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BOARD OF SCHOOL DIRECTORS 

REGULAR BOARD MEETING 
 
 

The Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors of the Bethlehem Area 
School District was held on Monday, February 28, 2011, at 7:00 p.m. in the 
Auditorium of East Hills Middle School, 2005 Chester Road, Bethlehem, 
PA 18017. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

REGULAR MEETING 

President Cann called for the roll by the Board Secretary: 
 
Members present:  Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, 
McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann - 8 
 
Members absent:  Director Amato 
 
Student Representative – Freedom High School – Dhanu Thiyagarajan 
Student Representative – Liberty High School – Niharka Pendurthi 
 
Others present: Dr. Joseph J. Roy, Superintendent of Schools; Stacy Gober, 
Board Secretary; administrators, members of the press, and other interested 
citizens and staff members.  
 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
OTHERS PRESENT 
 

At this point of the meeting, the Pledge of Allegiance was recited. 
 
 

PLEDGE OF 
ALLEGIANCE 

President Cann requested a moment of silent meditation. 
 
 

MOMENT OF  
SILENCE 

President Cann stated that the first thing on their agenda this evening is the 
audit report by Mr. Gorman. She stated Good Evening to Mr. Gorman and 
thanked him for being here. 
 
Mr. Gorman stated the following: 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen 
My main function is to act as your independent auditor and to report on 
your financial statements and whether they are presented in accordance with 
generally accepted accounting principles. In performing my function, I 
follow generally accepted auditing standards as established by the American 
Institute of CPA’s and government auditing standards as established by the 
United States government accountability office in Washington DC. My 
main job as I told you is to give an options whether or not your financial 
statements are presented fairly, and all material respects with accounting 
principles, and they are. You can find that part of the report to help you 
through this maze of 170 pages that report is on page 16 and 17 it tells you 
that in our opinion the financial statements are presented fairly, it also tells 
you other information on how the audit was conducted which I previously 
explained to you. It also tells you about management’s discussion and 
analysis and other required supplemental information dealing with other 
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post employment benefits that are required to be part of this report. In 
addition on page 116 and 117 of this report is a required letter by the GAO 
in Washington to tell you that the test that we performed on whether or not 
the school district is in compliance with the school laws of Pennsylvania, 
and if they are not and they would materially misstate your financial 
statements, and we are to report that in that latter. You did not have any 
compliance findings as they pertain to the school laws of Pennsylvania so 
that report is clean from the standpoint of compliance. From the standpoint 
of controls, we are also to test internal controls, and we did have findings 
that you can find in the schedule of findings and question costs, you will 
also find them in a variety of different places in this report, including our 
management letter to you and our government’s letter to you as well. Last 
but not least on page 118 and 119, because you receive more and expend 
more than a half million dollars of federal funds we are required to follow 
the office of management and budget circular A133 which is established by 
the executive branch, commonly referred to as the Single Audit Act of 1996 
as amended. In there we are to give an opinion on whether you are in 
compliance with the federal regulations associated with the federal 
programs that we a pined upon and you are completely in compliance with 
those federal program regulations. We did detect two significant 
deficiencies of controls associated with how those expenditures are 
recorded on your books, but as far as compliance issues, you are free and 
clear of all compliance issues. Now the good news of this report is that I am 
proud to inform the public that Bethlehem Area School District no longer 
has a deficit fund balance in the general fund. Thanks to some onetime 
occurrences of selling out derivative instruments that you actually made 
money on and some other issues, you ended up with a positive fund balance 
of $8,940,090 on June 30, 2010. So at least the school district no longer has 
to address concerns of deficit spending in that standpoint. 
 
That in a nutshell is the entire report to tell you, I don’t want to mislead 
anybody, I am not here to go over 162 pages, but I am here to answer your 
questions, if you have questions in regards to this report. So I open the floor 
for questions. 
 
President Cann stated that that the board has planned to ask the 
administration questions regarding how the administration is addressing Mr. 
Gorman’s concerns at their next Board Finance Committee Meeting, but 
said that if there are questions for Mr. Gorman, as opposed to the 
administration, to feel free to ask Mr. Gorman. 
 
Director Follweiler wanted to confirm that tonight on their agenda is the 
vote to accept the audit report, and that once this report is accepted by the 
board, it becomes a public document and she wanted to make sure that they 
can share it. 
 
Mr. Gorman stated the following: The acceptance of the report is required 
by the Pennsylvania School Code, and all you are accepting is the fact that 
an audit was conducted. That is it, you are not necessarily accepting 
anything else that is in this report; in fact, if you found that I made gross 
errors in this report, you could sue me later for not conducting myself in 
accordance with my professional standards, I know that won’t be the case. I 



am just trying to explain to you that you are now really approving anything 
or the issues that we raise that is left between you and your management. 
 
The acceptance of the report is only the acceptance that an audit was 
conducted in accordance with the school code.  That is the sole purpose and 
yes it does become public record upon acceptance. 
 
Director Leeson asked Mr. Gorman to confirm that they also have a 
management response in the back of the audit stating that in accepting this 
audit they are also accepting the management’s response. 
 
Mr. Gorman - You are accepting the fact that management responded to the 
findings that I brought out an issue, you are not necessarily accepting that 
you agree with their response, but you are accepting the fact, the single 
audit act requires me to report significant deficiencies or material 
weaknesses in controls as well as the report, non compliance issues related 
to federal programs. I told you there are no compliance issue problems, just 
internal control problems. Included in that document I am supposed to 
prepare a schedule of findings and question costs which you will readily 
notice on the table of contents is in this report and management is 
responsible to respond to those findings with either agreement or 
disagreement, or what they intend to do, normally in this document it 
should normally be presented in a cursory response rather than go into 
details because details could involve personnel issues that should not be 
made for public consumption. So their responses are in this report because 
the A133 circular requires them to be there. I am to review their responses, 
if I don’t agree with what their responses are, then I am supposed to respond 
negatively to that, and I don’t have any problem with the responses that 
were given, but I grant you that they are done in a cursory type situation.  
You are not necessarily approving their responses, you are just accepting 
their responses and there is a difference between acceptance and approval.  
We are playing with words here mind you, but just because you accept the 
audit report doesn’t mean that you are accepting the findings that I am 
reporting to you, it doesn’t necessarily mean that you are accepting 
managements responses to those findings that is to be taken up between you 
the governing body and your management at appropriate times usually in a 
finance committee, but I hope that answers your question Mrs. Leeson. 
 
Director Leeson – Isn’t the board considered management. 
 
Mr. Gorman - No, the board is considered the governing body of the 
government.  Management is considered your superintendent and his or her 
administrators. Your senior management, you have different levels of 
management, you have senior management, you have mid-management, the 
management is the people who do the financial records, who do the 
financial transactions, who do all the recording, and who is managing the 
school district within the confines of the school laws and the guidance 
established by the Pennsylvania Department of Education which is Dr. 
Roy’s expertise, and Stacy’s responsibility deals more in the financial area 
and the financial transactions and recording of such, and her department is 
anyway. I am not isolating two individuals here, but that is constituted as 
management for the preparation of this report. The governing body is 



constituted just as that, the governing body; management is something less 
than the governing body. 
 
Director Leeson – When you have ongoing issues, issues that appear time 
after time, I think it does become the responsibility of the board to take 
action as well on these issues. 
 
Mr. Gorman – and that is your right as the governing body, absolutely. 
 
Director Leeson – I agree with you, I have one other question, but I will 
yield the board if there is anyone else. 
 
President Cann – I don’t see anyone else. 
 
