enhance the city’s character as the city moves into
the future. The agenda for the evening included a presentation of
the Comprehensive Plan process and issues that had been
identified. Participants were first asked to express opinions about
the importance of various issues facing the city and then to
participate in small-group discussions to generate ideas that should
be explored and addressed in the new Comprehensive Plan.

•

Neighborhood Meetings & Focus Groups – To build upon the
input being gathered, the Comprehensive Plan Committee organized
a number of neighborhood meetings and focus groups to discuss the
new Comprehensive Plan. More than 20 meetings were held, and
participants voiced their opinions on the city’s strengths and
weaknesses and shared their visions for Ithaca’s future.

•

Individual Surveys – In January 2012, the Comprehensive Plan
Committee and the City of Ithaca Planning and Development
Department expanded the effort to gather public input through
electronic and hard-copy surveys. The survey asked respondents
their opinions on 14 open-ended questions, covering topics ranging
from housing and transportation to parks and the downtown area.
The level of response was tremendous, with almost 5,000 individual
comments from over 800 residents (amounting to over 400 pages of
printed text).
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P UBLIC R ESPONSE
This public engagement process has resulted in a rich array of opinions and
suggestions that establish a solid foundation for the Comprehensive Plan
moving forward. The next section of this report presents the information that
has been gathered and highlights the key themes that repeatedly emerged
from the responses.
This document also includes a sampling of specific comments and
suggestions that have been made by Ithaca residents. The phrases in
quotation marks throughout the document are all direct quotes of Ithaca
residents. Some of the specific suggestions that were offered are included in
the blue boxes at the end of each theme or topic.

ITHACA PLANNING ISSUES REPORT

9/13/2012

5

Part 2: Planning Issues

PART 2:
PLANNING ISSUES
OVERVIEW
This part of the report presents the feedback that has been gathered to date
through the public process with respect to the major planning issues
residents think are the most important facing Ithaca today. This information
is important because it will help guide the Comprehensive Plan initiative
moving forward, ensuring that the Plan will address the topics most critical to
Ithaca residents.
This document organizes the public comments around 10 major issues that
were repeatedly raised during the process:
• Transportation
• Housing
• Neighborhoods
• Economy
• College/University
• Downtown & the Commons
• Parks, Trails, & Open Space
• Environmental Issues
• Community Issues
• City Government
While residents expressed agreement on many issues, such as the need for
more affordable housing in the city, other issues, such as parking
regulations, elicited a wider range of responses, with community members
expressing differing opinions on how a given issue should be addressed. For
those topics, the differing opinions are highlighted and flagged in Part 3 for
future discussion in the Comprehensive Plan process.
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ISSUES RAISED
T RANSPORTATION
Addressing transportation and mobility issues in the Comprehensive Plan is
a key issue for Ithaca residents.
The general consensus is that, for a city of its size, Ithaca has a good public
transit system, with a range of transportation options available to residents.
Many people commented that they use alternative forms of transportation for
at least some of their trips, including biking, taking the bus, or using Ithaca
CarShare.
In the future, residents would like to see continued efforts and policies that
focus on increasing the range of transportation options, so that Ithaca
continues to become a less car-centric community. By improving existing
options and creating entirely new ones, the hope is that more residents will
use alternative forms of transportation and become less dependent on
single-occupancy vehicles.
In both the group responses and the individual surveys, stakeholders
suggested that developing a comprehensive transportation network would
encourage people to use public transit more often and drive their vehicles
less. Many residents mentioned they would be willing to take alternative
modes of transportation more often but believe current public transit services
and infrastructure are inadequate to meet their needs. Specific areas
suggested for improvement included:
•

Public Transit;

•

Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities; and

•

Parking.

Public Transit
When surveyed, people who said they drive cars most of the time rather than
use public transit said they needed a car for work, errands, or school.
Reasons for not using bus service included: (1) current routes are
insufficient to take them where they need to go; and (2) current public transit
schedules do not meet their needs. The lack of a grocery store within
walking distance of downtown was one reason many people cited for
needing to drive as often as they do. Several people indicated that “more
direct bus routes to places like the Farmers Market and Wegmans/Walmart
would encourage more bus use.”
With respect to routes, the general consensus is that downtown bus service
is adequate and works well for those who live and work there. However,
service outside of the Cornell-downtown area is not as good, preventing
many people living or working outside of the downtown area from taking the
buses.
Residents also suggested extending service hours so that bus schedules
better accommodate their needs. Limited or no night service was cited as
the primary concern with current service hours.
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“The bus routes should go
further out to communities
that have grown in the last
5-10 years. I am three
miles from the nearest bus
stop, otherwise I would
have gladly taken the bus
to campus most days.”

“Bus routes need to run
later into the evenings. I
know some people who
bus to work, but work late,
so then they go home in
the afternoon to get their
car and drive back to
work.”
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“More needs to be done to
encourage bicycling,
including more traffic
calming, bike boulevard
implementation, more
frequent lane repainting,
and better road shoulder
maintenance and cleaning.
‘Soft’ measures like
education campaigns and
public events should also
be ramped up.”

Many community members have also found TCAT service confusing. It was
suggested that TCAT improve wayfinding mechanisms and add route
information and travel times to signage. Several residents indicated they
would be more likely to use bus service if they better understood the system.
Along with increasing service throughout the city, residents also want
improvements made to regional transportation, specifically “more public
transit options to Syracuse, Rochester, and Binghamton.” Residents often
travel to these regional destinations for medical care, shopping, and events.
Without a vehicle, transportation to these locations is often inconvenient and
expensive.
Other comments included:

“If you want to encourage
walking in certain areas,
widen the sidewalks and
remove parking meters.
Also, there are terrible
intersection and traffic
patterns in Ithaca; toss the
current system out the
door and totally redesign
this. Have a bold vision on
bike paths. Make actual
bike roadways, not bike
lanes, real roadways.
Figure out a way to make
bike roadways that are
distinct from car roadways.
Set a model for bicycle
transportation as not
simply something that
travels along the side of
car lanes.”

