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BETHLEHEM AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BOARD OF SCHOOL DIRECTORS 

REGULAR BOARD MEETING 
 

 

The Regular Board Meeting of the Board of Directors of the Bethlehem Area 
School District was held on Monday, July 25, 2011, at 7:02 p.m. in the 
Auditorium of East Hills Middle School, 2005 Chester Road, Bethlehem, PA  
18017. 
 

REGULAR BOARD 
MEETING 

President Cann called for the roll: 
 
Members present:  Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, McKeon, 
Leeson, Tenaglia, President Cann – 7 
 
Members absent:  Directors Amato, Ortiz - 2 
 
Others present:  Dr. Joseph 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 

None. STUDENT 
RECOGNITION 

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 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 stated seeing none they will continue with Approval of the 

COURTESY 
OF THE FLOOR 
TO VISITORS 
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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 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 stated seeing none they will continue with Approval of the 
Minutes. 

COURTESY 
OF THE FLOOR 
TO VISITORS 

President Cann called for the approval of the minutes from the following 
meetings:  April 26, 2011 – Budget Hearing; May 9, 2011 – Budget Hearing; 
May 9, 2011 – Special Board Meeting. 
 
Director Leeson made a motion to accept the minutes which was seconded by 
Director Follweiler. 
 
President Cann called for a voice vote to approve the minutes. The motion 
was passed by a unanimous voice vote. 
 
Motion passes 7-0 
 

President Cann called for the approval of the committee meeting minutes from 
the following meeting:  June 20, 2011- Board Curriculum Committee 
Meeting. 
 
Director Leeson made a motion to accept the minutes, which was seconded by 
Director Faccinetto.  
 
President Cann called for a voice vote to approve the Committee minutes.  
The motion was passed by a unanimous voice vote. 
 
Motion passes 7-0 
 

APPROVAL OF  
MINUTES 
 
 

MOTION TO ACCEPT  
MINUTES 
 
VOICE VOTE TO 
ACCEPT MINUTES 
 
 
 
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 – 
Items 24, and 25. 
 
Director Burkhardt made a motion, seconded by Director Follweiler, to accept 
the Financial Report and Payment of Bills. (Item number 24 and 25) which 
was seconded by Director Follweiler. 
 
 
President Cann asked if there was any discussion regarding Item numbers 24 
and 25. 
 

FINANCIAL REPORT/ 
PAYMENT OF BILLS 
 
MOTION TO ACCEPT 
FINANCIAL 
REPORT/PAYMENT 
OF BILLS 
 
DISCUSSION ITEMS 
24 AND 25 (SEE 
AGENDA PAGES FOR 
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President Cann stated:   We had an executive session before this meeting on 
students discipline, personnel, and contract negotiations, and we will have a 
personnel executive session following the meeting tonight. 
 

PRESIDENT’S 
COMMUNICATIONS 

Dr. Roy stated:  I just wanted to add a couple of meeting notes.  On Monday, 
August 1st the committee meetings will be switched, Facilities will go first at 
6:00 p.m., followed immediately there after by the Curriculum committee and 
that will be at the Ed Center. On Monday, August 8th, the Board Finance and 
HR committee meetings will be held here at East Hills in the auditorium since 
the Ed Center is not available that evening.  Those changes are noted on the 
website, but I wanted to mention them this evening as well. 
 

SUPERINTENDENTS 
REPORT/ 
RECOGNITION 
 

President Cann asked if anyone had any unfinished business they would like 
to bring up at this time.  Seeing none, she moved to the recommendations of 
the administration.   
 
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, 
19, 20, 21, 22 and 23). 
 
Director Burkhardt made a motion to accept the Recommendations of the 
Administration. Director Follweiler seconded the motion. 
 
 
President Cann asked if anyone would like to pull any of these of these items 
for discussion. 
 
Dr. Roy stated:  May I just note President Cann that item 17, page 18 has been 
pulled from the agenda. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  Please pull Item #1, 2, 5, 6, 7 and 19. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  Please pull Item #4. 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote to accept Item # 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 
13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22 and 23.   
	
  
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, 
Faccinetto, Follweiler, McKeon, President Cann, Leeson – no Item 15, yes to 
others, Tenaglia – no Item 15, yes to others. 
 
Motions pass – 7-0  Items 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22             
and 23 
Motions pass  –  5-2  Item 15 
 
 

UNFINISHED 
BUSINESS 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
OF THE 
ADMINISTRATION  
(ITEMS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 
7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 
20, 21, 22, and 23) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DISCUSSION ITEM 1, 
2, 4, 5, 6, 7, AND 19 
(SEE AGENDAS 
PAGES FOR 
DISCUSSION) 
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Director Burkhardt stated:  I would like to move to table Item 1 until we have 
a full board. 
 
President Cann asked if there was a second for tabling. 
 
President Cann seconded the motion. 
 
President Cann asked Mrs. Gober to take a roll call vote on tabling Item #1. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, 
Faccinetto, Follweiler, and President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson, McKeon, 
Tenaglia. 
 
Motion to table passes 4-3 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote on the remaining items, Item #2, 4, 5, 
6, 7, and 19. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, 
Faccinetto, Follweiler, and President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson – Items 2, 
4, 5, 6, 7, 19B 1 & 2, yes to other Item 19 items, Tenaglia – Nay 2, 4, 5, 6, 
19B1, yea to 7 and remaining Item 19 items,  McKeon – Nay  2, 19B 1 & 2, 
Yea, 4, 5, 6, 7 remaining Item 19 items.. 
 