Director Leeson – I know that there have been issues and some of these 
issues have been outlined in the report, but I am hoping that we will be able 
to get our audit report a lot earlier in this upcoming year that I think we 
were on a schedule of getting the report late November or early December 
prior to the statements being sent to the state, and I think we normally 
accept it sometime in January or so. Either December of January and I am 
hoping that we will be getting back to that schedule for that upcoming year. 
 
Mr. Gorman – So am I. 
 
Director Leeson – I’ m sure you are, I am just making that as a statement 
because with the current budget cycle, it is very difficult just to be getting 
our audit findings at this time of the year, it is also difficult to make 
corrections when you are already midway through the year to make the 
corrections for that findings that were as of the end of last June. 
 
Mr. Gorman – I don’t want to degrade anybody. These issues were known 
to management by the end of November for sure. They were known and the 
issues were known to the audit committee in January. It could have been 
earlier, but unfortunately because of peoples’ schedules and holidays I 
could have had the audit committee key conference in December to be 
honest with you. I understand your situation, the rest of my clients audit 
reports are issued and usually delivered by the first week of January, and if 
the issues and the problems that are at this school district get resolved I will 
be the first one here with smiles on my face, believe me, I will. 
 
Director Leeson – Well that is my expectation next year. 
 
President Cann asked if there was anyone else who would like to ask Mr. 
Gorman any questions. President Cann extended her thanks to Mr. Gorman. 
President Cann offered Courtesy of the Floor to visitors. Speakers are 
asked to come to the podium, stating their name and address. Public 
comment in the first session is limited to 30 minutes and is for agenda 
items only. The second courtesy of the floor will be for any district 
concerns or business. Speakers are limited to three minutes each. The 
board requests that, when possible, all individuals supporting a like 
position on a topic select a speaker to present their views to avoid 
repetition. If that is not possible, all are welcome to speak. As per school 

COURTESY OF THE 
FLOOR TO VISITORS 



board policy, generally, speakers are limited to taxpayers, residents, or 
employees of this school district. At the conclusion of the regular school 
board meeting, another block of time will be allocated for public comment.  
At that time, the same rules will apply. It is asked that speakers observe 
proper decorum, without personal attacks towards a specific individual or 
individuals. It is not the custom for the board to enter into a dialogue at 
these meetings about concerns. However, the board does listen with care to 
issues raised. Speakers will receive responses, in some form, by the 
administration. 

 
President Cann asked if there was anyone who would like to speak at 
courtesy of the floor on agenda items only.  Seeing none, she said they will 
continue with reports of their student representatives. 
 
FREEDOM HIGH SCHOOL - Dhanu Thiyagarajan stated, “Finally being 
able to see the grass again, Freedom High School Students are working very 
hard at their second semester. Juniors are preparing for the PSSA’s, while 
the seniors are eagerly awaiting their college acceptances. The signups for 
the AP tests are next week while most of them have already signed up, 
some are still debating which tests to take. Many senior parents are 
attending the FASFA help session on March 10, 2011, at Northampton 
Community College to get help with their forms in order to submit all their 
information for financial aid from colleges. All the underclassman have 
been scheduling for next year for the last couple of weeks. With the new 
block scheduling and free lunches again, everybody is preparing for this 
change next year while trying to figure out what classes they need for their 
future education and to fulfill their credits to graduate from Freedom. The 
basketball Special Olympics went very well on February 17, 2011, at 
Freedom High School. All the students had great fun either doing individual 
skills or playing games while the volunteers also had equally as much fun.  
While winter sports are ending, all the spring sports will start their practices 
next week. The baseball, softball, track and field, boys’ tennis and girls’ 
soccer teams are all excited for the upcoming seasons, and all believe that 
they will do very well. Members of the musical “Joseph and the Amazing 
Technicolor Dreamcoats” are working very hard. Their debut is from March 
17 to the 20, 2011, at Freedom High School Auditorium. Darren Barum, 
Freedom alumni has returned to Freedom in order to host auditions for his 
new movie “Dance Force”. He hopes to feature Freedom High School 
students and Northampton Community College students who are talented in 
both acting and dancing. This movie will be a combination of Romeo and 
Juliet with the West Side Story, but between two dance companies who are 
big rivals. He hopes to provide big opportunities for students who want to 
showcase their talents and maybe get some big roles in the future in 
different movies. He wants to give back to his community, which gave him 
much when he attended Freedom High School. Thank you and have a great 
evening”. 
 
LIBERTY HIGH SCHOOL – Niharka Pendurthi stated: “though this past 
month at Liberty has been short, it has not been short of excitement in all 
areas including the arts, academics and sports. As the weather has been 
warming up, everyone has kicked into gear bringing positive community 
service projects and wins in several different activities. The math team 
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including Benjamin Kraft, Shonak Patel, and Daniel Candelario, placed first 
at the 39th Muhlenberg High School Math Comp. This Saturday, the math 
team will compete at Lehigh, and this Sunday they will compete at the 
Moody Mega Math Challenge. Ben Kraft will continue to make Liberty 
proud as he competes tomorrow at 7:45 a.m. against the staff 
mathematicians of CBS news. In other news, Ben Kraft, along with a 
Vrinda Jagota were named National Merit Finalists. In other student 
achievements, Vrinda Jagota and Avani Pisapati placed fifth last weekend at 
the DECA State Competition where they participated in a quiz bowl. Alex 
Krasnansky placed fourth at the Lehigh Valley Chess Conference 
Invitational. Additionally the Scholastic Scrimmage teams continued to 
bring home numerous wins. Along with the number of academic 
achievements received this month, athletics also had their share of 
accomplishments, Junior Amy Darlington placed fifth in the state in indoor 
track; the wrestling team captured two district championships with Brett 
Marino and Anthony Cabrera. Additionally Devon Lotito placed second and 
Grimaldi Gonzalez placed third. All four individuals will advance to 
Regionals at Freedom High School. Additionally, Dominic Fetter placed 
eighth at the competition. The girls’ basketball team plays in the playoffs 
against Northampton on Tuesday at 6:00 p.m. at Dieruff. The boys’ 
basketball team will play Pottsville this Wednesday at 6:00 p.m. at 
Parkland. The national signing day for senior athletes is being rescheduled 
because of snow. 
 
Last Friday we had our first ever black history month celebration, which 
was a community program in the Auditorium sponsored by the junior 
NAACP. This was the first event of its kind at Liberty and it brought very 
successful results. On March 4, 2001, we will be hosting a Teen Variety 
Explosion at 7:00 p.m. in our Auditorium. Liberty students have upheld a 
commitment in community service this month as we held Daffodil Days for 
the American Cancer Society, Shamrocks against Dystrophy, the Miller 
Memorial blood drive, and the Cops “N Kids book drive. A few weeks ago 
the Grenadier Band went on a band trip to Florida, which went successfully, 
and the students had a lot of fun. On March 11, 2011, the LA Jets alumni 
band will have a concert. On March 10, 2011, students will receive their 
report cards and parent teacher conferences will be held. The 14th thru the 
16th of March will be the PSSA testing for reading and math, and in 
preparation, the students have started attending reading review, match 
review and specific tutoring. Ultimately, Liberty students have now made 
up all of their snow days and are looking for a warm snow free spring. 
 
Thank you so much”. 
 
President Cann extended thanks for a lot of wonderful news from both of 
the high schools.   
 

President Cann called for a motion for approval of the minutes for the 
December 6, 2010, Board Reorganization Meeting and the December 6, 
2010, Special Board Meeting. 
 
Director McKeon made a motion to accept the minutes which was seconded 
by Director Faccinetto. 

APPROVAL OF 
MINUTES 
 

 
MOTION TO ACCEPT 
MINUTES 



President Cann called for a voice vote to approve the minutes. The motion 
was passed by a unanimous voice vote.  
 