“Ithaca has been eroded by
parking lots and roads.
Sprawl has been eating
away at our natural lands,
public and private.
Eliminating parking
requirements, with
allowing for mixing of uses,
over time will reduce the
need to drive and preserve
our natural lands.”

•

Residents expressed enthusiastic support for Ithaca CarShare and
encouraged the City to promote car sharing options.

•

Cabs/taxis are too expensive but are sometimes the only option.

Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities
Improvements to the city’s infrastructure were also mentioned by a majority
of respondents as necessary to increase the amount of walking and biking as
a means of transportation. Many residents think city streets are unsafe for
bicyclists, particularly those just learning to bike. More bike lanes, with better
connections to each other, and more bike-related amenities, including
increased lighting, improved lane demarcations, bike facilities (e.g., showers
and lockers), additional bike racks, and covered and secure bike parking
were all specifically mentioned as improvements that people thought would
increase bike usage. Such improvements would not only address safety
concerns but would also enhance the experience of bicycling through the
city.
Many were concerned about the lack of sidewalks in the city and would like
to see sidewalks on all city streets. There was also concern about the state
of disrepair of existing sidewalks. While the City has a sidewalk program,
residents urged the City to find a better way to fund repairs and
improvements. Several residents requested an advance notification
procedure for sidewalk closures to alleviate impacts on pedestrian travel.
Another important pedestrian issue was safety at intersections, and residents
noted that many key intersections are not pedestrian-friendly. To address
pedestrian safety, respondents suggested utilizing leading pedestrian
intervals at traffic signals and installing raised crosswalks at high-volume
intersections. Additional walkability issues are discussed in more detail later
in this report under, “Neighborhoods.”

Parking
City residents frequently identified parking as a transportation issue that must
be addressed in the Comprehensive Plan. While there was consensus that it
must be addressed in some way, initial public input made it clear that it is a
controversial topic, with diverging opinions on how the City should handle
parking.
A primary focus of this parking debate involves off-street parking
requirements. Some believe the City’s current requirements are too high.
Many said that decreasing the number of parking spaces will encourage
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more people to use alternative modes of transportation, noting that “the only
way to reduce the number of cars…is to make it extremely inconvenient and
expensive to park.” Others noted that the requirements act as an
impediment to new development. In addition, some respondents stated that
they feel that the off-street parking requirements have had negative impacts
on the streetscape, including excess surface parking and multiple curb cuts.
Others believe, however, that the requirements are necessary to
accommodate all of the cars, and that sufficient parking would not be
provided without them. Residents also expressed concern that with lower or
no off-street parking requirements, parking would spillover onto the streets of
surrounding neighborhoods. The off-street parking requirements are critical
for protecting the character of the city’s neighborhoods. For this reason,
some residents applauded the Residential Parking Permit System that is in in
place on much of East Hill and areas adjacent to the Cornell University
campus. Others commented that these neighborhood parking restrictions
are too stringent and should not prevent non-residents from being able to
park on city streets.
Comments also differed on the issue of downtown parking. Again, some
community members said they wanted to see fewer surface parking lots
downtown, noting the proximity of multiple TCAT routes as well as walking
and biking options. Others believe the downtown parking supply is too
limited. They said the lack of parking discourages people from visiting and
shopping downtown and only encourages drivers to use off-street parking in
the city’s neighborhoods. Many people also commented on the high cost of
parking downtown, noting that this is now an additional expense when one
drives to the area.

“Downtown parking is
inadequate, and
downtown residential
property owners are
suffering. Continue
protecting residential
neighborhoods, and stop
granting parking variances
for businesses.”

“Residential parking permit
systems lead to tons of
wasted curb-side parking.
All citizens pay for city
streets and curb-side
parking... Such parking
should not go
underutilized.”

Other specific concerns raised over parking issues were:
•

Overall parking management in the city should be improved;

•

The need for automated parking meters that accept credit cards;

•

The paving of back yards for parking lots is having a negative impact on
the character of the city’s neighborhoods; and

•

Parking payment equipment (e.g., meters and pay stations) can be
difficult to access, particularly for people with disabilities.
Specific Suggestions Regarding Transportation Include :
•

Installing infrastructure to allow electric cars to plug into the grid on the
street;

•

Promoting electric bikes and providing charging stations;

•

Working toward developing Complete Streets;

•

Creating and/or promoting a bike-share program;

•

Considering the use of “parallel neighborhood streets as
bicycle/pedestrian only streets, where cars may use the street only on a
one-block basis, and only to access destinations on that block.

•

Installing a Trondheim-style (Norway) bike lift going up Buffalo Street so
bikers could ride all the way up the hill to campus without needing the
bus;

•

Connecting Greyhound/Trailways buses and TCAT service and making
the inter-city bus station a TCAT hub; and

•

Creating more Park & Ride lots at the edge of the city.
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H OUSING

“Affordability of housing in
Ithaca continues to be
challenging for young
professionals and hourly
wage-earners. The high
rate of occupancy in rental
units is skewed by the high
number of students who
live off campus. The high
rates that are affordable to
students and their parents
are frequently too high for
those who work in the City.
Likewise, the cost of real
estate is often also out of
reach of the average
worker in the city.”

“Lots of people who don't
qualify as low-income
would want to live
Downtown or in historic,
central neighborhoods, but
are priced into suburban
development, and/or the
quality of housing in
central locations has
deteriorated to the point of
undesirability.”

“We need a variety of
housing options within the
city - in the flats especially
and on the bus lines - that
is in keeping with the
nature of our current style.
Rather than creating blocks
of low-income housing, it
makes more sense to me to
integrate affordable
housing throughout the
city.”