Motion 2 – passes – 4-3 
Motions 4, 5, 6 – pass – 5-2 
Motion 7 - passes – 6-1 
Motion 19 - passes 7-0 except, 19B1 & 2 Motion Fails 
 

MOTION TO TABLE 
ITEM #1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE TO 
TABLE ITEM #1 
 
 
 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE ON 
ITEMS 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
AND 19 
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Director Leeson stated:  I will put Items 1 and 2 together.  I will be voting no on both of these because I believe 
that the district at this time really needs to do a thorough investigation of their technology and what is needed to 
produce the academic results that we want.  I have the same reservations I had the last time we looked at the 
Apple Lease and as you know, I don’t believe we should have these do over votes.  But, my reservation is that 
we need to look very critically at our technology plan, how it supports our academic plan and how much can we 
afford, and we need to look at that in the context of the five year projections and what is going to happen with 
our finances within those five years with the Apple Lease we are committing to some large contracts, and we 
may find ourselves regretting it very shortly if we start to have some financial issues which we know the 
retirement issues will be looming very soon.  So, for that reason I will be voting no on both of those items. 
 
President Cann asked if anyone else had any discussion on items 1 or 2. 
 
Director Follweiler stated:  I just wanted to address Director Leeson.  She makes some excellent points, and I do 
believe we need to move towards continuous evaluation of our technology services however, after we had 
discussed the Apple Lease in particular, the last time and Director Burkhardt brought up the information about 
the entire operating system and Mr. Arbushites gave us what I felt to be clearly new information on the total 
cost of changing the operating system from PC to Apple which was my issue, not necessarily everyone else’s. 
So to me that was enough new information to have me change my vote on structuring just the lease to looking at 
the big picture that I felt the district would lose too much financially without structuring the lease at this time, 
but I do agree with Director Leeson that we should continue to move forward and evaluate our educational use 
of our technology. 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 8 of 73 

Director Tenaglia stated:  On item #1, I will be voting no, for two reasons of procedures. One, along with 
Director Leeson, I agree that this matter was already voted on, we did not get new information, we got 
supplemental information.  The information that was presented after the vote was available; it just wasn’t 
presented to us.  Item #2 is the vice president of the board had to ask at the end of the committee meeting, 
we’ve had a practice of seeing what is going to be presented on the agenda, discussed with the board in 
committee, once again, that procedure was not followed.  Thirdly, unless we start, we are never going to be able 
to migrate away from the one vendor technology supplier of Apple and there is no plan from the administration 
to initiate that migration.   
 
President Cann stated:  Director Tenaglia we did discuss this in the curriculum meeting.   
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  We discussed it in the curriculum meeting, but in the curriculum agenda there is a 
listing of items to go on the board agenda, once again, this item was not included on the curriculum agenda for 
inclusion on the monthly board agenda. 
 
Director McKeon stated:  I am going to be voting no on items 1 and 2 also.  Item 1 – Because I have already 
voted no.  I really think technology wise we are going to get behind the eight ball by just restructuring this 
lease.  I think we should really do as Director Leeson said a comprehensive technology plan and maybe we go 
away from the notebooks to iPad.  I don’t know, and again, the long term costs both what we are going to get 
outside of the technology side plus the new technology, may be cheaper may be more expensive, so I am going 
to be voting no on items 1 and 2. 
 
Director Faccinetto stated:  I just want to reiterate that I will vote yes on this, and I feel that education wise 
there is no better computer than an Apple machine.  I think you get what you pay for.  I use both platforms, a 
PC at work and Apple at home.  I have an iPad. I was the first one to sit at this table with an iPad and it is kind 
of growing around, but we are not ready to make a commitment to our students to give them iPads when there is 
not the APS and not the software to support it.  The iPad has only been out a year and a half, not even two years 
yet.   Who knows what will happen next.  I think it is too soon to go to that.  I think if we would have had a 
discussion about notebook computers when they were a year old, people would think we were crazy, they are 
cheaper, but that doesn’t mean they are better.  An Apple machine as I said in the committee meeting is tested 
for years before they come out with a new MAC book and then it is gone over and over again so that everything 
works simultaneously, it works together all the software’s made strictly for that.  We talk about not wasting 
classroom time with the carts and if the computers aren’t ready, but if we have PC’s that are going to take 3,4,5 
minutes to start up as they get 5 or 6 years old, which a MAC will not do, we are going to waste more 
classroom.  The long term benefits of a MAC in my opinion far outweigh the cost savings that you are going to 
get by buying a PC now because you have HP and Dell and Compact and whoever else that will put out the 
cheapest machine possible to go out and buy a machine.  Apple doesn’t care about the cheapest machine; they 
care about the best quality machine.  Education wise, software wise, the things that are provided for free under 
Apple that we would have to buyback on a PC in my opinion are not worthwhile.  We do need a curriculum on 
it, we need a full scale presentation on where we are going and how we are getting there, but we can’t neglect to 
buy computers and replace old ones, while we figure out what we are going to do in the future.  If we have a ten 
year old text book, we are going to buy new text books, and we are going to figure out how to use them in the 
process.  We can’t just sit and let the machines rust and not work and have kids without them, how we decide 
the nine of us are going to fight to use them, in my opinion.   
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Director Leeson stated:  I agree with you that I would vote no on a textbook that we did not research and have a 
curriculum to go with the textbook as well, so personally that’s what I would do.  So, I would not just buy 
textbooks because they were 10 years old, I’d need to have a curriculum that went with it.   
 
