
 
Lehighton Area School District  

1000 Union Street  
Lehighton, PA 18235  

Thursday, November 13, 2025 at 7:00 PM 
SPECIAL BOARD MEETING - MINUTES  

 
 
 
1. Opening Exercises  
1.1 Opening Exercises  
Opening Exercises included the Pledge of Allegiance and a moment of silence.   
 
1.2 Call to Order  
Board President, J. Beers called the Board Meeting to order at 7:01 PM  
 
1.3 Roll Call  
PR/AB 

PR Ms. Joy Beers  PR Mr. Duane Dellecker PR Ms. Heather Neff 

PR Mr. Richard Beltz  PR Mr. Jeremy Glaush PR Mrs. Kerry Sittler 

PR Ms. Barbara Bowes PR Mr. Sean Gleaves PR Ms. April Walker 

 
Also Present: 
Mr. Jason Moser, Superintendent 
Ms. Janine Partenio, Recording Secretary 
 
Kay Barry, Fred Kemmerer, Brian Shaner, Nicole Collier, Kristen Cremeens, Megan Rodgers, Walter Zlomsowitch, 
Autumn Abelovsky, Nathan Foeller, Darrin Dotter, Ryan Bowman, Jeremiah Dunchack, Tim Tkach, William Howland, 
Kasara Weinrich, Drew Snowberger, Jarrad Hedes, Pam Searfoss, Allison Tirpak, Sarah Dunchack, Kenny Eck, Jordan 
Cook, Christina Haupt, and Sue Howland. 
 
1.4 Purpose of Special Board Meeting  
As per the advertisement in the Times News on Wednesday, November 12, 2025: “The Lehighton Area School 
District will have a Special Board Meeting on Thursday, November 13, 2025 at 7:00 PM to accept the resignation 
of a Board Member and potentially appoint a new member to the Board. The meeting will be held at the 
Administration Building Board Room at 1000 Union Street, Lehighton, PA 18235.”  
 
1.5 Public Comment - Only on the Board’s Proposed Approval of the Agenda as Presented or as 
Modified  
Public comment will only be permitted to discuss whether or not an item currently listed on the draft agenda that 
has been posted should be on the agenda or off the agenda. No discussion on the substance of the agenda item 
will be permitted since the discussion will be exclusively limited to whether or not an item should appear on the 
agenda.  
 
B. Bowes sought clarification on whether the Board was permitted to make a motion to remove items from the 
agenda at this point, or if the preceding segment was solely for public comment on agenda items. J. Beers 
explained that the public comment section was for citizens to comment on the agenda, and the Board would have 
the opportunity to make comments on the agenda when they reached item 1.6. B. Bowes expressed 
disagreement with the current structure. 
 
1.6 Approval of Agenda  
MOTION by J. Glaush, SECONDED by A. Walker, to approve the agenda as presented.  
 
B. Bowes suggested removing item 2.4 from the agenda, stating that the matter should be given more thought, 
particularly since eight individuals had applied. J. Beers indicated that she was "okay with the agenda as it is," 
suggesting the matter could be addressed when they reached that point if other Board members had concerns. B. 
Bowes accepted the response, stating she "just wanted to ask." 
 
 

YES -    5          NO -    3         ABSENT -    0     ABSTENTIONS -    0       VACANCY  -    __1__   
 

 
 



1.7 Public Comment - Traditional Public Comment Period on Agenda Items Only  
J. Beers began by calling upon S. Gleaves reminding the public that the meeting was scheduled for this specific day to 
ensure S. Gleaves could attend in person.  S. Gleaves began by addressing the Board, noting his seven-month 
absence from public meetings, which was attributed to changes in his work schedule. S. Gleaves stated that his career 
and the well-being of his family took priority over his volunteer position as a Board Director and expressed genuine 
apology for his absence and resulting resignation. He affirmed his commitment to his four-year term and explained 
that the change in his work schedule was unforeseen; had he known, he would not have sought public office. 

S. Gleaves explained that his primary reason for the resignation was the decision to relocate his family closer to his 
new place of work, a process that began a few months prior. He addressed the timing of his announcement, which 
coincided with recent elections, by explaining that he only received confirmation of his home-buying process approval 
the past weekend. He did not wish to resign until the relocation decision was finalized and stated he would have 
otherwise continued serving until he could attend meetings again. 

S. Gleaves acknowledged that some might perceive his resignation as a calculated move to manipulate the Board's 
power structure. He made it clear that this was his individual decision and that he did not want it to negatively affect 
the perception of his fellow Board members. He asserted that the timing was outside of his control, ultimately subject 
to the housing market and other factors, and asked for respect for his decision. He concluded by offering to answer 
any questions. 

K. Sittler indicated that S. Gleaves was free to leave, and J. Beers thanked him. D. Dellecker also thanked S. Gleaves 
for his service.  S. Gleaves left at 7:07 PM 

K. Sittler began her statement as a citizen by thanking the community for electing her to the Lehighton Area School 
Board four years prior. She noted that she was not an accomplished public speaker and would do her best, briefly 
mentioning a physical issue with her jaw. 