10

When asked about the key concerns and problems facing Ithaca today,
housing surfaced more than any other topic. There is a perception that the
city’s current housing stock is in short supply, lacks diversity of both pricing
and type, and is generally over-priced. Specifically, four major themes
emerged:
•

Housing Prices & Affordability;

•

Location;

•

Variety of Housing Options; and

•

Homelessness.

Housing Prices & Affordability
Community members expressed concern regarding a lack of quality housing
that is affordable to lower- and middle-income groups in the city. To
underline the importance of this issue:
•

“Developing affordable housing” was one of the top 5 issues the
Comprehensive Plan Committee thought needed the most attention in
developing the Comprehensive Plan;.

•

98% of respondents ranked it as “very important” or “important” during
the survey polling in November;

•

It was mentioned as an important issue by all 22 neighborhood or focus
groups; and

•

It was one of the most common answers in response to the question on
“key concerns/problems” in the individual surveys.

High rents and mortgages, combined with high property taxes, mean a
significant portion of people’s paychecks must go to the cost of housing in
Ithaca. This pushes some who work in Ithaca but are unable to afford the
rents or housing prices to seek housing outside of the city limits. Others are
able to find housing within the city but are forced into unsafe or substandard
units due to affordability concerns. In other cases, renters continue to rent
because their dreams of owning their own home within the city are
unaffordable.
While housing affordability is a national concern, many residents believe
Ithaca faces some unique barriers to affordability not faced by other
communities. First is the concern is that, given the high number of college
students in Ithaca, the housing market caters largely to college students, with
rents outpricing what an average resident in the city can afford. Secondly,
the large percentage of tax-exempt property results in a tax base that is small
for a city of Ithaca’s size. Many residents believe this makes property taxes
too high, further pricing lower- and middle-income families out of city
housing.
Stakeholders repeatedly stated that the affordability issue is not just a
concern for the lower-income population, but also for seniors and working
families looking for middle-income housing. Residents cite high taxes as a
major barrier to home ownership within the city. Middle-income housing is in
great demand, and due to pricing and lack of availability, would-be residents
often seek housing outside the city.
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Location
In addition to increasing the number of affordable housing options, residents
emphasized that the location of new housing is equally important. Housing
units, particularly lower-income housing, should be located throughout the
city but specifically located along transit routes, near employment centers,
and within walking distance to essential services.

“The older, historical
houses are charming and
shouldn't all be torn down
to make way for huge
apartment complexes... we
still need the Victorian
charm in Ithaca.”

Variety of Housing Options
Community members frequently observed that the city’s current housing
stock does not offer a wide variety of housing types. Those who shared this
concern believe that the lack of housing options is “limiting the
demographics” for the younger generation, the senior citizen population, and
the working middle class, and that this lack of variety forces some people to
look to outside the city for housing. In individual surveys, some responders
mentioned they would like to live downtown but believe the older houses are
too large, outdated, and often in a state of disrepair. They would like to see
smaller, more modern choices available to rent or purchase, such as
townhouses, condos, and smaller, mid-range single-family houses.
At the same time, many residents state that they highly value the character of
the city’s established neighborhoods and its older homes. They would like to
ensure these neighborhoods are protected as new development occurs and
that this development is compatible with the existing character. Some
residents suggested programs or incentives to repair and preserve highquality, older homes, as well as retrofits to make them more energy-efficient.

“[Ithaca needs]…places for
people in their 30’s to
purchase and be invested
in this city, but places that
aren't 80 years old and
falling apart. Young
professional people want
to concentrate on their
family and jobs, not on
remodeling and fixing an
old house.”

Residents would like to see housing of all types be universally accessible to
better accommodate the housing needs of the Ithaca population.
Respondents noted that many rental and owner-occupied units within the city
are not accessible to people with disabilities and that future new construction,
as well as housing rehabilitation projects, should be accessible to all.

Homelessness
Finally, homelessness was recognized as a growing concern within the city,
and many would like to see the City pay more attention to helping homeless
individuals and families get the services and help they need.
‘The Jungle’ was identified as another problem facing the city. While many
indicated they would like to see this area cleaned up, they also want to find a
solution that helps those who are currently living there.
Specific Suggestions Regarding Housing Included :
•

Requiring annual maintenance for rental units to improve safety;

•

Developing programs to help existing rundown housing and
apartments be turned back into owner-occupied homes; and

•

Allowing access to short-term tax abatements.
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N EIGHBORHOODS
Neighborhoods were a common topic at the community meetings and focus
groups, as well as in the survey responses. One resident described Ithaca
as a “city of neighborhoods,” and it is clear from the comments that this is a
characteristic of the community that residents truly value. Many residents
spoke about the sense of community within their neighborhood, noting that
they know their neighbors and it is “easy to connect to the wonderful people”
there.
While many offered glowing comments about their neighborhoods, they also
identified related issues they would like to see addressed in the
Comprehensive Plan. Comments centered around five major areas:
•

Neighborhood Character;

•

Walkability;

•

Mixed-Use Neighborhoods;

•

Edge/Transition Issues; and

•

New Development & Infill Development.

Neighborhood Character
Throughout this first phase of the public input process, residents from all of
the city’s neighborhoods spoke about neighborhood character. “My
neighborhood” or specific neighborhoods were common responses when
stakeholders were asked about their favorite parts of Ithaca. Many talked
about the distinctive character of their neighborhood, noting that each
neighborhood has a unique feel. It was clear that neighborhoods are a
critical component of the quality of life in Ithaca and should be protected and
enhanced.

Walkability
“Continue to promote city
neighborhoods that have
access to public
transportation and grocery
resources.”

One issue that was mentioned repeatedly was walkability. Residents cited
neighborhood walkability as a key asset of living in Ithaca. However, a
number of respondents requested improvements to further encourage
walking, including additional sidewalks, more raised crosswalks, better path
connectivity, and more street lighting. Lower speed limits and street
narrowing in city neighborhoods were also requested to help reduce the
speed of traffic through local streets and make walking less dangerous.