MOTION TO TABLE ITEM #1 

 
Director Burkhardt stated:  I would like to move to table Item 1 until we have a full board. 
 
President Cann asked if there was a second for tabling. 
 
President Cann seconded the motion. 
 
President Cann asked Mrs. Gober to take a roll call vote on tabling Item #1. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, and 
President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson, McKeon, Tenaglia. 
 
Motion to table passes 4-3 
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Director Leeson stated:  I will put Items 1 and 2 together.  I will be voting no on both of these because I believe 
that the district at this time really needs to do a thorough investigation of their technology and what is needed to 
produce the academic results that we want.  I have the same reservations I had the last time we looked at the 
Apple Lease and as you know, I don’t believe we should have these do over votes.  But, my reservation is that 
we need to look very critically at our technology plan, how it supports our academic plan and how much can we 
afford, and we need to look at that in the context of the five year projections and what is going to happen with 
our finances within those five years with the Apple Lease we are committing to some large contracts, and we 
may find ourselves regretting it very shortly if we start to have some financial issues which we know the 
retirement issues will be looming very soon.  So, for that reason I will be voting no on both of those items. 
 
President Cann asked if anyone else had any discussion on items 1 or 2. 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 11 of 73 

Director Follweiler stated:  I just wanted to address Director Leeson.  She makes some excellent points, and I do 
believe we need to move towards continuous evaluation of our technology services however, after we had 
discussed the Apple Lease in particular, the last time and Director Burkhardt brought up the information about 
the entire operating system and Mr. Arbushites gave us what I felt to be clearly new information on the total 
cost of changing the operating system from PC to Apple which was my issue, not necessarily everyone else’s. 
So to me that was enough new information to have me change my vote on structuring just the lease to looking at 
the big picture that I felt the district would lose too much financially without structuring the lease at this time, 
but I do agree with Director Leeson that we should continue to move forward and evaluate our educational use 
of our technology. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  On item #1, I will be voting no, for two reasons of procedures. One, along with 
Director Leeson, I agree that this matter was already voted on, we did not get new information, we got 
supplemental information.  The information that was presented after the vote was available; it just wasn’t 
presented to us.  Item #2 is the vice president of the board had to ask at the end of the committee meeting, 
we’ve had a practice of seeing what is going to be presented on the agenda, discussed with the board in 
committee, once again, that procedure was not followed.  Thirdly, unless we start, we are never going to be able 
to migrate away from the one vendor technology supplier of Apple and there is no plan from the administration 
to initiate that migration.   
 
President Cann stated:  Director Tenaglia we did discuss this in the curriculum meeting.   
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  We discussed it in the curriculum meeting, but in the curriculum agenda there is a 
listing of items to go on the board agenda, once again, this item was not included on the curriculum agenda for 
inclusion on the monthly board agenda. 
 
Director McKeon stated:  I am going to be voting no on items 1 and 2 also.  Item 1 – Because I have already 
voted no.  I really think technology wise we are going to get behind the eight ball by just restructuring this 
lease.  I think we should really do as Director Leeson said a comprehensive technology plan and maybe we go 
away from the notebooks to iPad.  I don’t know, and again, the long term costs both what we are going to get 
outside of the technology side plus the new technology, may be cheaper may be more expensive, so I am going 
to be voting no on items 1 and 2. 
 
Director Faccinetto stated:  I just want to reiterate that I will vote yes on this, and I feel that education wise 
there is no better computer than an Apple machine.  I think you get what you pay for.  I use both platforms, a 
PC at work and Apple at home.  I have an iPad. I was the first one to sit at this table with an iPad and it is kind 
of growing around, but we are not ready to make a commitment to our students to give them iPads when there is 
not the APS and not the software to support it.  The iPad has only been out a year and a half, not even two years 
yet.   Who knows what will happen next.  I think it is too soon to go to that.  I think if we would have had a 
discussion about notebook computers when they were a year old, people would think we were crazy, they are 
cheaper, but that doesn’t mean they are better.  An Apple machine as I said in the committee meeting is tested 
for years before they come out with a new MAC book and then it is gone over and over again so that everything 
works simultaneously, it works together all the software’s made strictly for that.  We talk about not wasting 
classroom time with the carts and if the computers aren’t ready, but if we have PC’s that are going to take 3,4,5 
minutes to start up as they get 5 or 6 years old, which a MAC will not do, we are going to waste more 
classroom.  The long term benefits of a MAC in my opinion far outweigh the cost savings that you are going to 
get by buying a PC now because you have HP and Dell and Compact and whoever else that will put out the 
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cheapest machine possible to go out and buy a machine.  Apple doesn’t care about the cheapest machine; they 
care about the best quality machine.  Education wise, software wise, the things that are provided for free under 
Apple that we would have to buyback on a PC in my opinion are not worthwhile.  We do need a curriculum on 
it, we need a full scale presentation on where we are going and how we are getting there, but we can’t neglect to 
buy computers and replace old ones, while we figure out what we are going to do in the future.  If we have a ten 
year old text book, we are going to buy new text books, and we are going to figure out how to use them in the 
process.  We can’t just sit and let the machines rust and not work and have kids without them, how we decide 
the nine of us are going to fight to use them, in my opinion.   
 
Director Leeson stated:  I agree with you that I would vote no on a textbook that we did not research and have a 
curriculum to go with the textbook as well, so personally that’s what I would do.  So, I would not just buy 
textbooks because they were 10 years old, I’d need to have a curriculum that went with it.   
 
ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote on the remaining items, Item #2, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 19. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, and 
President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson – Items 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 19B 1 & 2, yes to other Item 19 items, Tenaglia – 
Nay 2, 4, 5, 6, 19B1, yea to 7 and remaining Item 19 items,  McKeon – Nay  2, 19B 1 & 2, Yea, 4, 5, 6, 7 
remaining Item 19 items.. 
 
Motion 2 – passes – 4-3 
Motions 4, 5, 6 – pass – 5-2 
Motion 7 - passes – 6-1 
Motion 19 - passes 7-0 except, 19B1 & 2 Motion Fails 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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Director Tenaglia stated:  As I discussed in committee and I appreciate the difficulties, but I am going to vote 
no on expenditure for this fiscal year of $88,000 moving up to $98,000 with only one vendor.  I think we need 
to try to obtain more than one bid.   
 
President Cann asked Dr. Roy to reiterate the reason because I did ask him as well to remind me earlier why 
there was only one bid. 
 
Dr. Roy stated:  I appreciate the concern and I had the concern as well.  It has to do with the licensing of 
licensed repair people for the Alcatel System and there is one located in Allentown, we were able to locate one 
in Florida and one in Pittsburgh who did not submit quotes in response to our request to provide the 
maintenance service, so we were left with the one improved Alcatel vendor to provide the contract.  I will say 
too that this is a better price than we have had the last few years, moving forward and it does include free 
software and hardware upgrades from the local vendor as well.   

 
ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote on the remaining items, Item #2, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 19. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, and 
President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson – Items 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 19B 1 & 2, yes to other Item 19 items, Tenaglia – 
Nay 2, 4, 5, 6, 19B1, yea to 7 and remaining Item 19 items,  McKeon – Nay  2, 19B 1 & 2, Yea, 4, 5, 6, 7 
remaining Item 19 items.. 
 
Motion 2 – passes – 4-3 
Motions 4, 5, 6 – pass – 5-2 
Motion 7 - passes – 6-1 
Motion 19 - passes 7-0 except, 19B1 & 2 Motion Fails 
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Director Leeson stated:  On Item #5, I will be voting no on this, although I believe it probably is a better 
benchmark, I have been on the board twelve years now, this is the fourth benchmark assessment that we are 
using.  It is impossible to get a real read with such a high turnover, and I think we need to get a better long term 
assessment of how our students are doing and so that is the only reason I will be voting no on this one. 

 
 

President Cann asked for a roll call vote on the remaining items, Item #2, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 19. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, and 
President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson – Items 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 19B 1 & 2, yes to other Item 19 items, Tenaglia – 
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Nay 2, 4, 5, 6, 19B1, yea to 7 and remaining Item 19 items,  McKeon – Nay  2, 19B 1 & 2, Yea, 4, 5, 6, 7 
remaining Item 19 items.. 
 
Motion 2 – passes – 4-3 
Motions 4, 5, 6 – pass – 5-2 
Motion 7 - passes – 6-1 
Motion 19 - passes 7-0 except, 19B1 & 2 Motion Fails 
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Director Leeson stated:  On item #6, I will be voting no on as well. We have been writing these Getting Results 
Plans for a long time now.  And the plans lack a lot of detail.  They lack the detail, they lack scrutiny, and they 
lack the analysis to make a real difference in our schools and to make a difference for our students.  I believe at 
this point we really need, particularly some of these schools that have been on school improvement for a while 
make academic gains.   
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ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote on the remaining items, Item #2, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 19. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, and 
President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson – Items 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 19B 1 & 2, yes to other Item 19 items, Tenaglia – 
Nay 2, 4, 5, 6, 19B1, yea to 7 and remaining Item 19 items,  McKeon – Nay  2, 19B 1 & 2, Yea, 4, 5, 6, 7 
remaining Item 19 items.. 
 
Motion 2 – passes – 4-3 
Motions 4, 5, 6 – pass – 5-2 
Motion 7 - passes – 6-1 
Motion 19 - passes 7-0 except, 19B1 & 2 Motion Fails 
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Director Leeson stated:  I have a question as well on this one (Item #7), the AP textbooks were supposed to be 
taken out of the Stimulus funds from last year.  That was the original intent.  That was why we had targeted AP 
and so I am wondering why they have gone into this year’s budget and coming out of the GOB.   
 
Dr. Silva responded to Director Leeson’s concern, but it was not audible on the tape.  
 
Director Leeson stated:  But we were supposed to get them in under the Stimulus funds of last year, and I 
understand we did have some Stimulus funds from last year. 
 
Once again, Dr. Silva responded to Director Leeson’s concern, but it was not audible on the tape. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  I know that, that was last year’s adoptions.  This year’s adoptions we were supposed to 
try and get them in though prior to June 30th, so that they would go under the stimulus funds. 
 
Dr. Silva responded, but was not audible on the tape. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  My question is why, because that was the target to get this in under the Stimulus funds 
and not use GOB money.  That is why we put a push on AP to get the courses on line and use the one time 
money for a one time expense and now we are pushing it into this years GOB money which means possibly 
there is other textbooks that we could have provided that we are not going to be able to because of the AP 
textbooks. 
 
Dr. Silva responded, but was not audible on the tape. 

 
 

ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote on the remaining items, Item #2, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 19. 
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The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, and 
President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson – Items 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 19B 1 & 2, yes to other Item 19 items, Tenaglia – 
Nay 2, 4, 5, 6, 19B1, yea to 7 and remaining Item 19 items,  McKeon – Nay  2, 19B 1 & 2, Yea, 4, 5, 6, 7 
remaining Item 19 items.. 
 