Motion passes – 8-0 
 

VOICE VOTE TO 
ACCEPT MINUTES 

President Cann called for a motion for approval of the January 10, 2011, 
Board Facilities Committee Meeting, January 24, 2011, Board Curriculum 
Committee Meeting, February 7, 2011, Board Finance Committee Meeting, 
and February 14, 2011, Board Human Resources Committee Meeting  
 
Director McKeon made a motion to accept the committee meeting minutes, 
which was seconded by Director Faccinetto. 
 
President Cann called for a voice vote to approve the committee meeting 
minutes. The motion was passed by a unanimous voice vote.  
 
Motion passes – 8-0 
 

APPROVAL OF 
COMMITTEE MINUTES 
 
 

 
MOTION TO ACCEPT 
COMMITTEE MINUTES 
 

VOICE VOTE TO 
ACCEPT MINUTES 

President Cann called for approval of the Financial Report/Payment of 
Bills.  
 
Director Faccinetto made a motion, seconded by Director Burkhardt, to 
accept the Financial Report and Payment of Bills, (Item numbers 21, 22, 
and 23).  
 
President Cann asked if there was any discussion on the Financial 
Report/Payment of Bills. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated that the Superintendent and he communicated by 
email regarding a couple of items in this Financial Report/Payment of Bills 
category. He stated that regarding the Budgetary Transfer there are two 
expenses that have been moved from the graduation expenses of Liberty 
and Freedom High School to a rental equipment student account. However, 
since these are graduation expenses, he feels the probably belong in the 
account they were initially placed. 
 

Mrs. Gober stated that the PDE Account Manual defines that any lease or 
rental of any equipment for a facility must be included in the 440 object 
which is the reason that the lease from Stabler is being moved from a 
supply account to a lease rental account. 
 

Director Tenaglia stated that he and Dr. Roy also communicated regarding 
the budget information and the interest income for the full year was 
budgeted at $750,000 however, they have significantly less than that, and 
the superintendent’s response was that he felt that perhaps if was overstated 
in the 2011-2012 budget year they were proposing an interest income of 
$250,000 or approximately $500,000 less. Dr. Tenaglia asked if the 
administration is now anticipating $500,000 less of interest income. 
 

Mrs. Gober stated that he was correct. 
 

Dr. Roy stated that in looking back to the budgeting from the last school 
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year, the $750,000 number is larger than had been received pictorially and 
he said he can’t answer why that was budgeted at $750,000, however, they 
are now expecting it to be in line with what has been historical which has 
been the $250,000. 
 

Director Tenaglia asked if they are going to see a transfer of the additional 
amount out of that account and where are they going to offset that amount? 
 

Dr. Roy stated that overall in looking at the budget expenses budgeted 
through December, they are on pace as they have been in the last year and 
that they expect to have a surplus at the end of the year as they did last year 
and then that would make up for the budgeting inaccuracy regarding the 
interest income. He continued saying that the budget is a blueprint, and he 
would say that $750,000 seemed pretty large, but they expect that in the end 
they are going to understand the budget, and that they will be able to make 
up for the off estimate for the interest income.  
 

Director Tenaglia stated he was also inquiring about certain accounts such 
as Curricular Enrichment which is already overspent in excessive of $5,000, 
the Interscholastic Athletic account where there are no expenses year to 
date, and SPARK where there was a $900 expense with nothing budgeted. 
He went on to say that he doesn’t understand how they attribute expenses to 
a category they have no budgeted amount. He continued saying that 
Homebound Instruction and Special Education have nothing there, nor do 
Contracted Services. He said that Dr. Roy did address some of those 
questions with the acquisition of two vehicles, however he said he didn’t 
see car acquisitions transferred to correct some of these differences.   
 

Dr. Roy stated that regarding the corresponding transfers, they look overall 
at department accounts and that those transfer will happen in time to cover 
this, so that if the Curriculum budget, the Enhanced Programs item is 
overdrawn then they would transfer money from another area of the 
Curriculum budget where there is plenty of money. 
 

Director Tenaglia stated that at this point in time, the board has no idea on 
what was spent on Interscholastic Athletics. 
 

Dr.  Roy stated that his understanding is that historically in the district there 
is the Athletic Fund and that at the end of the year, there is money that is 
budgeted in the GOP Interscholastic Athletic Fund and is then transferred to 
the Athletic Fund to cover additional expenses. He went on to say that 
financially they are all in the same account so it is an accounting piece. He 
said that he feels that Director Tenaglia made a point that at this time, the 
Athletic Fund does not reflect the revenue transferred into it yet. Dr. Roy 
continued saying the in the Interscholastic Athletic Fund, the Athletic Fund 
would show the expenses. 
 

Dr. Roy went on to say that one of Mr. Gorman’s recommendations were 
that the Athletic Fund not be a stand alone in the future, and even if they 
showed it separately that it would be accounted for in a more integrated 
fashion. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Director Tenaglia asked why aren’t they implementing that change? 
 

Dr. Roy stated that they haven’t made the change at the mid point.  
 

President Cann asked if anyone had anything else to discuss. 
 
President Cann called for a voice vote to approve the Financial 
Report/Payment of Bills, Item 21, 22, and 23. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, McKeon, Ortiz, 
and President Cann 
 
Nay, Director Tenaglia 
 
Motion Passes 7-1 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
VOICE VOTE 
ITEMS 21, 22, and 23 
 
 
 
 

President Cann stated that the board had an Executive session prior to this 
meeting to discuss personnel, litigation, and they will have another 
executive session following this meeting to discuss personnel. 
 

PRESIDENT’S 
COMMUNICATIONS  

Dr. Roy stated that he had a couple of quick items to report on. He stated 
that on tonight’s agenda listed is the appointment of the new Director of 
Facilities and Maintenance, Mr. Mark Stein. Dr. Roy stated that Mark was 
in the audience this evening, and he wanted welcome him. He continued 
saying that Mark will be joining the school district at the end of March. Dr. 
Roy said that he would like to take a minute to embarrass Dr. Silva. Dr. Roy 
stated the following: Dr. Silva’s research for his dissertation has been 
accepted by the most prestigious journal in educational leadership, The 
Educational Administrative Quarterly. It is a peer review internationally 
recognized journal that recognizes less than 1 percent of the manuscripts 
that it receives and Jack’s manuscript was accepted. His work and his 
research are important and relevant for us for two reasons. One reason is 
that his research demonstrates that when particular principals pay attention 
to students on an individual basis and help the students focus on 
achievement, it makes a difference. Prior to this, research really showed 
generic general things principals could do in a school environment 
developing a positive school culture. This showed that principal interaction 
one on one with students talking about their achievements increased student 
achievement. The importance is that this shows the direct impact that 
principals can have and it certainly is something that we have already been 
incorporating into our work with our principals. Lehigh University is 
incorporating it, Jack did his research there, and they are incorporating it 
into their instructional leadership course. It will be published in the coming 
months, but this is a major accomplishment, and I wanted to recognize Jack 
for it this evening. 
 

Dr.Silva responded by saying the following:  Thank you Dr. Roy. You 
achieved your goal of public embarrassment, and I am sure this is not the 
last time. 

SUPERINTENDENTS 
REPORT/ 
RECOGNITION 

President Cann asked if there was any unfinished business to discuss. 
Seeing none, she moved on to recommendation of the administration. 
 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 



President Cann asked for a motion to accept the Recommendations of the 
Administration (Items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
18, and 19)  
 
Director Follweiler made a motion to accept the Recommendations of the 
Administration. Director McKeon seconded the motion. 
 
President Cann asked if anyone would like to pull any of these of these 
items for discussion. 
 