K. Sittler then shared her personal history, recalling her childhood in Lehighton, graduating in 1991, and the strong 
sense of community she experienced while attending local events like football games at Baer Memorial. She detailed 
her high school involvement, which included receiving five varsity letters in sports, participating in FBLA, and winning 
gold for FHA in Washington, D.C. She stated that her initial goal was to leave the small town to attend college and 
explore other opportunities, which she did. 

K. Sittler said she moved to Rhode Island, attending Johnson & Wales University on a partial scholarship, where she 
earned a Bachelor of Science in Management and an Associate's Degree in Recreational Leisure Management. While in 
college, she volunteered with the Big Brother Big Sister program in the Fall River, Massachusetts, school district and 
tutored two students in a Providence elementary school. She spoke of her experience living in downtown Providence, 
enjoying shows, concerts, hockey games, and traveling to Boston and other parts of the United States. 

Upon returning to Pennsylvania, K. Sittler lived in various towns before settling back in Lehighton with her husband. K. 
Sittler then changed careers, receiving an Associate's Degree in Liberal Arts and later a full-scholarship Associate's 
Degree in Registered Nursing from Northampton Community College. After starting a family, she was heavily involved 
in parent organizations from preschool through high school, where she helped plan and orchestrate numerous events. 
She also served as a Booster Club track coach for many years, crediting the Lehighton Area School District for her 
educational foundation. 

K. Sittler then presented her central point: that throughout all her experiences as a citizen and a director, she had 
witnessed the highs and lows of the School District. She stated that she originally ran for Director to bring about 
change for the community and its children, aiming for a different, more honest Board—the platform on which she, J., 
B., and W. won. However, K. Sittler asserted that the Board's original objectives had changed and were "no more." She 
claimed that "secret meetings and agendas" had returned, Board members were being excluded, and the "egotistical 
nature of the Board President" was "back in full force." She concluded by stating that this was not what she ran for or 
what they were voted in for, and encouraged everyone to consider what all candidates bring to the table and their 
reasons for wanting to be on the Board. 

B. Shaner spoke next, stating he would not use his full three minutes. He respectfully requested that the Board table 
any motion to appoint a replacement for the vacant Board seat. B. Shaner argued that the seat had essentially been 
vacant for the last seven months, and the "rush to appoint someone tonight reeks of nothing but politics." He stated 
that, in his personal opinion, this was "the completely wrong reason to make a decision of this magnitude." B. Shaner 
finished by imploring the "moral members of this Board" to delay any appointments until the new Board was seated. 

J. Dunchack introduced himself and addressed item 2.4, concerning the appointment to fill the Board vacancy. He 
stated that it had come to his attention that certain Board members wished to appoint their own favored candidate, a 
recent member of the Board. J. Dunchack pointed out that the community had recently voted in November on new 
Board members, and there were "runner ups" who had received votes. He expressed the opinion that the desire of 
these few Board members to "pick their own Board Member" was "slightly selfish." 

 



 

 

J. Dunchack then argued that it was time for the Board to be selfless, defining the term as being "concerned more 
with the needs and wishes of others than one's own self." He reiterated that the current Board members were voted in 
by the community and should be acting on behalf of the community. He urged them to listen to the community and 
respect who the community had recently voted for. B. Shaner briefly interjected to thank J. Dunchack for his 
comment. 

W. Zlomsowitch requested that item 2.4 be tabled for the evening. He referenced a statement made by the Board 
President at a Monday night meeting, alleging that the reasoning for the rushed appointment was related to schools 
being "illegally sold six years ago." W. Zlomsowitch stated that anyone supporting this rationale was not acting in the 
interest of children but was instead seeking "revenge," finding it "really disappointing." He addressed R. Beltz, 
expressing his upset that individuals without children in the District were "com[ing] in here and try[ing] to ruin it," 
referencing the individual's attendance only for meetings that rubber-stamped decisions. 

W. Zlomsowitch then commented on D. Bradley, stating he would be a "terrible decision." He claimed that D. Bradley 
had previously cost the School District over $100,000 in education dollars in 2019 due to "his nonsense in court," 
asserting that this was information he had already shared with D. Bradley. He added that D. Bradley recently cost the 
District $16,000 in a Right-to-Know request that yielded no new information, labeling the entire effort as "revenge" 
that would ultimately lead to liability and cost the District more money. 

W. Zlomsowitch reiterated his request to table item 2.4. He then addressed the need to listen to the voters, stating 
that D. Dellecker was the next highest vote-getter and should "absolutely" be the person to fill the seat. He 
acknowledged that he was previously skipped for an appointment but insisted that D. Dellecker, as the next 
vote-getter, should be the person offered the seat. If D. Dellecker was not interested, W. Zlomsowitch suggested the 
opportunity should go to the next person, K. Weinrich. 

2. Action Items  
2.1 Acceptance of Resignation  
MOTION by K. Sittler, SECONDED by H. Neff, to accept the resignation of Board Member Sean Gleaves, effective 
as of the close of business on Wednesday, November 12, 2025  
 

YES -    8          NO -    0         ABSENT -    1     ABSTENTIONS -    0        
 

2.2 Declaration of Vacancy  
MOTION by J. Glaush, SECONDED by A. Walker, to formally declare the Board vacancy resulting from the 
resignation of Sean Gleaves.  
 