Motion 2 – passes – 4-3 
Motions 4, 5, 6 – pass – 5-2 
Motion 7 - passes – 6-1 
Motion 19 - passes 7-0 except, 19B1 & 2 Motion Fails 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 26 of 73 

 

 
 
 
 
The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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Dr. Roy stated that Item #17 was pulled from the agenda. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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Director Leeson stated:  Item #19B 1 & 2.   I will be voting no on; it again has no reflection on the individuals.  
I believe this structure of the athletic directors with the assistant athletic directors we are going to be paying 
assistant athletic directors the same as we paid full time athletic directors, and I just think this whole structure is 
not financially sound and is not the most beneficial that we could be doing for our students.  Again, no 
reflection on the individuals. 

 
ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote on the remaining items, Item #2, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 19. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, and 
President Cann.  Nay, Directors Leeson – Items 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 19B 1 & 2, yes to other Item 19 items, Tenaglia – 
Nay 2, 4, 5, 6, 19B1, yea to 7 and remaining Item 19 items,  McKeon – Nay  2, 19B 1 & 2, Yea, 4, 5, 6, 7 
remaining Item 19 items.. 
Motion 2 – passes – 4-3 
Motions 4, 5, 6 – pass – 5-2 
Motion 7 - passes – 6-1 
Motion 19 - passes 7-0 except, 19B1 & 2 Motion Fails 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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The administration’s recommendations 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, and 23 were considered 
together. 
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Director Tenaglia stated:  I sent the board and the superintendent a memorandum earlier today, and the 
superintendent responded with a response from the business office.  Regarding the report of the treasurer, there 
was no interest income credited for the period 12/1/2010 to 6/30/2011.  The response was the amount of interest 
income for the year is $84,500, which is reflected in local revenue.  The corresponding footnote is shown in the 
previous reports for the period as $38,500 of interest earned for the various proved cash accounts.  My questions 
are which footnote is the administration referring to and further in the budget report, interim reporting, under 
other local income sources the interest on the investments for the year is report at $34,500?  So I am wondering 
where the $84,500 came from? 
 
Dr. Roy stated:  I think Mrs. Mautino can answer that. 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  The $84,500 is the amount for the entire year, and I am reconciling interest income as we 
speak, so $35,000 is what was recorded so far in the books. Up to this point, I think we stopped posting interest 
around December or January. So I am trying to reconcile that, get the correct amount on the books, but I 
calculated it from bank statements and it is going to be around $84,000 for the year, but I didn’t want to put 
anything on the books until I had the exact number.   
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  The $34,500 is what we actually received. 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  That was what was received.  I believe it was posted up to January and there were some 
missed postings.  Year to date for June is about $84,000.  So I am making journal entries to get the rest of the 
interest on the books. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  I also have a question regarding the CD for $10,000,000 which was purchased on 
12/27/10, and since you are reporting the interest as of June 30th, the receivable should only be for the period of 
time until the end of June 30th, not the full length of the CD? 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  The $10,000,000 CD, I am going to be putting four days of interest.   
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  The $5,200 is for the full term of the CD. 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  Correct. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  So wouldn’t the receivable only be for the three days? 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  The $5,300 is just the estimate of the entire CD term., but most of that is going to be into 
this current fiscal year.   
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  In the Capital reserve fund, I inquired about that is part of the pool fund that you are 
going to reallocate? 
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Mrs. Mautino stated: Yes, we have quite a few accounts that are mixed in with the general fund that are going to 
be separated out for this current year. 
 
Direction Tenaglia stated:   But the bond fund was not part of the pooled account? 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  No, that is in a separate bank account. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  I have a question on the budget information.  I know that this is not something that we 
are voting on but since we are talking about financial information. Thank you for giving us this report but there 
were a few things I didn’t quite understand.  I see that we have not received revenue of about $3,000,000 for the 
end of June.  Is there $3,000,000 that will be credited towards the 10-11 school year still coming in? 
 
Mrs. Gober stated:  As we noted at the Finance Committee Meeting, this is an interim report.  This does not 
include all of the receivables that are due during the accrual period.  If you look specifically at the local taxes, 
local service tax, earned income tax, those are taxes that traditionally are received, the bulk of that money 
comes in over the summer.  This is one example of the primary difference, and the other is IDEA funds that 
needs to be reconciled and is payable through cash flow invoices through the Intermediate Unit. So that was the 
caveat that we tried to share at the Finance Committee Meeting, that there are things that have not been received 
that need to be recorded back throughout the course of the summer and the audit reconciliation process. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  I am aware of that, but that is my question.  Isn’t the earned income tax received early 
in the fall or it is now?  Are we going to be crediting what is coming in now to last year? 
 
Mrs. Gober stated:  Yes. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  The IDEA money that also comes behind the services. 
 
Mrs. Gober stated:  All federal revenues are received after the expenditures are incurred and paid. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  The next question is on the expenditures, debt service, we had debt service here of 
$2,300,000 remaining.  Is there a reason that that would not be shown yet?  Do we pay our debt service that gets 
calculated into last fiscal year? 
 