Dr. Roy stated that there are two changes. The Hand Carry page listed as 
18A. Dr. Roy asked to keep that out of the original Items and vote on that 
item separately. He said that it was not on the agenda prior to tonight due to 
timing reasons. Also, a correction for page 11 – item 11 –Letter C#5 – the 
weekly salary should be listed as $2,040.00 rather than the typo that says 
$2,400.00. 
 
President Cann asked if anyone had any other items they wanted pulled. 
 
Director McKeon stated Item 1 and that he had some questions. 
 

Director Follweiler stated she would like Item 1, 2, and 18 pulled. 
 

Director Leeson stated she would like Item 7, 11, and 14 pulled, and she 
had a question on Item 20, also Item 18A she said she would like pulled. 
 

President Cann stated that Item 18A is a separate item. 
 
President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 
13, 15, 17, and 19. 
 

Director Leeson also asked to have Item 16 pulled. 
 

Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, McKeon, Ortiz, 
Tenaglia, and President Cann. 
 

Motion pass 8-0 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, 
and 19 were considered together. 
 

President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16 as 
amended, and 18. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, yes to 16 as 
amended and 18, abstaining from 14, no to 1, 2, 7, 11-part C, Item #5, 
McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann 
 
Motion 1 and 2 pass 7-1 
Motion 7 – pass 7-1 
Motion 11 – passes 7-1 
Motion 14 – passes 7 – 0 – 1 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
OF THE 
ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE 
ITEMS 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 
12, 13, 15, 17, AND 19 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ROLL CALL ITEMS 1, 2, 
7, 11, 14, 16, AND 18 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Motion – 16 and 18 pass 8-0 
 

Director Follweiler stated that she believes Director Leeson pulled item #20 
as an information only with a question and she didn’t know at what point of 
order, if she still has that question to go over,  or if they can move on. 
 

Director Leeson stated to Director Follweiler that they can move on. 
 
Motion to accept Item 18A 
 
Director Follweiler made motion to accept Item 18A. The motion was 
seconded by Director Ortiz. 
 
President Cann asked if there was any Discussion on Item18A. 
 

Director Burkhardt stated that he will be voting no consistent with his hope 
that they will be going to enter into a TIF with the other municipalities and 
the county. He stated that he believes that this is a loss of about $60,000 a 
year in real estate taxes and that that is a big hit to take for next year and for 
the next 20 years. 
 

President Cann asked if anyone else had any discussion on Item 18A. 
 

Director Leeson stated that she wanted to reiterate what Director Follweiler 
brought up in the other tax settlements that this has been accepted, but that 
if they should decide that they want to appeal this they would be on their 
own and all expenses would be bore by the district to move forward in 
trying to appeal this. 
 

Attorney Spry stated that that was correct. 
 

President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Item 18A. 
 
Yea, Directors Follweiler, Leeson, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President 
Cann   
 
Nay, Directors Burkhardt and Faccinetto. 
 
Motion passes 6-2 
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DISCUSSION ITEM #1 
 

Director McKeon asked whose warranty is preventing Broughal Middle School field being utilized for this year. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated that it is based on the warranty of the new field that they have had installed there. 
 

Director McKeon asked is it is sod related. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated that it was sod related. 
 

Director Leeson stated that she had an additional question on Item #1.  Her question was that she understood 
that they are looking at paying $25 per game to lease a field plus the transportation costs and asked if that was 
correct. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated that they have to transport the students for the practices as well as the games. 
 

Director Leeson asked if they had looked into any other facilities. She said that she knew that they were able to 
make arrangements with the City at times to do kind of a sharing, and she believes that they had done that for 
free. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated that last year they had the same problems and they actually did review with the City the 
opportunity for perhaps the softball fields that are located at the Lehigh Little League complex on 
Schoenersville Road, and also the field complex that is located in the back of Lehigh University. He said there 
are fields there and Mr. Harris and he had both traveled it by car to see the distance, and the difference they 
would pay in mileage and time to transport the students every day for practice and games and it was more than 
what they will pay for transporting them to Fountain Hill and paying the $200. He said they actually did a 
comparison. He stated that if they would get those fields for free, they expend more money in transportation 
costs to go a further distance then they do going to Fountain Hill. 
 



 
Director Leeson asked if Dr. Donaher was saving time and mileage, but asked if they weren’t using the districts 
buses. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated yes that Director Leeson was correct but that they are assessed a fee when they do those runs 
and they had to have that built into their athletic budget. 
 
Director Leeson stated that they are assessed a few, but do the buses stay there while the students are practicing 
and then bring them back or do they just drop off the students and leave. 
 

Dr. Donaher said that there is a time frame, but he would have to refer that to Director of Transportation, Sandra 
McKeon. 
 

Director Leeson stated that if they do stay then time and distance wouldn’t really make a big difference, so 
therefore the cost is basically the same. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated that no, the distance when you add the mileage that it would take to get to the field that is on 
Schoenersville Road or the distance getting to Lehigh is further than it is to just go to Fountain Hill. 
 

Director Leeson stated that if they are staying there, then is shouldn’t make a difference. 
 
Dr. Donaher stated that if it is 2 miles to get from Broughal to Fountain Hill, but is it 3½ miles to get from 
Broughal to Schoenersville, they will get a per mile charge for that as well. 
 

Director Leeson stated that she thinks what Dr. Donaher is saying is that the athletic department is being 
charged the mileage, but it is still costing the district. 
 
Mrs. McKeon stated that it is still costing the district to have the bus sitting there. She said that the buses are 
tied up for the hour or hour and half to take the child from Broughal to whatever field they are going to and so 
they as a district have incurred the cost for the entire time period, whether they are driving two miles or driving 
3½ miles, they are still incurring the cost for an hour and a half or two hours or whatever the time frame is. 
 

She went on to say that you do pay the mileage like Dr. Donaher stated, if it is four miles to say Illick’s Mill, 
they are paying four miles as opposed to two miles to Fountain Hill, so they are paying besides the driver cost, 
they are paying mileage costs. 
 

Director Leeson asked who is paying for this. 
 

Mrs. McKeon stated that the athletic department is.   
 
Director Leeson asked if it is being billed to athletics. 
 

Mrs. McKeon stated that it was not at this time. 
 

Director Leeson asked if the district incurs any additional costs as a district. 
 
Mrs. McKeon stated that only fuel.  She said that if they are driving two miles as opposed to four miles, then 
they are paying the driver whatever time they spend at the location that they are at. 
 

Director Leeson stated that time costs them more than distance, but they are charging back to another account, 
so then the district is not saving any money. 
 



Dr. Donaher stated that they are saving a little bit of money from the athletics departments view. 
 

Director Leeson stated that is from the athletic departments view but the district is not saving money, they are 
spending an additional $25 as a district when they look at the bigger picture. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated they are spending less money in fuel and the time of the driver if it takes the driver an 
additional 15 minutes one way to get to the fields on Schoenersville Road and 15 minutes back that that is an 
extra half hour. He went on to say that if they were just going to Fountain Hill and back, they wouldn’t have to 
pay. He said that they, as an athletic department, the cost would be additional if they are driving four miles 
verses six miles verses eight miles or 10 miles because there is the mileage charge  that is set in their budget that 
they have to account for.  
 

Director Leeson stated that in their budget she doesn’t see this as a savings. 
 
Director Burkhardt stated that there is a bigger issue here. He went on to say that everyone of the other three 
middle schools, the kids walk out the door and they go to practice. He said that Broughal, and he remembers 
this discussion a couple of years ago, used to go to the City fields and then until they get on the bus, get out 
there , get ready for practice and then shorten their practice to get on the bus to get back to Broughal, they don’t 
have the same advantage that the other kids have. He went on to say he feels that they  should give them the 
field that is closest to their school and that happens to be Fountain Hill which is costing them $25. He continued 
saying that he thinks there is a far bigger issue here than this little bit of money.  
 