YES -    8          NO -    0         ABSENT -    0     ABSTENTIONS -    0       VACANCY  -    __1__  
 

2.3 Announcement of Individuals Declaring Interest  
Read names of all candidates who submitted a letter of interest.  
 
J. Beers proceeded to read the list of people who had emailed the Board, to the best of her ability, in the order 
received:  
Walter Zlomsowitch 
Ryan Bowman 
David Bradley 
Kasara Weinrich 
Brooke Kennedy 
Todd Cook 
Brian Shaner 
Kirk Henritzy.  
 
K. Sittler noted that there was another submission. J. Glaush confirmed the "last minute submission" was Tom 
Zimmerman. J. Beers asked if the submission was received after the 3:30 p.m. deadline, which J. Glaush confirmed, 
but J. Beers included T. Zimmerman in the announcement. 
 
J. Beers then addressed D. Dellecker, noting that multiple people, including W. Zlomsowitch, had commented about 
him being the next highest vote-getter for the seat. 
 

D. Dellecker acknowledged that he had been approached by many people to submit a letter of interest for the vacancy, 
and as the next highest vote-getter, he felt compelled to speak. He stated that he had reviewed the letters of interest, 
excluding the last three received, and found many used "general platitudes" to convince the majority of the Board of 
their worthiness. D. Dellecker noted that he did find several candidates who expressed specific goals to improve the 
school and were not related to Board members, elected administrators, or staff. 



 

D. Dellecker expressed disturbance over the recent election, claiming that the accomplishments and morals of the 
School Board were undermined, with some resorting to "outright deceit and lies" and using "buzzwords" to manipulate 
support. He stated that the politics of the school system seemed to have overtaken respect and common sense. He 
emphasized that respect must be present despite disagreements, and the position should be focused on educating 
children and preparing them for life responsibly, while considering taxpayers on fixed incomes and holding everyone 
accountable. He asserted that the position was not about protecting "friends, your family or union members." 

D. Dellecker then offered his opinion on one specific applicant who "stands above the rest," noting that this individual 
asked for consideration only if his first choice declined. D. Dellecker applauded this applicant's "diligence in pursuing 
accountability for every taxpayer," enduring "unbelievable ridicule for pursuing the truth" despite being repeatedly 
blocked, which ultimately forced him to take the District to court, where he prevailed. D. Dellecker compared the 
applicant to a "lion against a pack of jackals for years." 

B. Bowes then interjected, stating, "Yes, I know he thinks of himself as Trump." 

MOTION by D. Dellecker, SECONDED by J. Glaush, to appoint David Bradley, an eligible community member, to fill the 
unexpired term of Sean Gleaves effective immediately until the Board Reorganization Meeting in December 2027.  

H. Neff then asked D. Dellecker if he would "rather cause a circus" or "sit on the Board yourself," since he had recently 
run for a four-year seat. J. Beers interrupted, noting that before debate could proceed on the motion, the Board 
needed to take public comment. 

J. Beers noted that the proper form required public comment before debate, but someone could make a motion to 
table the pending motion.  

MOTION by B. Bowes,  SECONDED by H. Neff, to table the appointment of David Bradley, an eligible community 
member, to fill the unexpired term of Sean Gleaves effective immediately until the Board Reorganization Meeting in 
December 2027.  

YES -    3          NO -    5         ABSENT -    0     ABSTENTIONS -    0      VACANCY  -    __1__    
 
Motion Failed 

J. Beers then opened the floor for public comment on D. Dellecker's motion to appoint D. Bradley. 

W. Zlomsowitch addressed D. Dellecker, expressing his belief that D. Dellecker was an honest person. He questioned 
why D. Dellecker, who ran for a four-year seat in the recent election, would not accept the two-year vacancy. W. 
Zlomsowitch asserted that D. Dellecker would have served four years if he had won the election and questioned D. 
Bradley's suitability, noting that D. Bradley had previously stated his intention for a "one term, one term only" tenure. 
W. Zlomsowitch pressed D. Dellecker to take the two-year vacancy for the sake of the children. D. Dellecker responded 
that he had looked at the applications, but W. Zlomsowitch maintained that D. Dellecker should accept the two-year 
term, to which D. Dellecker simply stated, "I didn't win." W. Zlomsowitch then claimed that D. Dellecker had D. 
Bradley in mind since Monday, if not earlier. B. Bowes interjected that the plan had been in place "for years." R. 
Bowman then stated for the record that he was the one who sent the email to D. Bradley, taking full accountability. 