Mrs. Gober stated:  I believe, and I will defer to Mrs. Mautino on this one, that there were some debt service 
payments that were not properly classified into the appropriate cabinet code that she was working on.  All of the 
debt service payments have been made, they are paid to date, whether they are reconciled back to the budget, 
that I don’t know where we are in terms of that process, but I know that there were several payments that were 
identified that were not charged to the appropriate cabinet code which is the basis for that particular report. 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  I can add a little to that.  The debt service is one of the accounts that I am really looking at 
closely and trying to reconcile, and the debt service payments that we paid in July 1st were actually for last 
year’s interest, so those have to be pulled out of this expense and then this year’s, the ones that are paid this July 
1st, have to be put in.  So, there is taking the payables out, putting this year’s payables. So that is one of the 
accounts I am actually working on.  That is why that account seems a little off.  But I will get it reconciled to 
the exact debt service, and yes we did make all the payments, nothing is behind on that, and we are filing the 
reimbursements timely also. 
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Director Leeson stated:  I wasn’t expecting that you are behind, but I was just curious as to why that is a fairly 
large number, and thank you for that information.  All of the remaining budget items seem to be a little bit 
smaller and not as significant.  Thank you. 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote on Items 24 and 25. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, 
McKeon, Tenaglia, and President Cann. 
 
The motion passes 7-0 

 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 54 of 73 

 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 55 of 73 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 56 of 73 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 57 of 73 

 
Director Tenaglia stated:  I sent the board and the superintendent a memorandum earlier today, and the 
superintendent responded with a response from the business office.  Regarding the report of the treasurer, there 
was no interest income credited for the period 12/1/2010 to 6/30/2011.  The response was the amount of interest 
income for the year is $84,500, which is reflected in local revenue.  The corresponding footnote is shown in the 
previous reports for the period as $38,500 of interest earned for the various proved cash accounts.  My questions 
are which footnote is the administration referring to and further in the budget report, interim reporting, under 
other local income sources the interest on the investments for the year is report at $34,500?  So I am wondering 
where the $84,500 came from? 
 
Dr. Roy stated:  I think Mrs. Mautino can answer that. 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  The $84,500 is the amount for the entire year, and I am reconciling interest income as we 
speak, so $35,000 is what was recorded so far in the books. Up to this point, I think we stopped posting interest 
around December or January. So I am trying to reconcile that, get the correct amount on the books, but I 
calculated it from bank statements and it is going to be around $84,000 for the year, but I didn’t want to put 
anything on the books until I had the exact number.   
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  The $34,500 is what we actually received. 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  That was what was received.  I believe it was posted up to January and there were some 
missed postings.  Year to date for June is about $84,000.  So I am making journal entries to get the rest of the 
interest on the books. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  I also have a question regarding the CD for $10,000,000 which was purchased on 
12/27/10, and since you are reporting the interest as of June 30th, the receivable should only be for the period of 
time until the end of June 30th, not the full length of the CD? 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  The $10,000,000 CD, I am going to be putting four days of interest.   
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  The $5,200 is for the full term of the CD. 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  Correct. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  So wouldn’t the receivable only be for the three days? 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  The $5,300 is just the estimate of the entire CD term., but most of that is going to be into 
this current fiscal year.   
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  In the Capital reserve fund, I inquired about that is part of the pool fund that you are 
going to reallocate? 
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Mrs. Mautino stated: Yes, we have quite a few accounts that are mixed in with the general fund that are going to 
be separated out for this current year. 
 
Direction Tenaglia stated:   But the bond fund was not part of the pooled account? 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  No, that is in a separate bank account. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  I have a question on the budget information.  I know that this is not something that we 
are voting on but since we are talking about financial information. Thank you for giving us this report but there 
were a few things I didn’t quite understand.  I see that we have not received revenue of about $3,000,000 for the 
end of June.  Is there $3,000,000 that will be credited towards the 10-11 school year still coming in? 
 
Mrs. Gober stated:  As we noted at the Finance Committee Meeting, this is an interim report.  This does not 
include all of the receivables that are due during the accrual period.  If you look specifically at the local taxes, 
local service tax, earned income tax, those are taxes that traditionally are received, the bulk of that money 
comes in over the summer.  This is one example of the primary difference, and the other is IDEA funds that 
needs to be reconciled and is payable through cash flow invoices through the Intermediate Unit. So that was the 
caveat that we tried to share at the Finance Committee Meeting, that there are things that have not been received 
that need to be recorded back throughout the course of the summer and the audit reconciliation process. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  I am aware of that, but that is my question.  Isn’t the earned income tax received early 
in the fall or it is now?  Are we going to be crediting what is coming in now to last year? 
 
Mrs. Gober stated:  Yes. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  The IDEA money that also comes behind the services. 
 
Mrs. Gober stated:  All federal revenues are received after the expenditures are incurred and paid. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  The next question is on the expenditures, debt service, we had debt service here of 
$2,300,000 remaining.  Is there a reason that that would not be shown yet?  Do we pay our debt service that gets 
calculated into last fiscal year? 
 
Mrs. Gober stated:  I believe, and I will defer to Mrs. Mautino on this one, that there were some debt service 
payments that were not properly classified into the appropriate cabinet code that she was working on.  All of the 
debt service payments have been made, they are paid to date, whether they are reconciled back to the budget, 
that I don’t know where we are in terms of that process, but I know that there were several payments that were 
identified that were not charged to the appropriate cabinet code which is the basis for that particular report. 
 
Mrs. Mautino stated:  I can add a little to that.  The debt service is one of the accounts that I am really looking at 
closely and trying to reconcile, and the debt service payments that we paid in July 1st were actually for last 
year’s interest, so those have to be pulled out of this expense and then this year’s, the ones that are paid this July 
1st, have to be put in.  So, there is taking the payables out, putting this year’s payables. So that is one of the 
accounts I am actually working on.  That is why that account seems a little off.  But I will get it reconciled to 
the exact debt service, and yes we did make all the payments, nothing is behind on that, and we are filing the 
reimbursements timely also. 
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Director Leeson stated:  I wasn’t expecting that you are behind, but I was just curious as to why that is a fairly 
large number, and thank you for that information.  All of the remaining budget items seem to be a little bit 
smaller and not as significant.  Thank you. 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
President Cann asked for a roll call vote on Items 24 and 25. 
 