Mixed-Use Neighborhoods
“Neighborhood streets
should become more
pedestrian friendly with
lower speed limits and
more parking regulations
to keep nonresidential
parkers off of the streets.”
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Residents suggested “ensuring complete neighborhoods” by allowing a mix
of uses. Small-scale retail and services, a grocery store, community centers,
and public meeting space were all identified as compatible, non-residential
uses that could be successfully incorporated into neighborhoods. Residents
think steps in this direction will help increase neighborhood diversity in race,
income, age, and interests.
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Edge/Transition Issues
Residents and neighborhood groups also expressed concern over a
perceived “loss of character” of their neighborhoods in recent years. This
sentiment seemed to be most profoundly felt in neighborhoods adjacent to
areas heavily populated by college students as well as those that abut a
commercial district.
Many expressed discontent with what they consider the “encroachment of
students” into the neighborhoods and the negative effect it has on the
neighborhoods’ atmosphere and character. Homes that have historically
been owner-occupied by single families are becoming student rentals, and
families are seeking housing elsewhere, often outside the city. In addition to
the displacement of permanent residents, the concern is that the students,
due to their inherent transient nature, are not as respectful of the people and
the infrastructure as many of the permanent residents might like them to be.
Many residents also voiced dissatisfaction with the negative impact that new
development is having on the traditional character of the city’s established
neighborhoods. Some expressed discontent with recently added
development, particularly in the downtown neighborhoods, believing that not
enough attention was paid to design and neighborhood character.
To address many of the housing concerns — specifically diversity and
affordability — residents recognize that an increase in the housing supply is
necessary but were adamant in their comments that development should be
done carefully, so that any new development is “sensitive to the
neighborhood character.”
Specific Suggestions Regarding Neighborhoods Included :
•

Creating more opportunities for interaction between students and
permanent residents in neighborhoods that are heavily populated by
both (e.g., Collegetown and South Hill). For example, holding “block
parties” to increase communication and neighborliness between
college students and permanent residents;

•

Increasing the number of pedestrian amenities, including wider
sidewalks, more trash cans, and better lighting to enhance the
neighborhood “feel;” and

•

Implementing design standards to ensure compatibility of new
development with existing buildings.

“The challenge for Ithaca is
helping the neighborhoods
“find a balance between
keeping the old and
moving forward with
development to keep
Ithaca a growing vibrant
city that people want to
visit or move to.”

“I live downtown. I love
being able to walk a couple
blocks and access an array
of shops, restaurants,
cafe's, bars, etc. I like
being able to walk, bike, or
take a bus almost
anywhere in the central
Ithaca area. I think the
vibrancy of the
neighborhood needs to be
protected and enhanced
with additional residential
development. Protect all
historically relevant
architecture, yet allow for
urban scaled, mixed-use,
modern architecture to be
built to meet the needs of
current and future
residents.”

E CONOMY
Economic vitality in Ithaca was another major theme to emerge from the
public engagement process. Community members identified the following
topics related to the city’s overall economy that they would like the
Comprehensive Plan to address:
•

New Development;

•

Economic Development; and

•

Employment.
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New Development

“West End Waterfront
sorely lacks in realizing its
potential. [The city should]
strengthen the West End/
Inlet Island Waterfront as
an anchor/endpoint on an
emerging corridor of urban
activity... West End
Waterfront zoning and
design should encourage
dense, urban uses:
housing, cafes/bars,
restaurants, retail,
community facilities.”

“We need the type of
construction that invites
people to live here, want to
live here, feel good about
living here. And we need
the quantity of
construction (in an
attractive way) that fills
the supply void and makes
living affordable.”

While a few people maintained they do not wish to see any additional
construction, most acknowledged new development would bring economic
benefits to the city. Community support for new development, however,
clearly hinges on its location and density. Full consensus on where new
development should be located and how much density should be allowed did
not emerge during the public input process, but the many opinions offered
did, at least, identify areas where there appeared to be agreement and areas
where further discussion is needed.
Many residents voiced support for new development in appropriate areas to
enhance the vibrancy of the community and provide more economic and
recreational opportunities. Downtown and Collegetown were frequently
identified as ideal areas for higher density, mixed-use development. At the
same time, many comments cautioned that both these areas are adjacent to
established neighborhoods that must be protected from negative impacts of
dense development. In addition, while many residents agree that areas like
downtown and Collegetown are ideal for higher density, some would like to
see a significant increase in allowable density, while others want the City to
approach the issue more conservatively.
Opinions differed on locating new development near the city’s waterfront.
While some residents want to see more development and activity near the
waterfront, others are concerned about the potentially negative
environmental impacts this might involve. Those who would like to see more
development think the waterfront falls short of realizing its potential and
would like to see strategies that encourage more urban uses around the lake.
Others would like to see the City focus on increasing access to the
waterfront, via trails, paths, and other pedestrian amenities, but do not want
additional urban development in that area.
Overall, residents want the City to ensure that any new development is done
with careful design considerations so that it creates a high-quality urban form
that also complements and enhances the value of the surrounding
neighborhoods. They want the Comprehensive Plan to give them confidence
in how their neighborhood will evolve in the future; it should articulate what
type of new development will be allowed in the various areas of the city and
where protections will be in place for established neighborhoods.

“I would like to see
innovative urban designs
that connect the built
environment with the
natural environment. We
should maintain our
historical built environment
as we can, but also have
new buildings that are
interesting and
innovative.”