W. Howland, who recently won the two-year seat for the Board, spoke next. He stated he was not surprised by the 
current proceedings and accused the Board of missing an opportunity to show good faith to the incoming directors and 
the community. W. Howland stated that the willingness to appoint D. Bradley demonstrated the Board's "continued 
vindictive nature," arguing that no name brings more "grimaces and looks of horror" than D. Bradley's. He predicted 
that the appointment would lead to unproductive meetings, focus on past conflicts, lawsuits, wasted money, endless 
Right-to-Know requests, and fantasies about administrators being arrested. W. Howland asserted that the District 
deserved better and that the incoming members were ready to work collaboratively. He claimed that the current 
meeting contradicted his belief that a collaborative, civil Board relationship could be established. W. Howland 
suggested that a better approach would have been to wait until December to discuss appointing the next highest 
eligible vote-getter, an existing Board member whose term was expiring, or another qualified community member. 
Instead, he claimed the Board chose "the most divisive and unelectable character available to further split this Board 
and the community." W. Howland accused J. Beers, J. and A. of being part of this "well planned deception." He 
concluded by noting that the recent election results, which saw four, nearly five, seats won by his group, proved that 
voters wanted a grounded, centered Board focused on current issues, not "vendettas and vindictive motives." He 
blamed the current Board for burdening the community with "the king of chaos, Citizen Bradley." 

F. Kemmerer addressed the Board, questioning how they had moved to Item 2.4 and what gave D. Dellecker the right 
to make the first motion. J. Beers clarified that anyone can make a motion. K. Sittler and B. Bowes then suggested 
that J. Beers did not want to make the motion, so D. Dellecker did it, and B. Bowes asserted that they already knew 
who was being appointed.  

 



F. Kemmerer requested a roll call vote on the motion so everyone would know where the Board stood. B. Bowes 
suggested the motion should have been tabled until a later date to consider all applicants, including T. Zimmerman, 
whose information was just received. 

J. Beers then acknowledged a point of order, she stated J. Moser suggested that they table the motion, move to Item 
2.4, and then allow for a new motion. B. Bowes sought clarification on what motion was being tabled. J. Beers 
acknowledged they were "out of order" because she had not formally announced the move to 2.4.  B. Bowes 
expressed that she tried to table it before, but they voted “No.”  J. Moser then clarified the procedural issue: the 
motion D. Dellecker made should be tabled because no one else had the opportunity to make a motion for a candidate 
since the Board had not formally moved to Item 2.4. 

J. Beers initiated a motion to table, which B. Bowes immediately objected to, noting that she had already made that 
motion on D. Dellecker's proposal, and the motion was voted against.  

MOTION by J. Beers,  SECONDED by J. Glaush, to table the appointment of David Bradley, an eligible community 
member, to fill the unexpired term of Sean Gleaves effective immediately until the Board Reorganization Meeting in 
December 2027.  

YES -    5          NO -    3         ABSENT -    0     ABSTENTIONS -    0      VACANCY  -    __1__ 
 
Tabled   
 

2.4 Appointment to Fill A Board Vacancy  
The Board then moved to Item 2.4. J. Beers made a motion to appoint D. Bradley to fill the unexpired term of S. 
Gleaves, effective immediately until the Board reorganization meeting in December 2027. 
 
H. Neff immediately attempted to make a different motion, nominating T. Zimmerman to fill the vacancy.  
 
J. Glaush attempted to second J. Beers' motion.  
 
J. Beers stated that H. Neff "actually can't do that" based on parliamentary procedures. H. Neff and B. Bowes 
challenged J. Beers, asking why D. Dellecker's motion was allowed earlier if H. Neff could not make an alternate 
motion now, with B. Bowes suggesting it was because it was "not a way she wants to go." J. Beers told H. Neff she 
could make a motion to table. H. Neff insisted on making her motion for T. Zimmerman, which J. Beers reluctantly 
allowed, asking for a second. K. Sittler seconded the motion for T. Zimmerman.  

MOTION by J. Beers,  SECONDED by J. Glaush, to table the appointment of Tom Zimmerman, an eligible community 
member, to fill the unexpired term of Sean Gleaves effective immediately until the Board Reorganization Meeting in 
December 2027.  

YES -    5          NO -    3         ABSENT -    0     ABSTENTIONS -    0      VACANCY  -    __1__   
 
Tabled 

K. Sittler then attempted to nominate B. Shaner, stating, "We can do this all night, Joy." J. Beers responded that she 
did not believe a new motion could be made when a motion was on the floor. 

J. Moser intervened to clarify the procedure, noting that J. Beers had made a motion to appoint D. Bradley, which 
was seconded by J. Glaush. J. Moser stated that the next step should be opening the floor for public comment on 
the language of the motion to appoint D. Bradley. J. Beers accepted the clarification, announcing, "So we will 
have public comment on the motion to appoint David Bradley.” 
 
The Board proceeded to public comment on the motion to appoint D. Bradley. 

K. Eck, a taxpayer and employee, expressed great upset, stating that the current atmosphere was not about working 
together for the best interest of the children and the community. He asserted that if D. Bradley was appointed, that 
goal would not be achieved. K. Eck pleaded with the Board to agree to disagree respectfully, set a good example for 
the students, and work together for the kids. 

C. Haupt, a parent, employee, and taxpayer, stated she was "literally dumbfounded" that Board members would 
consider putting D. Bradley back on the Board. She claimed that during his previous tenure, he brought "nothing but 
chaos and confusion and community division," asserting that his reappointment would create a "circus." She recalled 
that the District's previous Board was known for negative drama in neighboring communities. C. Haupt implored the 
Board not to set an example of "people who rave like lunatics" and sling mud, emphasizing her pride in the community 
and her desire to maintain it. 