The question was called with roll call as follows:  Yea, Directors Burkhardt, Faccinetto, Follweiler, Leeson, 
McKeon, Tenaglia, and President Cann. 
 
The motion passes 7-0 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 60 of 73 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 61 of 73 

 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 62 of 73 

 
 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 63 of 73 

 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 64 of 73 

 
 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 65 of 73 

 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 66 of 73 

 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 67 of 73 

 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 68 of 73 

 

 
 



JULY 25, 2011 
 

Page 69 of 73 

 

President Cann asked for Committee reports. There were no Committee 
Reports. 

 
Director Leeson stated that the recreation committee had an evening at Birney 
Fritz Park and there will be the opening of the new ice skating rink this 
Wednesday evening from 5:00 – 7:00 if anyone is interested. 

 
Mrs. Follweiler – stated there was no I.U. Meeting. 
 

COMMITTEE 
REPORTS 
 

President Cann asked if there was any new or miscellaneous business. 
 

Director Leeson stated:  June of 2011 a report came out from the Headstart 
impact study.  It actually was completed in January of 2010.  It is an interesting 
study and it shows the positive effects of the Headstart program were minimal 
and vanished by the end of first grade.  Headstart graduates performed about 
the same as students of similar income and social status who were not part of 
the program and it is almost surprising because it is not what anyone had 
expected and I believe that people were hoping to see something different.  I 
point it out because it is very important for us to follow the data and follow the 
statistics and particularly what is happening within our own district.  We are 
going to have to make some very serious financial decisions and what are we 
going to support and what are we not going to support.  We need to know what  
are the programs that are working and what ones aren’t and even though we 
may love the program, we may think that is going to do a terrific job, we need 
to see the data and what exactly is happening with the program within our 
district.  So I wanted to share that with everyone and if you want to you can go 
to Headstart impact study to see the whole report.   

 
Director Tenaglia stated:  We received the committee agendas for the next two 
months but I do not see on there any discussion regarding the RFP for real 
estate tax collection.  I am wondering when the administration plans to initiate 
that process. 

 
Dr. Roy stated:  That is on the agenda but not on the agenda for the upcoming 
meetings yet.  We would look to do something in the fall so that we are in 
proper time line for January.   

 
Director Leeson stated:  I think it sad that our board has got to the place where 
we’re tabling for the manipulation of a vote.  Quite frankly, I think the vote 
would have gone the way people wanted it to anyway tonight.  It is back on the 
agenda because people wanted to have the right people here to vote on it and 
now it has been tabled for the same reason.  I just think that is sad that we are 
going in that direction.   

 

NEW/ 
MISCELLANEOUS 
BUSINESS 
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President Cann stated:  Director Leeson that is your opinion and you are 
entitled to it, but we have recognized this as an important issue and that is why 
we have had a couple of discussions, and in fact Director Tenaglia had said 
that he had wished it was tabled the first time, that that would have been the 
appropriate way to continue discussion on it and I think that we just think it is 
important enough that we would like to have the whole board in attendance. 

 
Director Tenaglia stated:  My comments on tabling was regard to those 
members who said they voted but they wanted more information.  If a member 
wants more information and is not comfortable with voting, there is a 
procedure.  You don’t have a vote and then not like the outcome and vote 
again, now you have it on the agenda and because you did think you are going 
to pass you vote to table it. 
 
President Cann stated:  I did not think it was not going to pass because of the 
comments here it sounded like it would, but I would consider information to 
include the opinions of the people that are not here who I know have opinions 
on this and I think that is important information.   

 
Director Tenaglia stated:  This is why we schedule meetings.  Are we now 
going to defer voting on issues depending upon who is present?   

 
Director Leeson stated:  I think that we have voted on things that were far more 
significant than the lease of one set of our computers without a complete 
contingent of the board and so if we are going to start deciding what is the 
most important things and we have to wait until everyone is present in order to 
vote, I think we are going to have a difficult time getting things done.   

 
Director Follweiler stated:  I think clearly in the comments tonight that vote 
was going to pass, I agreed to table because it has been so much discussion on 
difference of opinion that having the full board and hearing what the full 
board’s opinion would put it to bed without any further discussion.  Everyone 
has their own opinion.  I can only tell you and speak for myself, I did not 
realize I needed additional information thus could not have tabled it, therefore, 
I felt in my opinion of which President Cann said we are all entitled to our own 
opinion, it was new information.  Now those of us that don’t feel it was new 
information, that is fine.  I felt it was new information and warranted bringing 
it back.  I don’t call it a do over vote, I call it an additional vote, I understand 
other people’s opinion, but please respect mine and mine was to hear from nine 
board members on what their vote was so that we have a full contingent. 

 
Director Tenaglia stated:  I think that we should give serious consideration to 
what constitutes a forum because now which items on the agenda become 
significant enough that require nine of us to be here. 
 
President Cann stated:  I think what would happen is just what happened 
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tonight.  If someone thought it was significant enough to wait for a full board, 
they would make a motion to table and then we would see if there was support 
and if there’s not, then there’s not. 

 
Director Tenaglia stated:  I don’t think that is fair to the administration.  I think 
the administration comes, they put forth the agenda, we go through a whole 
committee thing, they come and they expect the board to make a 
determination.   