Economic Development
The related issue of economic development was another key subject of
discussion. While a considerable number of respondents praised the
number of bars and restaurants available downtown and in Collegetown,
there was also concern over the number of empty storefronts as well as the
“continuous turnover of businesses.” There is concern that commercial rents
are too high, contributing to the high turnover rate and also pricing
businesses and employers out of these commercial districts and even the
city.
The perception that it is difficult to develop in the city is another concern.
Stakeholders believe that approval processes for new development are
onerous and discourage businesses and housing from locating in the city.
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Many respondents would like to see the City take a proactive role in
economic development. Resources should be invested in facilitation of new
development, reinvestment in existing businesses, and business retention
and recruitment. There is an interest in an increased focus on locally-owned
businesses - particularly small businesses, minority-owned businesses, and
pedestrian-scaled businesses.
Finding innovative solutions and start-up options to help new businesses and
entrepreneurs stay in Ithaca should be another economic development
priority. The growth of light manufacturing, green industry, and high-tech
businesses would contribute to the diversification of the city’s economy and
employment opportunities. Residents would like to see the City encourage
and support these types of businesses.

“We need to do all we can
to encourage new,
innovative, and high
quality local shopping and
dining options, and to
support those we already
have.”

Employment
With respect to employment options and opportunities, three issues
emerged: (1) concerns over the local economy’s heavy dependence on
education and retail; (2) the need for additional job training opportunities; and
(3) the perceived inability of the local economy to retain young people.
The number of opportunities provided by the two primary higher educational
institutions is a boon for the local economy — providing a number of jobs as
well as a highly educated workforce and training resources. On the other
hand, there is some apprehension with the local economy’s heavy
dependence on education and retail, and more job opportunities in other
sectors of the economy are needed. There is a great demand for mid-level
employment, as many of the available jobs are low-paying. In order to
provide these opportunities, there is a need for the city’s economy to become
more diversified.
In addition, community members would like to see more job training and
apprenticeship programs, such as those at The Kitchen Theater and Historic
Ithaca, and they would like to see more resources invested in similar
programs to prepare residents for successful careers.
The need to keep the city’s youth and college graduates in the area emerged
as another issue to be addressed. While there are many young people in
Ithaca, it is typically a transient population. Residents referred to the need to
“combat brain drain” and retain the city’s youth population and recent
graduates, noting that while there are a number of academic opportunities in
the city, there are “not very many places for them to be utilized after
graduation.”

“It seems like Ithaca has a
lot of great jobs (e.g., with
the colleges) and a lot of
less-than-great jobs (e.g.,
retail positions and other
minimum wage jobs) and
not much in between.”

“Service industry
dominates and that is a
problem in terms of wages
and prospects. Introducing
light industry into the city
would be desirable both for
tax revenue and for job
prospects.”

Specific Suggestions Regarding the Economy Included :
•

Considering form-based zoning (instead of use-based zoning);

•

Integrating green industrial space with throughout the city;

•

Locating grocery stores and basic services close to where people live;

•

Building high tech incubator space and recruiting labs/engineering/
design/marketing firms to the area; and

•

Encouraging light industry and manufacturing in specific areas of the
city.

ITHACA PLANNING ISSUES REPORT

9/13/2012

15

Part 2: Planning Issues

D OWNTOWN & THE C OMMONS

“Allow for higher densities
and building height to
create more of a central
downtown that is a
working and living
environment… Downtown
neighborhoods need to
allow for some commercial
infill or mixed use in
residential areas. This will
increase access to services
for all and allow for small
businesses to thrive outside
the downtown core.”

Many residents expressed concern about the vitality of the downtown area
and the Commons - in particular, the number of empty storefronts and the
high rate of business turnover and the negative economic impact this has on
the area. Many also commented on the secondary impacts the empty
storefronts have on the area’s character. For example, people expressed
concern with the safety of the Commons, particularly at night, which they
believe would be alleviated with more business activity, more lighting, and an
increased police presence. Many spoke of the proposed Commons
Redesign as a transformational opportunity to “breathe new life” into the area
and reinvigorate the economic vitality of downtown.
While empty storefronts are clearly a concern, several residents also
indicated that simply adding more stores is not the solution and that
downtown needs greater retail variety. More entertainment opportunities and
a broader array of shopping options were common requests in both
community meetings and survey responses. Some community members
also voiced concern over the number of ‘head shops’ and tattoo parlors on
the Commons and would like to limit the number of these establishments. In
addition, residents would like to have more downtown shopping options that
allow them to make their basic purchases closer to home. The lack of
department stores, a grocery store, and health services make the area less
functional than some residents would like.
Finally, residents commented on the disconnect between downtown and the
city’s other commercial districts, particularly the West End, the Waterfront
and Collegetown. The West State Street corridor has significant potential
and could become a business and tourist attraction in itself. Stakeholders
would like to see the corridor promoted as a connection between the two
commercial areas with improved street lighting and pedestrian amenities.
Additionally, many believe a better connection between downtown and
Collegetown would encourage more students to come downtown for dining
and shopping.
Specific Suggestions Regarding Downtown & the Commons
Included :
•

Eliminating one-way streets to make travel less confusing and
improve traffic flow;

•

Creating more outdoor entertainment options such as miniature golf ,
ice skating, or ultimate Frisbee;

•

Extending bus service hours between the Commons and Ithaca
College/Cornell;

•

Promoting downtown events, as well as shopping and dining
opportunities, to the campus communities;

C OLLEGE /U NIVERSITY
Stakeholders clearly recognized that Ithaca benefits considerably from being
home to two major educational institutions: Cornell University and Ithaca
College. Both institutions are strong economic engines for the city, providing
jobs, attracting visitors, and creating spin-off economic activity. As economic
anchors, these institutions have provided a welcome level of stability to the
16
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area’s economy in times of regional and national uncertainty. They also
provide educational resources and training opportunities. Several community
organizations even noted that many of their volunteers come from campusaffiliated groups. Many residents also commented on the number of cultural
offerings the institutions provide, making theater, music, and other events
easily accessible to the community at large.
While they undoubtedly provide numerous benefits to the city, residents
believe these institutions could improve their community stewardship in
certain areas. Specifically, they would like Cornell and Ithaca College to do
more to build partnerships with the City and work on improving relationships
with the community. Stakeholders repeatedly indicated they would like to
see the City and its two primary educational institutions develop stronger
town-gown relationships with better collaboration moving forward. Residents
believe a more collaborative approach to economic development, housing,
and other issues will provide more opportunities - both for the city and the
education institutions themselves.
Many residents also spoke of a perceived divide between city’s academic
and non-academic communities. They would like to see both Cornell and
Ithaca College take steps to bridge this divide and improve their relationships
with the community at large. Suggestions included: (1) better sharing of
information about downtown events and city news with the campus
communities; (2) establishing more connections between College/University
resources and community organizations/programs; and (3) sending
invitations/announcements of campus events to interested community
groups.