 

 



W. Howland was allowed to speak a second time, although J. Beers noted it was not proper procedure. W. Howland, 
speaking for the four Board-elect candidates, urged the remaining Board Members and D. Dellecker to find another 
solution, noting that many people, including D. Dellecker, could take the position and allow the Board to work together 
amicably. He warned that D. Bradley's appointment would be difficult, controversial, and problematic, guaranteed to 
"change the dynamics of this District." He asked the Board to reconsider and debate the matter in December, 
promising that the new group would not exclude people like D. Dellecker and would support him if he desired the seat. 
W. Howland begged the Board not to let the appointment happen. 

W. Zlomsowitch commented on the likelihood of the Board waiting until midnight to outlast the opposition, stating the 
goal was to make others quit, but promised that the opposing directors would not quit. He criticized D. Bradley, stating 
he had done nothing for the children and could not fix anything, although he acknowledged D. Bradley "exposed a lot." 
W. Zlomsowitch reminded J. Beers that he had once defended her from D. Bradley's disrespect. 

K. Sittler directly asked J. Beers if she "would rather burn down the District with Dave than to work peacefully with 
them and someone else." She accused J. Beers of attempting to "burn down every single thing" the Board had worked 
for over four years just to avoid working with the incoming group. 

K. Weinrich, who ran in the recent election, expressed her disappointment at the loss but stated she was prepared to 
accept it because "that is how the elected process works." She then challenged J. Beers, J. and A. to sincerely state 
that D. Bradley was the best option for the children and teachers out of the nine candidates. K. Weinrich stated that D. 
Bradley was not what was best for the community, the children, or taxpayers' wallets, and urged the Board to stop 
playing political games. She argued that true leadership sometimes required admitting being wrong and waiting, and 
that the Board still had the opportunity to do so. 

A. Abelovsky stated she had intended not to speak but then addressed the Board. After confirming that T. 
Zimmerman's letter was received after the deadline, she questioned if the Board was willing to take any other letters. 
B. Bowes suggested tabling the motion to be fair, bring the Board together, and allow time to digest the letters, some 
of which came in late that afternoon. A. Abelovsky stated that she had been encouraged to seek the position due to D. 
Bradley's nomination. She addressed D. Dellecker directly, referencing a private incident eight years prior involving D. 
Bradley and her child, which she stated she would never reveal publicly. She asked D. Dellecker to call for an 
Executive Session or a recess so she could share the details, asserting that if he still voted for D. Bradley afterward, 
he would not be the man she thought he was. 

MOTION by H. Neff, SECONDED by K. Sittler, for a short recess, The motion for a short recess carried at 7:43 PM. 

J. Moser announced the recess would not be for an Executive Session. 

The Special Board Meeting resumed at 7:55 PM. 

After the recess, B. Shaner returned to the podium. He expressed how disheartened he was that certain Board 
members were even considering the appointment this evening. B. Shaner stated that while he knew the majority of 
the Board was not fond of him, that was acceptable because his focus was on his son, his son's future, and his 
education. He concluded his statement by warning the Board members to "sleep with your decision" regarding the 
potential appointment of D. Bradley, adding that "the Lord is watching each and everyone." 
N. Collier, a parent, taxpayer, and heavily involved volunteer, including serving on the executive PTO Board for seven 
years, addressed the Board. She recalled that when her daughter started kindergarten, the District was experiencing 
the "David Bradley saga," which she initially thought was fabricated until she began attending meetings and witnessed 
the "circus" herself. She acknowledged that things improved but felt the last year had seen the return of a "circus." 

N. Collier then spoke about personal experiences. Addressing D. Dellecker, who had commented on candidates using 
"trigger words" and "bullying," she recounted a Title I committee meeting where D. Dellecker allegedly called her a 
"sheep" even though she was well-prepared and "outspoke" him several times. She found it "scary" that D. Dellecker, 
who had just run for a seat, was now nominating someone else to the seat he wanted, suggesting there must be an 
"M.O. there." 

N. Collier also addressed J. Beers, recalling a conversation where J. Beers, with J. Moser and K. Sittler present, 
explained that she voted against a PTO fundraising effort solely because A. Walker wanted her to vote a certain way. 
K. Sittler clarified that J. Beers stated A. Walker would be mad at her for another three months if she didn't vote that 
way. N. Collier asked J. Beers how she could be expected to believe J. Beers would not be bullied into voting D. 
Bradley's way, stating D. Bradley "bullied an entire community." N. Collier emphasized that her job provides the 
District with approximately 25 kindergartners yearly, highlighting her vested interest in the children. She stated her 
disappointment that the Board was so divided and acting as a "circus," and that J. Beers would appoint someone who 
had already caused "chaos and destruction" instead of trying someone new who values the position. She concluded 
that the Board did not have her baby's best interest at heart, which made her "really sad." 