Director Leeson stated to Director Burkhardt that they are not talking about a large distance and quite frankly 
that the Schoenersville fields are less than 15 minutes from Broughal and so the time, the distance here they’re 
not talking about, she does agree with Director Burkhardt, and she thinks that this is why they will all look 
forward to the time when the fields are completed. She went on to say that not all of the schools could walk out 
the door, that includes Liberty, when they were under construction, so they all have suffered through certain 
things. 
 
Director Follweiler stated that she had different issues on the subject, but that she is just going to throw her 
support behind what Dr. Donaher and Mrs. McKeon had been saying. She went on to say that if the sports 
practice or game is an hour long, there is more time for everyone involved to go a further distance, and it is not 
just about the $25 or the cost to the district as Director Burkhardt said. She said that the students will need to 
spend that time and the parents will need to spend that time. She said she remembers they had this subject come 
up last year, and she knows she said to Dr. Donaher in the hallways that if it doesn’t go through she will just 
give him the $200 because Northeast went through the same process. She went on to say that Northeast was 
displaced with no field walking out the door for five years, and they did have a record of doing this with 
construction on their buildings and the cost to the district, she believes would end up being more than the $200 
total for the season that they are projecting because she knows she was a coach at an offsite facility and while 
the miles didn’t seem far, at an after school traffic time whether it is going to Schoenersville or over the 
mountain that it is a heavy traffic area and the bus driver is going to be paid more, the gas is more, the students 
are going to be spending longer on the bus instead of doing homework, the parents are going to have a harder 
time getting to the games, and therefore she is in favor of spending the $200. She went on to say that her 
questions is about what account it is coming from because that is normally supposed to be on every expenditure 
that is listed on our agenda. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated that it was coming from the athletic account. 
 

Dr. Donaher stated that it is the athletic account and it is in the 400 account code in which there is a balance of 
about $948 in that account. 
 



Director Follweiler stated that it is very important that they don’t lose sight of everyone who reads the agenda 
before it gets to the board, that any expenditure is supposed to have an account listed and a balance as Director 
Tenaglia stated earlier.  
 

Dr. Donaher made an apology for not listing the balances. 
 
Director Ortiz stated that she felt this is ridiculous. She said that they cannot be just picking on nickel and dime 
items, and the kids needs to be at their practices, and she supports what Dr. Donaher is doing. 
	
  
	
  
ROLL CALL ITEMS 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16, AND 18 
	
  
President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16 as amended, and 18. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, yes to 16 as amended and 18, abstaining from 14, no 
to 1, 2, 7, 11-part C, Item #5, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann 
 
Motion 1 and 2 pass 7-1 
Motion 7 – pass 7-1 
Motion 11 – passes 7-1 
Motion 14 – passes 7 – 0 – 1 
Motion – 16 and 18 pass 8-0 
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  



	
  
	
  

DISCUSSION ITEM #2 
 
Director Follweiler stated that she pulled Item #2 because on the listing on the table of contents it says 
Roadmap to Educational Excellence, however, in the actual recommendation, it specifies that it is district goals. 
She asked for clarification asking if this is a goal of district, and she wanted to make sure  that it is not the only 
goal of the district that they have areas to do with financial goals and they have areas to do with safety goals. 
She went to say that she just wanted to make sure that this is covering their Curriculum Educational goals and 
that there are other goals that the district has set forth for the administration to follow. 
 
 

Dr. Roy stated that the recommendation does say to approve the attached Roadmap to Educational Excellence 
goals for 2010-2014 and so it would refer specifically to the documents that as were pointed out are focused on 
educational programs. 
 
Director Leeson stated that she would like this to be reworded then because the information says the district 
goals developed entitled Roadmap to Educational Excellence and that indicates that these are the districts goals 
which she does not believe are the comprehensive district goals. She went on to say that it should say, the 
educational goals instead of the district goals or something to that effect. 
 

Director Follweiler stated the recommendation says the Board of Directors approves the Roadmap to 
Educational Excellence goals and she knows that what they are speaking of is the background information, 
however she feels the recommendation itself is appropriate. 
 

Director Leeson stated that the information goes with it and she would like to see that changed to Educational 
Goals developed and she believes that that was discussed in the Curriculum meeting and it was established that 
this was the curriculum goals and not the district goals. She continued saying she doesn’t think that this is really 
accurate as far as the information is concerned either. 
 



Dr. Roy stated that this is broader than Curriculum goals, it is Educational program goals as well and it is his 
understanding that what the board is voting on is the recommendation. 
 

Director Leeson stated that she will be voting no. She said that she also wants to point out that they went 
through a complete Curriculum audit and at that time they established and outlined directions to be set for the 
next couple years. She went on to say that that is not included in this Roadmap to Educational Excellence. She 
said she thinks it is very difficult for their district to keep taking one direction and switching and changing and 
moving and she thinks that they very purposefully last year laid some groundwork so that it could be built upon 
so she also cannot accept these goals since they do not incorporate the work and do not build upon the work that 
was done in the previous year. She said she remembers Director Ortiz bringing up that they are using the work 
that they spent a lot of money on last year and did a lot to establish, and asked if they are building on this and 
are they using those guidelines.  She went on to say that she thinks that it is very important for the district to see 
them being consistent and to see them following through with the things that this board established and voted 
on. 
 

Dr. Roy stated that he understands the point, and he thinks the Roadmap is intended to be at a next level up. He 
said that the Curriculum report and audit provided detailed information on timelines and courses that needed to 
be updated and that this is much more specific, that this is the next level up, that the curriculum work fits into 
this framework and when they talked about the core learning and the stretch learning, the curriculum work is 
kind of the detail stuff within that framework, and therefore he sees this as setting a broader direction which is 
much needed for the district, for their principals, for their teachers, for their schools, and providing a framework 
for school improvements that provide a common direction with common overall goals that allows for individual 
schools to address their needs within the framework. Dr. Roy asked if Dr. Silva wanted to add to this. 
 

Dr. Silva stated that curriculum is more ethics and this is where there will be more curriculum discussions.  
 

Director Burkhardt stated that he would like to mention that Dr. Silva and he did review the documents they are 
talking about from Dr. Barilla, and he is going to make sure that he overlays that and that they haven’t gotten 
lost in a file cabinet somewhere. 
 

Director Ortiz stated that as she discussed with Director Leeson, she just doesn’t want to see that they just say 
they are going to do something. She said they paid someone to come and give them the Roadmap, and the next 
year they change it. They need to be consistent and this is like Director Burkhardt said they are discussing what 
Dr. Barilla said and they are going to implement that and put that into perspective for this Roadmap then she 
does not have a problem with that, but she just doesn’t want to see that they invested so much money into that 
and all of a sudden they just discard it and it is not used. 
 

Director Leeson stated that the curriculum goals were supposed to be followed through this year, and she also 
thinks that is a discussion and she is glad that they have started the conversation but they are looking at March 
before they are going to even have a discussion with the board and looking for acceptance on this. 
 