“I think that Ithaca should
try to encourage and
support the wonderful
diversity of small, local
businesses as well as new
entrepreneurs that want to
try out their new
businesses models in
Ithaca (especially from the
field of college graduates
from IC and Cornell.) .”

“Ithaca is blessed with an
extensive network of
parks/open land, and lots
of options for recreaion.
The only thing needed is to
try to maintain these
networks to keep them
usable.”

Many residents would also like to see Cornell - as the largest owner of taxexempt property in the city - give more funding to the City. Several
encouraged the City and Cornell to seek innovative ways for the university to
contribute.
Specific Suggestions For the College/University Included :
•

Working with Cornell and Ithaca College to encourage startup
companies to grow and stay in the area;

•

Working with Cornell and Ithaca College to create integrated work
opportunities, including job programs and apprenticeships; and

•

Engaging local youth through programs to introduce them to the
college experience and career opportunities.

P ARKS , T RAILS , & O PEN S PACE
Throughout the public process, residents frequently spoke of Ithaca’s natural
beauty and the opportunities the parks, gorges, waterfalls, and trails provide.
When asked about their favorite part of Ithaca, many respondents identifed
natural features and green spaces, such as the gorges, neighborhood parks,
Stewart Park, Cass Park, Ithaca Falls, Cayuga Lake, and Six Mile Creek.
Based on community input on this topic, two key themes emerged:
•

Connectivity & Accessibility; and

•

Parks & Public Spaces.
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Connectivity & Accessibility

“The trails, boss, the trails!
Connect ‘em all!”

“I wish there were more
public spaces (indoors and
out) downtown and in
Collegetown though - I
often feel like there's
nowhere for me to just BE
in Ithaca unless I’m willing
to drop a few bucks on
coffee.”

When discussing the topic of parks, trails, and open space, it was clear that
most community members value those resources that already exist;
however, many of these individuals would like to see the City focus on
improving the connectivity and accessibility of these resources. Users really
enjoy the trails that Ithaca has to offer but would love to see better
connections between them to enhance both recreation and travel.
Residents would also like greater access to the waterfront. People
commented on how much they enjoy the city’s waterfront parks but noted
that they would like better access to the waterfront itself. Community
members would like to see the City invest in access to the lake for swimming
and more public boat launches and docks, particularly for non-motorized
vessels.
Additionally, several respondents commented on accessibility barriers that
prevent people with disabilities and seniors from fully enjoying the city’s
parks, trails, and open spaces. They would like the City to invest in removing
these barriers and creating universally-designed public spaces.

Parks & Public Spaces
Residents would also like to see increased focus on the creation and
maintenance of parks and public spaces throughout the city. Neighborhood
parks are seen as tremendous assets, and residents would like to see them
maintained and enhanced. Improvements to the facilities at Cass and
Stewart Parks were specifically mentioned as well.

“People, especially kids,
need to be encouraged to be
more active and providing
more spaces for them to do
this is essential. On that
note, more play
structures/spaces (for
children of various ages &
sizes and pavilion areas
would encourage people to
get outside more.”

“I value the community
family feel of my
neighborhood and the city,
our varied cultural events
and festivals, as well as the
commitment to
preservation of our natural
beauty.”
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Several people commented that some areas of the city do not have many
parks or public spaces and suggested that additional public gathering spaces
be added downtown, in the Southwest, on West Hill, and in Collegetown.
Additional indoor public spaces were also suggested.
Specific Suggestions Regarding Parks, Trails, & Open
Space Included :
•

Completing the Cayuga Waterfront Trail and the Black Diamond Trail;

•

Providing a swimming area in one of the waterfront parks;

•

Allowing community gardens in parks;

•

Requiring (or providing an incentive for) indoor parks in new
development;

•

Creating ‘playgrounds’ and recreational opportunities for seniors; and

•

Developing a community boating center.

E NVIRONMENTAL

ISSUES

Environmental issues emerged from the public input process as another topic
to address in the Comprehensive Plan. Residents cherish the natural beauty
of the area. There is general agreement that the natural environment should
be protected as it is a “big part of what makes Ithaca special.” Comments
centered on a desire for the City to focus on:
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•

Stewardship of the Environment; and

•

Sustainability Efforts.

Stewardship of the Environment
Many residents affirmed the need for the new Comprehensive Plan to
emphasize the importance of the natural environment as an integral part of
quality of life for both city residents and visitors. Residents believe the City
should champion efforts to keep natural areas as accessible and healthy as
possible. Residents and visitors should be kept well-informed of the
appropriate use of the areas to minimize misuse of Ithaca’s natural
resources. Several comments cautioned against overuse of these
resources, noting the need to make a distinction between active and passive
areas and the importance of protecting both. In addition, several residents
spoke about the beautiful views Ithaca has to offer and would like the most
spectacular vistas identified and protected.

“By and large the city is
well ahead of most cities in
its urban plantings and
green space as well as
access to natural areas.
Preserving our natural
areas as the city expands is
of utmost importance.”

Sustainability
Stakeholders frequently spoke of the community’s commitment to
sustainability and see this as one of Ithaca’s greatest assets. Residents
encouraged the City to take a number of subjects into consideration in
thinking about sustainability: increased open space and habitat preservation,
light and noise pollution, traffic calming and reduction, the scale and nature
of development, and the enhancement of parkland.
Residents would like the city to continue to be a leader in promoting food
security, encouraging recycling and composting, buying local, and
incorporating sustainable building and energy use. In addition, the
Comprehensive Plan should keep a local focus on current trends, including
resource depletion, climate change, increased cost of energy and
transportation, and social and environmental justice issues.