 

 



 

Immediately following N. Collier's statement, A. Walker officially tendered her resignation, stating, "I'm done. I am 
done. I am done." She directed comments at the public, accusing them of acting as if they were on the Board's side 
and wanted to continue their work, yet having publicly "chastised us and been so nasty and vindictive." A. Walker 
stated she had never done anything to them. 
Following A. Walker's resignation, W. Zlomsowitch addressed the Board, specifically directing his comments at D. 
Dellecker, stating D. Dellecker had "done nothing for my child" but was "bragging on Dave Bradley." W. Zlomsowitch 
then made a personal comment to the Board, stating, "You're the reason I don't go to a church. I believe in God, and 
I'm praying for you."  A. Walker left the room. 

J. Beers then interjected, attempting to maintain order. She asked for a short recess. 

MOTION by J. Beers, SECONDED by J. Glaush, for a short recess, The motion for a short recess carried at 7:59 PM. 

J. Moser announced the recess would not be for an Executive Session. 

J. Beers resumed the meeting at 8:08 p.m. and called for the continuation of public comment. 

H. Neff immediately made a motion to accept A. Walker's resignation. However, A. Walker then interjected, 
announcing, "I rescind my resignation." 

D. Dellecker addressed the people in the audience, asking them to "show your faces in public" and stated, "Please stop 
bullying people." 

D. Hartley spoke next, stating that she had been waiting patiently and found the behavior of both the Board members 
and the audience "appalling." She emphasized that the meeting's conduct, including "name calling and bullying," was 
"absurd" and not what children should witness. She criticized the lack of civil conversation and the fact that the Board 
meetings were being described on social media as a "circus." D. Hartley then commented on D. Bradley, stating she 
had no personal issues with him. She argued that the community's concern with D. Bradley stemmed from the fact 
that he "brought out things" that people did not want to hear, asserting that he deserved a "debt of gratitude" for 
bringing those matters to the foreground, regardless of how the Board voted. D. Hartley called for the remainder of 
the meeting to proceed with a level of "decorum" that people could be proud of. She apologized to A. Walker for the 
inappropriate attack on her Christianity, stressing that faith and beliefs should never be part of a Board discussion, 
and labeled such an attack as bullying. D. Hartley concluded by urging the Board to move forward with respect, 
common courtesy, and dignity to prevent anyone on the Board from feeling bullied or considering resignation. 

R. Bowman began his statement by explaining his actions, turning to face the audience. J. Beers asked what actions 
he was referring to, and R. Bowman clarified he was referring to the direction he was speaking. 

R. Bowman explained that he sent the email to D. Bradley because D. Bradley was unaware of the vacancy. R. 
Bowman stated he has two children in the school, is a graduate of the District who received a "very good education," 
and holds that the District is the best in the state, despite the issues. He asserted that the reason for the need to 
bring D. Bradley back related to the "trauma in this District," stemming from the era of Gloria Bowman and Jonathan 
Cleaver. 

R. Bowman stated that the issue was not the construction of an elementary school, as his daughter attends one, but 
the fact that parents and taxpayers "were lied to" about the process. He explained that this was why he contacted D. 
Bradley, because D. Bradley had "opened the eyes to a lot of people to things that were going on." He referenced a 
prior meeting where it was stated the District had the best buildings, suggesting that the community was misled about 
the need for new construction. R. Bowman emphasized that the central issue was the "deceit" and lack of 
accountability in the process, not whether an elementary school was needed. 

As a combat veteran, R. Bowman stressed the need for accountability to taxpayers. He referenced his 25 years in 
EMS, describing how he has witnessed elderly people on fixed incomes forced to choose between heat, food, 
medication, and their tax bill. He argued that those who have not experienced this do not understand the financial 
burden on the elderly. R. Bowman reiterated that the community was deceived, and everyone should still be outraged 
over the process, regardless of their political stance. While acknowledging that D. Bradley may be "chaos," R. Bowman 
stated that D. Bradley's chaos "brings out things that people should know about and they shouldn't be hidden," 
despite the cost to the community. 

M. Lusch addressed the Board as a private citizen and requested to speak without students present. He emphasized 
the importance of honesty, integrity, and personal guiding principles in Board decision-making. M. Lusch stated that 
while individuals may live their lives as they choose, no one is above the truth, and decisions must be made for the 
right reasons. He expressed hope that Board members were acting in the best interests of the Lehighton Area School 
District, its students, and the community that elected them. He added that Board members should be able to rest 
knowing their decisions were made with integrity and for the benefit of the District. He concluded by thanking the 
Board. 



 

J. Beers then asked if there was any other public comment. There was none, so she moved to Board deliberation. 

B. Bowes began her deliberation by reiterating her stance from Monday: that to avoid further division, Item 2.4 should 
be postponed until after the new Board is seated so that the current and incoming members can discuss the 
appointment together "in fairness." She then addressed D. Bradley. B. Bowes recalled that she had supported D. 
Bradley for years. She confirmed the Board President's comment about the "illegal selling of the two schools," stating 
that she was the one who discovered the illegal nature of the sales through a Right-to-Know request. B. Bowes 
explained that the schools were never advertised in the legal newspaper, the Carbon County Journal, as required, 
despite the solicitor's claim that only two legal newspapers existed in the Commonwealth. 