 
President Cann stated:  Well I am not sure there is any other way we can do it 
because we often don’t know until we’re here, who is going to be here and 
who isn’t.  Just like tonight, I didn’t know that we’d only have 7 people until 
we were here.    But if you want to come up with some sort of practice that you 
would like us to consider, you are certainly welcome. 
 
Director Tenaglia stated:  We are starting down the slippery slope of the vote 
having no meaning. 

 
President Cann stated:  But votes are tabled all the time, it is not a slippery 
slope to meaninglessness.   

 
Director Faccinetto stated:  There has been plenty of instances where votes 
have been tabled and maybe they were done in a different manner, the proper 
manner where I sat here dumbfounded as to why it was happening and in my 
opinion some of those weren’t fair to the administration but the simple fact is 
that a majority tonight voted to table the motion.  There is plenty of times I am 
not in the majority or I am in the majority and it is just the way it goes.   There 
was a majority and that was the board’s decision tonight.   

 
Director Burkhardt stated:  The concept of tabling is a critical feature of 
Robert’s Rules of Order. My understanding is that this board functions under 
Roberts Rules and therefore you can institute any of those features, so I find it 
interesting that people would decide that I guess Roberts Rules are okay under 
certain circumstances but not under others. 
 
Dr. Roy stated:  I am not sure if it would be appropriate now under open 
forum, but I would ask for some direction from the board regarding the 
assistant athletic director positions because the restructuring of the athletic was 
approved in the budget, the administrative athletic director was approved at the 
last meeting and part of that restructuring was to have the two assistant athletic 
directors who are teachers, teaching schedule, reduce schedule and then 
fulfilling the assistant athletic directors responsibilities in the afternoon.  So, 
by the appointment of those two people failed this evening, so that leaves us 
half way there.  We have approved the district-wide AD, we’ve approved this 
overall plan in the budget, but now we have not approved assistant athletic 
director positions.  So I am looking for direction from the board on that. 
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President Cann stated:  Dr. Roy, you say that in the budget we approved the 
two Assistant Athletic Directors positions? What we failed to approve is these 
particular individual in those spots by tonight. 

 
Dr. Roy stated:  That is correct, but I did hear at least one board member 
preface comments that it is not about the individuals it is about the opposition 
to the restructuring , so we are left without filling those positions now prior to 
the start of the fall season. 

 
 

President Cann stated:  I guess my point is that we haven’t eliminated the 
positions by this vote. 
 
Dr. Roy stated:  Correct. 
 
Director McKeon stated:  The rationale behind my vote is one of the 
individuals and not to pick on that individual is a department chair.  The 
receiving is stipend to be a department chair, their teaching a lighter load, and 
now we are going to let them out of an additional period with a $10,000 
stipend.  I have a problem with that. 

 
Dr. Roy stated:  The person will teach two periods, if a teacher teaches three 
each semester, a full load, six in a year, this person was teaching five as a chair 
of that department, and then they would teach four and be released.  So, they 
would teach two each semester instead of three.   

 
President Cann stated:  I am not sure that you can get direction from us tonight. 
We can have discussion at the next committee meeting. 
 
Dr. Roy stated:  We can do that, we are left incomplete with the summer 
practices beginning in August. 
 
Director Leeson stated:  As you know I have made the same comment 
throughout the entire process, so for me this structure does not work.  I also 
want to say that I find it difficult to see us paying $10,000 for an assistant 
athletic director at our high schools far more than we are paying our heads of 
departments, and our heads of departments are doing a great deal of work 
particularly in our core subject areas, we are asking more and more of heads of 
departments, and I do think that this assistant position should be more in line 
with the heads of departments than it is currently.   
 
Dr. Roy stated:  I guess we will have to discuss it and figure out how to come 
back 
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          Attest, 

 
          Stacy M. Gober 
          Secretary 
 
          SMG:pag 

President Cann stated:  we will be moving to Courtesy of the Floor.   
 
Steven Antalics 
737 Ridge Street 
Bethlehem, PA   
 
Mr. Antalics stated:  I am dismayed by the poor attendance of the public this 
evening, and as a member of the public, I think we would be remiss with the 
meeting ending without someone making a comment so I feel obliged to make 
a comment.  I have nothing to comment on the agenda because I have no 
problems with the agenda or other business, but I might relay the human 
relations story, which involves the board, and take it for what it is.  It is strictly 
a human relations story – by the way the board member who is involved in 
this, I suggest that they neither smile, blush, nor make any outward sign to 
indicate they are the person involved in this story.  I was at Wegmans and I 
was accosted by a board member in a very agitated state.  This board member 
felt obliged to confess their sin which was they had inherently put a high price 
meat item on the cart in a point where they failed to put it by oversight on the 
conveyer belt but once they got to the car, they noticed it and this part is just 
interesting because it showed conscience, integrity and morality and they 
rushed back into the store to pay for it, but in the meantime they ran into me 
but they felt obliged, I guess from guilt, to relate what happened, so I was quite 
impressed by the whole thing, so at least I know that we have at least one 
moral, honest, and dedicated member on the board. 
 

COURTESY OF THE 
FLOOR 
 

President Cann asked if anyone had anything to discuss in the Open Forum. 
See none she moved to adjourn the meeting. 
 

OPEN FORUM 
 
 

President Cann asked for a motion for adjournment. 
Director Follweiler moved to adjourn the meeting, seconded by Director 
Burkhardt.  The meeting was adjourned at 7:52 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
 