“I believe that most
Ithacans place a very high
value on the ecological
health of their community
or neighborhood, and on
the public health. They
value greatly amenities
such as parks, trails, trees,
clean air, wetlands, scenic
views, and biodiversity.”

Specific Suggestions Regarding the Environment Included :
•

Protecting the Six Mile Creek watershed;

•

Encouraging local businesses to sign on to a sustainability charter
with incentives for adopting sustainable food/water/energy practices
and waste reduction measures; and

•

Requiring (or providing an incentive for) new construction projects of a
certain size to install solar panels and/or other alternative energy
infrastructure.

“The natural spaces are a
defining characteristic of
the community and a
precious resource that
should be defended as a
high priority.”

C OMMUNITY ISSUES
From all the comments, it is clear that the community itself is what many
Ithacans value most about living here. When asked about Ithaca’s greatest
strengths, the most common responses from stakeholders referred to the
strength and fabric of the community and the character of the people who
make Ithaca their home. Phrases like “local pride,” “sense of community,”
“close-knit community,” and “small-town feeling” were frequently heard
throughout the initial phase of the public process.
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“[My] favorite thing about
Ithaca is that it’s a great
place to raise children.”

“[Ithaca] has so far
managed to maintain a
small town
lifestyle/feel…with a strong
sense of local community,
while providing services
and diversity that would
map to a much larger
City.”

Residents also spoke about the actively engaged population with a strong
social conscience and the “strong tradition and culture of community
organization and outreach.” This has led to a strong philanthropic and
volunteer base that supports a wide array of human service agencies and
other non-profit organizations that work within the community.
Stakeholders described a strong commitment to youth within the community
and identified many programs and organizations dedicated to helping
children and young adults. Both adults and children noted that youth need
more things to do and places to go during their free time, particularly in the
winter. Several community members expressed satisfaction with the Ithaca
City School District, while others would like to see a stronger schoolcommunity relationship and improved communication.
Safety was another issue that came up at several meetings. Residents
indicated that many streets, some City parks, and the Commons feel unsafe,
particularly at night. Additional street lighting, more business activity in the
evenings, and increased police patrols were suggested to make these areas
feel safer. Some community members also expressed concern about a
“recent increase in crime.” At the same time, they expressed concern about
poor community-relations and would like to improve this relationship so they
are more comfortable working with the police officers. Several residents
expressed a desire to get to know the officers who patrol their
neighborhoods, which they would like the City to help facilitate.
Many identify diversity as one of Ithaca’s greatest strengths, noting that the
level of diversity within the community is unusual for a city of its size. Others,
however, note that while there is diversity within the community, there are
social and economic issues that need to be addressed. Race relations
remain a concern for many community members. Many expressed concern
that the community is segregated and “needs more equality of race, class,
and sexuality.” They would like to see the City take action to improve
equality and eliminate structural racism.
Specific Suggestions Regarding Community Included :
•

Providing more community centers and community meeting space;

•

Re-starting community policing and having officers assigned to walk
and bike through the neighborhoods regularly; and

•

Implementing a community-police ride-a-long program.

C ITY G OVERNMENT

“More collaboration and
sharing of services would
be good…lots of
collaboration makes sense
and there should be joint
projects.”
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Comments on city government were made throughout the public process.
Many commented on the level of engagement of residents in city government
and decision-making. They also think the City’s emphasis on ‘local’
enhances the richness of the community.
Residents would like to see the City focus more on improving coordination
and collaboration with the Town of Ithaca, Tompkins County, and other
regional stakeholders. Many expressed a desire to see the City coordinate
planning goals and make more proactive efforts to work collaboratively, so
that the local municipalities are working towards common policies, with less
competition. Participation in regional planning efforts was encouraged.
ITHACA PLANNING ISSUES REPORT

Part 2: Planning Issues

Residents would also like the City to pursue shared services as a way to
improve efficiency and reduce costs.
Community members indicated they would like to see improved
communication between the Town, County, and City, between the City’s own
departments, and between the City and its residents. Residents said they
would like to have more knowledge about services that are available in the
community and suggested putting more effort into finding better ways to
communicate with the residents.

“[It is] important to
strengthen relationship
between the city and ALL
County municipalities-collaboration and
consolidation could
strengthen everyone's
interests and build capacity
for the region.”

A number of residents expressed interest in seeing a more equitable
representation of the city population on its boards and committees,
particularly college students, youth, minorities, and people with lower
incomes.
Several groups spoke about the importance of human service agencies and
the impact these organizations have on the community. They would like the
City to recognize the benefit that a strong human service system brings to
the community and provide support to these organizations.
Finally, many residents would like to see the City put more money into
funding enforcement. They want to see better enforcement of zoning,
noise, traffic, and parking regulations and would like the City to fund the
staff necessary to do this.
Specific Suggestions Regarding City Government Included :
•

Increasing the use of technology such as Facebook and YouTube to
communicate with the public;

•

Working with local media outlets to improve news coverage;

•

Installing city-wide Wi-Fi; and

•

Consolidating the City and Town of Ithaca.
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PART 3:
WHAT HAS BEEN LEARNED
Throughout the public process, many opinions have been expressed about
the quality of life in Ithaca. One of the most consistent themes is community
pride. Comments repeatedly indicate that Ithaca residents value the
community and the high quality of life that living in the city affords them.
There are, however, several aspects of the city that residents think could be
enhanced. Some of the input aims to further strengthen community assets;
other comments focus on issues of concern that should be addressed.
There was general agreement on most of the planning issues that emerged
during this phase of public outreach. The majority of residents agreed upon
the following:
•

Housing: Improving housing affordability, increasing the range of
housing options, and locating housing near public transportation and
essential services are important to residents.