Director Burkhardt stated that when he reviewed them with Dr. Silva, a number of them are the very 
mathematical, the science, the biology, the language arts, the key areas, and they are in process of reviewing 
others, some of them related to arts, some of them to foreign language and those areas are still on the table for 
getting going, but the really critical ones when they looked at them, they are moving in the right direction, 
however, we just need to bring them forward a little bit better. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



ROLL CALL ITEMS 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16, AND 18 
 
President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16 as amended, and 18. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, yes to 16 as amended and 18, abstaining from 14, no 
to 1, 2, 7, 11-part C, Item #5, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann 
 
Motion 1 and 2 pass 7-1 
Motion 7 – pass 7-1 
Motion 11 – passes 7-1 
Motion 14 – passes 7 – 0 – 1 
Motion – 16 and 18 pass 8-0 

	
  



	
  



	
  



	
  



	
  
	
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  



	
  



	
  



	
  



	
  



	
  



	
  



	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  



The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  



	
  
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 

	
  

	
  
	
  

 
DISCUSSION ITEM #7 
 
Director Leeson stated that she sent a message about the cost of lodging for this particular trip, and she thinks 
the lodging is $1,900 for three days for three people, and she was wondering if they had any answers that this 
just seems very high. 
 

Dr. Roy stated that they will check on this. He said that for three people they will make sure that it is two in a 
room.  
 

Director Leeson asked if there was any additional information. 
 

Dr. Roy stated that nothing else other than saying that they will make sure they double up. He continued saying 
that the one person is a non-BASD employee, so he could put that person in a room with people they don’t 
know. 
 

Director Leeson asked if this was grant funded. 
 
Dr. Roy stated that that was correct. 
 
ROLL CALL ITEMS 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16, AND 18 
 
President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16 as amended, and 18. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, yes to 16 as amended and 18, abstaining from 14, no 
to 1, 2, 7, 11-part C, Item #5, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann 
 
Motion 1 and 2 pass 7-1 
Motion 7 – pass 7-1 



Motion 11 – passes 7-1 
Motion 14 – passes 7 – 0 – 1 
Motion – 16 and 18 pass 8-0 

	
  
	
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  

	
  
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  

	
  
	
  



	
  
DISCUSSION ITEM #11 
 
Director Leeson stated that they looking at hiring the Interim Assistant Business Manager and that Dr. Roy 
corrected the salary to read  $2,040, and it is her understanding that this individual is considering that they will 
be working a three day week. She continued saying that she will be voting no on this because she doesn’t 
believe that they should be spending that kind of money to fill an Assistant Business Manager position when 



they are looking at a very difficult budget and the need for cuts. She said she knows there are great needs in that 
department but she also understands that this is a person with high qualifications, however she thinks that this is 
excessive.   
 

Dr. Roy stated that he wanted to mention, that as he shared with the board, they are several people down in the 
business department now, and so this person would be coming into fill two slots that are vacant and the total 
cost to the district will actually be a couple hundred dollars less than if they brought in two temps to do the job. 
 

Director Follweiler stated that she had a different issue with that item. She continued saying that it is her 
understanding that what the board is approving is a dollar amount per week and that the individual has slated 
that they believe they can get the work of the two people they will be replacing done in a three day week, 
however, it is my understanding that what the board is approving is a dollar amount per week, regardless of how 
many days in that week it takes, so if the individual gets here and finds that it is not a job that can get done in 
three days that they are going to spend four or five days because they are approving a weekly amount. She went 
on to say that what she wants to see out of this and it is the reason that she will approve it and was she asked Dr. 
Roy if there was an estimated timeline, and she believes Dr. Roy stated that they are going to set to advertise at 
least the Assistant Business Manager position, and she wasn’t sure about the second position. 
 
Dr. Roy stated that they are looking at an estimate to potentially, that if there are candidates out there that they 
feel are qualified, they are potentially looking at a hire in the April or May time frame.   
 
Director Follweiler stated that what she is seeing is that they are hiring a overly qualified individual who will be 
able to do the work of two people in the business office, which after looking at the audit report really needs the 
help.  She went on to say that she is in favor of this under those conditions, but she would want reports back to 
the board of the progress the individual is making.  
 
 
Director Follweiler said she has another question on this line item. She said that the items in this line item are 
on this year’s budget, and therefore everything that they are approving in this is from the 2010-2011 school 
budget and that this is already accounted for in this year’s budget. She went to say that for example the 
appointment that they are talking about right now, they have the salaries for the two individuals that are no 
longer with us. 
 

Dr. Roy stated that he is not sure about the other positions. He said they will discuss that at the April board 
meeting. He said that they didn’t anticipate this need for the consultant, but they do have the positions that are 
vacant that are not being paid. 
 

Director Follweiler stated that she sees an opportunity in talking at the budget meetings about the coaching staff 
and things like that that they might want to bring up in the budget meeting. 
 

Director Ortiz stated that she has the same feeling as Director Leeson had earlier and after discussing this with 
Dr. Roy at their meeting and she sees that this person is going to be employed and that is a week’s worth of 
work, and they are going to be working three days, but whatever she does in three days is supposed to be a 
week’s worth of work, and if that is what they are approving then she is in favor of that, but with a timeline like 
Director Follweiler said,  she was just appalled that for three days they would be able to pay that amount of 
money and she would not approve that, however, if it is a professional that will be coming and helping them, 
they have to have a time line. She said she will not approve a three day work week, it has to be a week’s worth 
of work for the three days. 
 
 
 
 



ROLL CALL ITEMS 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16, AND 18 
 
President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16 as amended, and 18. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, yes to 16 as amended and 18, abstaining from 14, no 
to 1, 2, 7, 11-part C, Item #5, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann 
 
Motion 1 and 2 pass 7-1 
Motion 7 – pass 7-1 
Motion 11 – passes 7-1 
Motion 14 – passes 7 – 0 – 1 
Motion – 16 and 18 pass 8-0 

	
  



	
  



	
  
	
  



	
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  
DISCUSSION ITEM #14 
 
Director Leeson stated that she wanted to announce that she will be abstaining from voting on Item #14 because 
of a relationship with one of the candidates. 
 
ROLL CALL ITEMS 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16, AND 18 
 
President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16 as amended, and 18. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, yes to 16 as amended and 18, abstaining from 14, no 
to 1, 2, 7, 11-part C, Item #5, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann 
 
Motion 14 – passes 7 – 0 – 1 

	
  



	
  
	
  
	
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  



	
  
	
  



	
  
	
  

DISCUSSION ITEM #16 
 
Director Leeson stated that on the local audit report she wanted to make a comment that she is understanding 
from Mr. Gorman’s discussion that they are accepting the report given to them, however, they are not 
necessarily agreeing with any things that are in the report or accepting that this is the end of the actions to be 
taken, so in that venue, she said will accept the report. She said she is concerned that they are seeing some of 
the same issues year after year and she is hoping that in their Board Finance Meeting they will be taking a very 
strong look at timelines and accountability and reporting on some of these issues. 
 

Director McKeon stated that he is not weighing on his vote, but he agrees with Director Leeson that he thinks in 
the Board Finance Meeting they have to decide what items have to be addressed immediately and prioritize all 
the audit items so they can be addressed and completed as quickly as possible and as accurately as possible. 
 

Director Leeson that she would also like the items to be addressed for the upcoming audit, and she knows that 
that is difficult because they are just getting the audit at the end of February,  but with the time crunch, this is 
why they absolutely need to be getting this report closer to November or December as opposed to the end of 
February or the beginning of March. 
 

Director Tenaglia stated that thinks that the term itself does have a meaning different than Mr. Gorman’s and he 
would like to change the language to say “the Board of Directors acknowledges receipt of”, and he would like 
to make that as a motion. 
 

Director Leeson seconded the motion. 
 
Director Leeson asked Attorney Spry if he would address this item because as Mr. Gorman explained the school 
code requires the board to accept. 
 



Attorney Spry stated that the school code says that the auditor’s report shall be filed with the board, entered on 
the minutes of the board by the secretary and forward to the superintendent’s office and for public inspection, 
and so he thinks that Mr. Tenaglia’s change of wording is acceptable. 
 