B. Bowes detailed how, during the subsequent sale of the second set of schools (Schull David), she threatened the 
administration with an emergency injunction if they did not properly advertise the sale. This action forced the 
administration to move the date and properly advertise, which resulted in the District receiving more money for the 
properties. B. Bowes stated that her support for D. Bradley ended when she begged him to stop the litigation after the 
wrongs were identified and were being corrected, but he refused, allegedly stating, "I'm having fun. That's Joy's job to 
rebuild it. I'm having fun," which caused her to lose respect for him. 

B. Bowes then detailed the impact of D. Bradley's presence on meeting times. Reviewing meeting minutes from 2018 
through 2021, she listed multiple adjournment times after 10:00 p.m., noting that he was "having fun" while the 
meetings were long. She stated that the District has a reputation as a "laughing stock" in Harrisburg and across the 
Commonwealth, citing the Auditor General's 2020 audit letter, which allegedly cited the District as an example of 
"what not to do." B. Bowes expressed her frustration with the continuance of illegal actions and unethical processes. 
She warned the remaining Board members that if D. Bradley was appointed, they would be sitting through meetings 
until 11:30 p.m. or 12:00 a.m. while she, K. Sittler, and R. Beltz could leave. She concluded by firmly requesting that 
the vote be postponed for the sake of the children and to allow for inclusive decision-making with the incoming 
members. 

D. Dellecker spoke next, asserting that D. Bradley is a good man. He supported R. Bowman's earlier points, stating 
that people often do not like to hear the truth and that D. Bradley was "criminalized... with words" for exposing the 
truth. D. Dellecker argued that the reason the litigation cost the school money was because the administration at the 
time "deliberately blocked him from access to public information," forcing D. Bradley to take the District to court. D. 
Dellecker stated that D. Bradley is a "very smart man" and that he would support him. 

J. Beers stated that she appreciated W. Howland’s earlier remarks about working together.  J. Beers shared her 
perspective, stating that she has great respect for D. Bradley and believes he has done a lot of good work, though she 
agrees he can be "rather chaotic." She clarified that she would not be asking S. Gleaves to resign if he was not already 
leaving the District. 

J. Beers expressed concerns about W. Howland joining the Board, recalling her early years on the Board when she and 
Gail Maholick were, in her view, mistreated by individuals who she believed W. Howland aligned with. She shared that 
during that time she felt protected by D. Bradley and believed his presence helped ensure that she felt safe and 
supported. She stated that this perspective influenced her current position. 

H. Neff stated she respects D. Bradley's contributions and ideas but believes there is a better way to handle the 
vacated seat. She urged the Board to consider working collaboratively with the four incoming members to move the 
District forward, noting the progress of the past two years. H. Neff stated that the current vote was a "mistake" that 
would cause a "circus" and was "disrespectful" and "dishonest." She expressed hope that her fears were wrong but 
maintained a "gut feeling" that the decision would lead to greater chaos. 

K. Sittler spoke about the promise she, J. Beers, and B. Bowes made to the community to "do better" and "do right by 
the kids." She acknowledged that the Board had accomplished great things, including improving test scores and 
teacher morale, despite internal animosity. However, she emphasized that the current Board members would soon be 
leaving. K. Sittler argued that the remaining members had a great opportunity to get along with the four new 
incoming people and should discuss who would "fit in the best." She expressed concern that D. Bradley would be an 
obstacle and a hindrance to this new dynamic. She urged the Board to postpone the vote, allow the members to think 
and unite as a single Board, and make a decision together, noting that the choice would dictate the future of the 
Board. K. Sittler concluded that D. Bradley had completed his necessary work, and it was time to pass the reins to 
someone else. 

A. Walker questioned why the Board members maintained good relations in Executive Session but allowed "the song 
and dance out here" and "nastiness." K. Sittler responded that being in the public forum sometimes "just brings it 
out."  A. Walker questioned why, if prior Board work had been commendable to the opposing candidates, W. Howland 
would choose to run against incumbents rather than support them, suggesting there must have been a reason. W. 
Howland responded that he had every right to run for the Board and to contribute his ideas, stating he was entitled to 
seek a seat. A. Walker acknowledged his right to run but commented that the campaign had been extremely nasty. B. 
Bowes stated that the majority of the negativity stemmed from material posted by J. Glaush, adding that her own 
opposition to certain candidates was based on political affiliation rather than personal issues. She stated not every 



Democrat is far left.  J. Beers asked her to stop, and B. Bowes replied that she had screenshots to support her claim. 

 

J. Beers then called for a roll call vote on the motion to appoint D. Bradley. J. Partenio attempted to get the live 
stream up and running before the vote, noting that it had been down for some time. N. Foeller stated that the 
livestream had stopped approximately 30 minutes earlier, which prompted him to come to the meeting in person. J. 
Partenio explained that there had been four or five separate livestreams because the feed repeatedly cut out and 
restarted, generating a new link each time.  B. Bowes requested an immediate recess, stating that she had previously 
asked that any loss of the live stream should result in an immediate recess to prevent losing any part of the meeting. 
J. Beers stated that recessing was "not a requirement." B. Bowes countered that it was required, citing a previous 
motion. J. Partenio confirmed that the stream was back online. 