•

Neighborhoods: As one of the city’s biggest assets, strategies are
needed to protect and enhance neighborhoods. Strategies should
focus on preserving neighborhood character, improving walkability, and
ensuring compatible infill development.

•

Transportation: City residents would like to see Ithaca become a less
car-centric community. Improvements to bus service, upgrades to
bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and traffic-calming measures are
essential to achieving this goal.

•

Parks, Trials, & Open Space: Creation, maintenance, and
enhancement of parks, trails, and public spaces are important to city
residents. Improved accessibility and connectivity of these resources
were identified as a priority investment.

•

Environmental Issues: The natural environment is another one of
Ithaca’s greatest assets, and stewardship of the environment must be a
focus moving forward. In addition, the Comprehensive Plan must
address current environmental issues such as climate change and
resource depletion at a local level.

However, as noted, there were widely diverging opinion on several issues,
and several questions were identified for further discussion, including:
•

New Development vs. Neighborhood Protection: Where is new
development appropriate? Where is increased density appropriate?
How much density should be permitted? Which areas should be
protected?

•

The Waterfront & the West End: How should the Waterfront be used
and developed? What type of development in the West End is
appropriate? What is the appropriate scale of this development?

•

Parking: How should off-street parking requirements be addressed?
How should the City manage parking in commercial areas such as
downtown and Collegetown?

The community input collected to date provides valuable direction on the new
Comprehensive Plan. While there is general agreement on many topics, the
22
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issues of conflicting opinions will need to be addressed as part of the
planning process. Those discussions and the information from this report will
then be used to formulate a vision and goals for the city moving forward
.
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APPENDIX 1: LIST OF MEETINGS HELD THROUGH APRIL 2012
Clarion Associates conducted stakeholder meetings with the following groups
and individuals:
Individual Stakeholders:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Anthony Hopson, Assistant Vice-President, Ithaca College
Bob Sweet, National Development Council
Doug Swarts, Service Development Manager, TCAT
Ed Marx, Director of Planning, Tompkins County
Ellen McCollister, Common Council member (3rd Ward)
Fernando de Aragón, Executive Director, Ithaca-Tompkins County Transportation
Council
Frost Travis and Mack Travis, Travis & Travis Real Estate Development
Gary Ferguson, Executive Director, Downtown Ithaca Alliance
Carolyn Peterson, Former Mayor
Jean McPheeters, President, Tompkins County Chamber of Commerce
Margaret Boice, Ass’t Superintendent of Business Services, Ithaca City School
District
Mary Tomlan, Bryant Park resident, former Common Council member
Mina Amundsen, University Planner, and Gary Stewart, Vice-President for
Government and Community Relations, Cornell University
Paul Mazzarella, Executive Director, Ithaca Neighborhood Housing Services
Sue Ritter, Director of Planning, Town of Ithaca
Mayor Svante Myrick
Thys Van Cort, former Director of Ithaca Planning & Development Department
Katie Borgella and Leslie Schill, Tompkins County Planning Department
Dan Roth, Associate Director for Sustainability, Cornell University
Peter Bardaglio, Coordinator of Tompkins County Climate Protection Initiative
Scott Reynolds, Director for Real Estate Development, Ithaca Neighborhood
Housing Services

City of Ithaca Staff:
Tim Logue and Kent Johnson, Traffic Systems Engineers
Philly DeSarno, Deputy Director for Economic Development
Nels Bohn, Director of Community Development, Ithaca Urban Renewal Agency
Tom West, Ray Benjamin, Erik Whitney – Department of Public Works
City Planning Department staff
Phyllis Radke, Building Commission, and Mike Niechwiadowicz, Deputy Building
Commissioner
• Tom Parsons, Fire Chief, and Tom Dorman, Deputy Fire Chief
• Dennise Belmaker, Energy Sustainability Project Manager
• Steve Thayer, City Controller
•
•
•
•
•
•

City Boards and Committees:
Comprehensive Plan Committee
Board of Public Works
Planning & Economic Development Committee
Ithaca Urban Renewal Agency
Planning and Development Board
City/Town Planning Group (Jennifer Dotson, JoAnn Cornish, Tee-Ann Hunter,
Rich DePaolo)
• Natural Areas Commission
• Board of Zoning Appeals
•
•
•
•
•
•
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The Comprehensive Plan Committee organized a number of neighborhood
meetings and focus groups to discuss the new Comprehensive Plan. More
than 20 meetings were held, and attendees voiced their opinions on the city’s
strengths and weakness and shared their visions for Ithaca’s future. The
group name as well as the meeting dates are shown in the table below:

Community Meetings:

Date:

• Public Workshop with Clarion Associates

• November 14, 2011

• Washington Park Neighborhood Meeting
• Active/Healthy Lifestyles Focus Group
• Mental Health Subcommittee

• January 10, 2012
• January 11, 2012
• January 17, 2012

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
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People with Disabilities & Seniors Focus Group
South Hill Civic Association
Human Services Coalition Forum
Fall Creek Neighborhood Association
Downtown Ithaca Alliance Board
Community Public Forum at GIAC
Collegetown Neighborhood Council
South of the Creek
West Hill Neighborhood Meeting
Bryant Park/Belle Sherman Civic Association
Active ITH
Tompkins County Chamber of Commerce
Learning Web

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

February 1, 2012
February 4, 2012
February 8, 2012
February 9, 2012
February 13, 2012
February 13, 2012
February 14, 2012
February 26, 2012
February 27, 2012
February 28, 2012
February 29, 2012
February 29, 2012
February 29, 2012

• Southside Neighborhood Meeting
• Cultural & Historic Resources Focus Group
• Cornell Student Input Session

• March 8, 2012
• March 12, 2012
• March 26, 2012

• Tompkins County Climate Protection Initiative

• April 27, 2012
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COMMENT FORM USED FOR INDIVIDUAL SURVEYS
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