President Cann asked if there is a need for a roll call vote to accept rewording the resolution to say “the Board 
of Directors acknowledges receipt of the audit, rather than “accepting the audit”.  
 

Attorney Spry stated that they just need a motion and a second motion to amend it. 
 

President Cann asked if all were in favor of amending Item #16 as explained and when they vote on it, it will be 
as amended. 
 
ROLL CALL ITEMS 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16, AND 18 
 
President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16 as amended, and 18. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, yes to 16 as amended and 18, abstaining from 14, no 
to 1, 2, 7, 11-part C, Item #5, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann 
 
Motion 1 and 2 pass 7-1 
Motion 7 – pass 7-1 
Motion 11 – passes 7-1 
Motion 14 – passes 7 – 0 – 1 
Motion – 16 and 18 pass 8-0 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

	
  



	
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  

	
  
DISCUSSION ITEM #18 
 
Director Follweiler stated that she wanted to make it clear, since when she was sitting in the audience a lot of 
things weren’t clear, so she asked Attorney Spry what was happening here since there are partials in their 
district that have gone to the county with a reassessment and the county has accepted it and they have passed it 
along to them to accept or reject. 
 

Attorney Spry stated that that was correct that the county has negotiated these numbers and the taxing 
authorities have accepted those proposed settlements and it is before the School Board to determine whether it 
will accept the proposed settlements, and he has recommended to the board that those settlements should be 
accepted. 
 



Director Follweiler asked that if they for any reason decide to not accept it, then they would have to go through 
the financial expense to change it and they would have to get another assessment, there would be considerable 
expense to the district.  She asked if this was correct. 
 

Attorney Spry stated yes. 
	
  

ROLL CALL ITEMS 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16, AND 18 
	
  

President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Items 1, 2, 7, 11, 14, 16 as amended, and 18. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, yes to 16 as amended and 18, abstaining from 14, no 
to 1, 2, 7, 11-part C, Item #5, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann 
 
Motion 1 and 2 pass 7-1 
Motion 7 – pass 7-1 
Motion 11 – passes 7-1 
Motion 14 – passes 7 – 0 – 1 
Motion – 16 and 18 pass 8-0 

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  



	
  
 
DISCUSSION ITEM 18A 
 
Motion to accept Item 18A 
 
Director Follweiler made motion to accept Item 18A. The motion was seconded by Director Ortiz. 
 
President Cann asked if there was any Discussion on Item18A. 
 

Director Burkhardt stated that he will be voting no consistent with his hope that they will be going to enter into 
a TIF with the other municipalities and the county. He stated that he believes that this is a loss of about $60,000 
a year in real estate taxes and that that is a big hit to take for next year and for the next 20 years. 
 

President Cann asked if anyone else had any discussion on Item 18A. 
 

Director Leeson stated that she wanted to reiterate what Director Follweiler brought up in the other tax 
settlements that this has been accepted, but that if they should decide that they want to appeal this they would be 
on their own and all expenses would be bore by the district to move forward in trying to appeal this. 
 

Attorney Spry stated that that was correct. 
 



President Cann asked for a Roll Call vote on Item 18A. 
 
Yea, Directors Follweiler, Leeson, McKeon, Ortiz, Tenaglia and President Cann   
 
Nay, Directors Burkhardt and Faccinetto. 
 
Motion passes 6-2 

 
	
  



	
  
 
 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, and 19 were considered together. 



	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  



	
  
President Cann called for approval of the Financial Report/Payment of Bills.  
 
MOTION TO ACCEPT FINANCIAL REPORT/PAYMENT OF BILLS 
 
Director Faccinetto made a motion, seconded by Director Burkhardt, to accept the Financial Report and 
Payment of Bills, (Item numbers 21, 22, and 23).  
 
President Cann asked if there was any discussion on the Financial Report/Payment of Bills. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated that the Superintendent and he communicated by email regarding a couple of items in 
this Financial Report/Payment of Bills category. He stated that regarding the Budgetary Transfer there are two 
expenses that have been moved from the graduation expenses of Liberty and Freedom High School to a rental 
equipment student account. However, since these are graduation expenses, he feels the probably belong in the 
account they were initially placed. 
 

Mrs. Gober stated that the PDE Account Manual defines that any lease or rental of any equipment for a facility 
must be included in the 440 object which is the reason that the lease from Stabler is being moved from a supply 
account to a lease rental account. 
 

Director Tenaglia stated that he and Dr. Roy also communicated regarding the budget information and the 
interest income for the full year was budgeted at $750,000 however, they have significantly less than that, and 
the superintendent’s response was that he felt that perhaps if was overstated in the 2011-2012 budget year they 
were proposing an interest income of $250,000 or approximately $500,000 less. Dr. Tenaglia asked if the 
administration is now anticipating $500,000 less of interest income. 
 

Mrs. Gober stated that he was correct. 
 

Dr. Roy stated that in looking back to the budgeting from the last school year, the $750,000 number is larger 
than had been received pictorially and he said he can’t answer why that was budgeted at $750,000, however, 
they are now expecting it to be in line with what has been historical which has been the $250,000. 
 

Director Tenaglia asked if they are going to see a transfer of the additional amount out of that account and 
where are they going to offset that amount? 
 

Dr. Roy stated that overall in looking at the budget expenses budgeted through December, they are on pace as 
they have been in the last year and that they expect to have a surplus at the end of the year as they did last year 
and then that would make up for the budgeting inaccuracy regarding the interest income. He continued saying 
that the budget is a blueprint, and he would say that $750,000 seemed pretty large, but they expect that in the 



end they are going to understand the budget, and that they will be able to make up for the off estimate for the 
interest income.  
 

Director Tenaglia stated he was also inquiring about certain accounts such as Curricular Enrichment which is 
already overspent in excessive of $5,000, the Interscholastic Athletic account where there are no expenses year 
to date, and SPARK where there was a $900 expense with nothing budgeted. 
He went on to say that he doesn’t understand how they attribute expenses to a category they have no budgeted 
amount. He continued saying that Homebound Instruction and Special Education have nothing there, nor do 
Contracted Services. He said that Dr. Roy did address some of those questions with the acquisition of two 
vehicles, however he said he didn’t see car acquisitions transferred to correct some of these differences.   
 

Dr. Roy stated that regarding the corresponding transfers, they look overall at department accounts and that 
those transfer will happen in time to cover this, so that if the Curriculum budget, the Enhanced Programs item is 
overdrawn then they would transfer money from another area of the Curriculum budget where there is plenty of 
money. 
 

Director Tenaglia stated that at this point in time, the board has no idea on what was spent on Interscholastic 
Athletics. 
 

Dr.  Roy stated that his understanding is that historically in the district there is the Athletic Fund and that at the 
end of the year, there is money that is budgeted in the GOP Interscholastic Athletic Fund and is then transferred 
to the Athletic Fund to cover additional expenses. He went on to say that financially they are all in the same 
account so it is an accounting piece. He said that he feels that Director Tenaglia made a point that at this time, 
the Athletic Fund does not reflect the revenue transferred into it yet. Dr. Roy continued saying the in the 
Interscholastic Athletic Fund, the Athletic Fund would show the expenses. 
 

Dr. Roy went on to say that one of Mr. Gorman’s recommendations were that the Athletic Fund not be a stand 
alone in the future, and even if they showed it separately that it would be accounted for in a more integrated 
fashion. 
 

Director Tenaglia asked why aren’t they implementing that change? 
 

Dr. Roy stated that they haven’t made the change at the mid point.  
 

President Cann asked if anyone had anything else to discuss. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
ITEMS 21, 22, and 23 
 
President Cann called for a voice vote to approve the Financial Report/Payment of Bills, Item 21, 22, and 23. 
 
Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, McKeon, Ortiz, and President Cann 
 
Nay, Director Tenaglia 
 
Motion Passes 7-1 
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Motion Passes 7-1 
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Director McKeon stated that he had two set of reports from two meetings. 
 
COLONIAL INTERMEDIATE UNIT 20 – Director McKeon stated that the 
January meeting was canceled because of bad weather. He said the February 
Meeting was a budget workshop  night at BASD, and he was unable to attend. 
 

BETHLEHEM AREA VO-TECH – Director McKeon stated that in January 
they had Mr. Fazil present a capital improvement study very similar to what 
they saw at BASD and this is dealing with Vo-Tech and their potential capital 
project or wish list. He went on to say that at the other meeting Mr. Gorman 
presented his audit to the joint Vo-Tech Board as of June 30, 2010, and they 
had another clean report coming out of Mr. Gorman’s operation and the other 
meeting was Vo-Tech was zoned for a house constructed and that there is a 
vacant lot next to it to sell and reinvest those proceeds in the Hecktown Road 
project whenever that is partially underway, this happened to do with getting 
Salvaggio to release the district from having to utilize their services in that 
vacant lot. He continued saying that was apparently part of the original 
agreement when that lot was bought that they would do the excavating, since 
they are not longer going to own the property they required some legal 
releases from the excavator. He went on to say that the next Vo-Tech meeting 
is tomorrow evening. In the January meeting they were discussing the 
administration goals of the Vo-Tech and there was nothing really outside of 
the February meeting of the significance. He said they had a presentation of 
place winners at Skills USA, and he said Dr. Roy has probably gotten the 
notifications, but they had a young lady finish second in masonry, which was 
her specialty. He asked if they get an opportunity and if they are willing to 
show up, they would like to see and hear about everyone and their 
achievements. 
 

Mrs. Cann  stated that Vo-Tech also gave a budget presentation. 
 

Director McKeon stated that there will be a 0 percent impact on the budget 
increase. He said that overall they are going to pay an additional $75,000 
because of the student allocation formula that is used, so the net bottom line 
to the Vo-Tech is a 0 percent increase, but to Saucon Valley and 
Northampton, they are going to see a decease in their expense, and we are 
going to see an increase in ours. 
 

President Cann stated that the budget was just presented and not yet 
approved. 
 

SUPERINTENDENT DIVERSITY COMMITTEE – Mrs. Ortiz stated that 
she wasn’t sure if Director Leeson was at the Diversity Meeting, but she was 
working and she did not attend and doesn’t have a report for today. 
 

DUAL ENROLLMENTS – Director Ortiz stated that she was working and 
didn’t attend the meeting so she does not have a report. 
 

COMMITTEE 
REPORTS 



SUPERINTENDENT’S DIVERSITY COMMITTEE – Director Leeson 
stated that she did not get notified about the meeting, and therefore she 
missed the meeting. 
 

NORTHAMPTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE – Director Leeson stated that 
they did not meet in February. 
 
BETHLEHEM RECREATION COMMITTEE – Director Leeson stated that 
she did not have a report on the Recreation Commission either this month. 
 

President Cann asked if there was any new or miscellaneous business that 
they would like to bring to the board. 
 

Director Follweiler stated that she missed sharing during the 
Recommendations of the Administration that the Colonial IU 20 had their 
budget approved this evening and there was a 0 dollar increase to the district.  
She went on to say that she commends the IU for pulling the reigns in and 
having a 0 dollar increase to the BASD. 
 
 
 
President Cann asked if there was any new business to discuss.  Seeing none, 
she moved to Courtesy of the Floor to Visitors. 
 

NEW BUSINESS 

Parents Advisory Committee 
 

Ed Boksan 
2846 Ivanhoe Road 
Bethlehem, PA 
 

Mr. Boksan stated the following:  “It is my honor tonight to be here on behalf 
of the Parents Advisory Committee. Many of you probably remember 
Maureen VanKersammy. Maureen has resigned as the chairperson of the 
Parents Advisory Committee, and I was elected last meeting, so I have the joy 
of being here tonight. I will be attending or a member of the committee will be 
attending each board meeting to give a report. We didn’t do a whole lot of 
business at this past months meeting. We are hoping to try to forward our 
minutes to you instead of really spending much time on them at the meetings, 
but wherever these is an issue that we feel the need that parents can be of 
help in giving some direction to we’ll certainly have that commendatory. So 
thank you very much.  I look to seeing you again soon”. 
 

President Cann asked if there was anyone else who would like to speak at 
Courtesy of the Floor. 
 
Steve Antalics 
737 Ridge Street 
Bethlehem, PA 
 

Mr. Antalics stated the following:  In the past I have spoken out in support of 
SPARK and also buses for SPARK and also in the past after I became aware 
of the study and that it wasn’t the teachers, but logged to the problems of 

COURTESY OF THE 
FLOOR 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



students was a parental breakdown. I spent this last weekend with my son, 
who is fluent in Spanish and spends considerable time in Mexico, and I was 
discussing different issues with him because he is very interested in education 
and something very interesting came about through our discussion and that is 
the fact that I have an incredible identification with preschool Latino students 
in Bethlehem. It was that way when I was preschool because my parents were 
born in Europe and they came to this country with English that you could 
count on one hand, so that I feel my sons think I did pretty well and I thought 
back and going back 71 years and recalling conversations with my parents, 
mostly with my mother, dad was out trying to make money during the 
depression, but the point being is that she always spoke to me in English and 
spoke to my father in Slovenia, but I learned Slovenia by listening to them, his 
English was not very good, but we got by, because she was learning along 
with me. I thought about it I lived on the Southside and I have a lot of 
interaction with Latino families. What brought this all up was looking at my 
childhood and I thought of the number of families where the mother was 
mostly the mother with children. I don’t know whether the parents could 
speak English or not, but the point I was getting at here was that if the parent 
spoke to the children in English although their native language was Spanish, 
that would that assist the preschool students, and if it did then I am asking 
questions, I am not drawing conclusions, the question is that since the 
previous study that shocked me, it was not a problem of teachers, but of 
parents not helping the children to which I got a round of applause from the 
teacher unions sitting behind me, but any way if that in fact could be a tool to 
help the preschool children,  might the district look at some program to have 
contact with the parents to bring them out to them, it is comfortable to speak 
in their best language, now I recall many times helping my mother with 
pronouncing words. But the thing I am getting at is that do you think as a 
program that the district should look into supporting preschool English 
speaking to Latinos? I called my other son on this in the Philadelphia area 
and their students who are Asians, who speak two languages, but they do 
extremely well in school. The point I am making is I don’t want to divert my 
point, but could the district, board, and administration look at this situation 
and could it be a bonifed policy to make contact with the parents, maybe they 
are not aware of this.   
 
President Cann asked if there was anyone else wanted to speak at Courtesy of 
the Floor. 
 
Seeing none President Cann moved to Open Forum. 
 

President Cann asked if anyone would like to say anything at Open Forum. 
 

Director Ortiz stated that it is not as easy as just going from one language to 
change to another language and that there are programs in the Southside. She 
said there are programs that they do teach ESL to parents and they are trying 
to get more parents to speak English but it is not as easy as people say. She 
continued saying that the district already has this in place She said they have 
the Family Centers and they are working on that as well. 
 
President Cann asked if there was anyone else who would like to say anything 
at Open Forum. 
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President Cann announced that the board will have an Executive session 
following the board meeting to discuss personnel issues. 
 
President Cann asked for a motion for adjournment. 
 
Director Follweiler made a motion adjourn the meeting, which was seconded 
by Director Faccinetto. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:22 p.m.  
 
 

ADJOURNMENT 

Attest, 
 
Stacy M. Gober 
Board Secretary 

	
  