Roll Call Vote on the appointment of David Bradley, an eligible community member, to fill the unexpired 
term of Sean Gleaves effective immediately until the Board Reorganization Meeting in December 2027: 
 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​    Yes​   No​ Absent​    Abstention​ ​  
Mr. Duane Dellecker, Treasurer​ ​ ​     X​    0​     0​              0 
Mr. Jeremy Glaush, Member​ ​ ​     X​    0​     0​              0 
Ms. Heather Neff, Member​ ​ ​     0​    X​     0​              0 
Mrs. Kerry Sittler, Member​ ​ ​     0​    X​     0​              0 
Ms. April Walker, Member​ ​ ​     X​    0​     0​              0 
Mr. Richard R. Beltz, Vice-President​ ​     X​    0​     0​              0 
Ms. Barbara Bowes, Member​ ​ ​     0​    X​     0​              0 
Ms. Joy Beers, President​ ​ ​     X​    0​     0​              0 
 
YES -    5          NO -    3         ABSENT -    0     ABSTENTIONS -    0     VACANCY  -    __1__ 

 
B. Bowes, K. Sittler and H. Neff left at this time - 8:38 PM. 
 
 
3. Communications  
3.1 Board Comment  
Opportunity for Board members to offer comments related to the agenda items.  
 
J. Beers opened the floor for final comments from the Board and the public. A. Walker commented that the 
opposition's call to wait until the new Board was seated was hypocritical, as she and J. Glaush had been seated in a 
similar manner to fill vacancies. J. Glaush agreed. B. Shaner countered that neither A. Walker nor J. Glaush were D. 
Bradley. D. Dellecker noted the irony of calls for the current Board to learn to work with the new Board, given the 
positive accomplishments of the last year, and asked why no one was suggesting the new Board needed to learn to 
work with the current members. B. Shaner insisted that they should "work together" to pick the new member since 
the final tally was "four and four." J. Beers then stated that D. Bradley was "just a man," not an "ogre," and that 
people could work with him if they could work with others. 
 
3.2 Public Comment  
Public comment on general matters, in accordance with District policy.  
 
J. Beers allowed W. Howland to speak again. W. Howland stated he did not say the appointment was an attack, but 
that he believes D. Bradley is "disruptive" and non-productive, despite being a "smart man." W. Howland criticized the 
Board for not waiting until December, stating the decision was going to create a more difficult experience for everyone, 
with D. Bradley running the meetings "crazy." J. Beers asked if W. Howland believed she and Gail Maholick were 
mistreated during their tenure. W. Howland stated he could not comment as he did not regularly attend meetings at 
that time, only starting to show interest when he considered running. He mentioned his wife coming home late from 
meetings. W. Howland reiterated his promise that if the motion were somehow withdrawn or an existing Board 
member resigned, the incoming group would work fairly to find an acceptable appointment. He emphasized that he 
believed in giving D. Bradley all public information he requested, provided it did not violate privacy issues.  
 
J. Beers then asked about the aggressive online comments made about K. Henritzy during the primary. W. Howland 
stated the comments were "one-sided." D. Hartley interjected, accusing the opposition's campaign of making 
"one-sided comments about people running against the Board without finding out facts," and urged W. Howland to 
show decorum. W. Howland countered that they "didn't say half of what we knew." J. Glaush and T. Tkach (one of W. 
Howland's running mates, who was part of the administration during the prior period) offered to address the issues 
with W. Howland privately. J. Beers offered to exchange contact information with W. Howland so they could speak the 
next day. W. Howland agreed, stating he was "all about it" and wished they had spoken sooner. W. Howland stated 
that he largely agreed with the Board’s past actions and intended to continue, rather than undo, their work. He 
acknowledged some controversies and issues he had with prior decisions but did not consider any of them deal 
breakers. W. Howland noted that serving on the Board with a nine-to-zero majority had been a luxury for the current 
members. In response to A. Walker’s earlier question about why he ran, he explained that he was allowed to do so as 
a taxpayer and community member of 26 years and felt it was his turn to serve. 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
J. Moser then offered general comments. He emphasized his commitment to working with all current and incoming 
Board Members. J. Moser noted that there were only two priorities that mattered and that both sides would agree on: 
(1) what is absolutely the best thing for students, and (2) at a cost the community can afford. He implored everyone 
to put "a lot of things aside" to focus on those two goals, warning that the current level of polarization on a local level 
was harmful to children and taxpayers, referencing federal and state government shutdowns as examples of what 
polarization causes. He encouraged all prospective members, beginning with the December reorganization, to prioritize 
these goals in their decision-making and thanked the Board for the opportunity to speak. 

 
3.3 Adjournment  
MOTION by J. Beers, SECONDED by D. Dellecker, to adjourn the Meeting. 
 

YES -    5          NO -    0         ABSENT -    3     ABSTENTIONS -    0       VACANCY  -    __1__   
 

The November 13, 2025 Board Meeting was adjourned at 8:49 PM.​
 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
​
 
Rebecca Karpowicz, Assistant Board Secretary 
By Janine Partenio, Recording Secretary 

 


