
 

 

Easton, Pennsylvania       December 3, 2009 

 

 

 

 A regular meeting of the Northampton County Council was 

held on the above date with the following present: Ann McHale, 

President; J. Michael Dowd, Vice President; Ron Angle; Joseph H. 

Capozzolo; John Cusick; Charles M. Dertinger; Margaret L. 

Ferraro; Lamont G. McClure, Jr.; Gerald E. Seyfried; Anthony J. 

Martino, Solicitor to Council, and Frank E. Flisser, Clerk to 

Council. 

 

 

Prayer 

 

 Mr. Dowd led County Council in prayer to open the meeting. 

 

 

Pledge of Allegiance 

 

 Mr. Capozzolo led County Council in the pledge of 

allegiance. 

 

 

Approval of the Minutes 

 

 Mrs. McHale asked for a motion to approve the minutes. 

 

 Mr. McClure made the following motion: 

 

 Be It Moved By the Northampton County Council that the 

minutes of the November 19, 2009 meeting shall be approved. 

 

 Mr. Dowd seconded the motion. 

 

 The motion was adopted by voice acclamation, with Mrs. 

McHale abstaining. 

 

 

Courtesy of the Floor 

 

 Mr. Terry Boos, 51 W. Saucon Street, Hellertown, PA - 

stated  he understood County Council allocated “dedicated” green 

space funds to the General Fund.  He further stated he believed 

this was a fraudulent use of these funds.  He noted the Bond 



 

 

Issue specifically indicated the three purposes for which these 

funds may be used and filling a budgetary gap was not one of 

them.  

 

 Mr. Chris Amato, Supervisor, Lehigh Township, PA - advised 

he sent a letter to Mr. Flisser today for County Council’s 

review regarding the elimination of the position of 

Environmental Services Coordinator which indicated that this 

position was essential to the operation of this County.  He  

further advised this was the direction that he felt, as well as 

many others, this country was heading. 

  

 Mr. Amato stated he wanted to speak in support of every 

aspect of the Open Space program because each part of that 

program was instrumental and worked together.  Therefore, he 

urged County Council to make every effort to maintain the 

integrity of that program. 

 

 

Confirmation of Appointments 

 

 Mrs. McHale advised County Council received the names of 

two individuals who wished to fill the vacancy on the Gaming 

Revenue and Economic Redevelopment Authority.  She further 

advised resolutions confirming both of the nominees were 

included in the agenda packet should Council decide to address 

the existing vacancy at this meeting. 

 

 Mr. Cusick introduced the following resolutions: 

 

 Nominee #1 - WHEREAS, on July 23, 2009, the Northampton 

County Council adopted resolution No. 63-2009, which confirmed 

the appointment of Dorothy Niklos to the Northampton County 

Gaming Revenue and Economic Redevelopment Authority; and  

 

 WHEREAS, on November 10, 2009, Dorothy Niklos submitted her 

resignation from the Northampton County Gaming Revenue 

Authority. 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the Northampton County 

Council that Deborah L. Hunter shall be confirmed in her 

appointment to the Northampton County Gaming Revenue and 

Economic Redevelopment Authority, as indicated hereafter: 

 

NORTHAMPTON COUNTY GAMING REVENUE 
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AND ECONOMIC REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

 

Non-Contiguous Municipalities   Term to Expire: 

Deborah L. Hunter     December 31, 2013 

168 W. Highland Terrace 

Nazareth, PA 18064 

 

 

 Nominee #2 - WHEREAS, on July 23, 2009, the Northampton 

County Council adopted resolution No. 63-2009, which confirmed 

the appointment of Dorothy Niklos to the Northampton County 

Gaming Revenue and Economic Redevelopment Authority; and  

 WHEREAS, on November 10, 2009, Dorothy Niklos submitted her 

resignation from the Northampton County Gaming Revenue 

Authority. 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the Northampton County 

Council that Timm A. Tenges shall be confirmed in his 

appointment to the Northampton County Gaming Revenue and 

Economic Redevelopment Authority, as indicated hereafter: 

 

NORTHAMPTON COUNTY GAMING REVENUE 

AND ECONOMIC REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

 

Non-Contiguous Municipalities   Term to Expire: 

Timm A. Tenges      December 31, 2013 

530 Georgetown Road 

Nazareth PA 18064 

 

 In answer to Mr. McClure’s question as to whether these 

nominations were reviewed at a Personnel Committee meeting, Mr. 

Cusick stated the members did have an opportunity to review Ms. 

Hunter’s, however, Mr. Tenges’ was not available at that time.  

He further stated he felt both nominees were extremely qualified 

to sit on the authority, however, he personally would be 

supporting Ms. Hunter because she ran a good campaign for County 

Council and she would be an asset to the authority.  

 

 Mr. McClure advised he agreed, indicating she was a teacher 

in the Northampton Area School District, was a member of the 

Nazareth Area School Board and lived in Upper Nazareth, which 

was one of the non-contiguous municipalities.  He further 

advised that was not to say that Mr. Tenges was not an excellent 

candidate, but he intended to support Ms. Hunter. 
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 Mr. Angle stated the agreement that was made was that from 

the northern area of the County there would be a representative 

from the Slate Belt Council of Governments (COG) and one from 

the Nazareth COG, which would not take in just one municipality, 

but several municipalities along with some school districts.  He 

further stated that the Nazareth COG had nominated Mr. Tenges to 

replace Ms. Niklos to represent them and he hoped County Council 

was not going to renege on the original agreement for political 

reasons. 

 

 Mr. Dertinger advised the addition of the non-contiguous 

areas was for political reasons because originally this was to 

just deal with the people who were going to be affected by the 

gaming and the ordinance did not state it had to be someone from 

a COG.  He further advised this was more in line with what was 

originally planned. 

 Mrs. Ferraro stated it may not have been written out, but 

she also thought this was going to be a representative of the 

COG.  

 

 As there were no further questions or comments, Mrs. McHale 

called for a name vote. 

 

 The vote: Cusick, “Hunter”; Dertinger, “Hunter”; Dowd, 

“Tenges”; Ferraro, “Tenges”; McClure, “Hunter”; McHale, 

“Hunter”; Seyfried, “Hunter”; Angle, “Tenges” and Capozzolo, 

“Hunter”. 

 

 Based on a vote of 6-3, the following resolution was 

adopted: 

 

 R. 96-2009  WHEREAS, on July 23, 2009, the Northampton 

County Council adopted resolution No. 63-2009, which confirmed 

the appointment of Dorothy Niklos to the Northampton County 

Gaming Revenue and Economic Redevelopment Authority; and  

 

 WHEREAS, on November 10, 2009, Dorothy Niklos submitted her 

resignation from the Northampton County Gaming Revenue 

Authority. 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the Northampton County 

Council that Deborah L. Hunter shall be confirmed in her 

appointment to the Northampton County Gaming Revenue and 
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Economic Redevelopment Authority, as indicated hereafter: 

 

NORTHAMPTON COUNTY GAMING REVENUE 

AND ECONOMIC REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

 

Non-Contiguous Municipalities   Term to Expire: 

Deborah L. Hunter     December 31, 2013 

168 W. Highland Terrace 

Nazareth, PA 18064 

 

 

Public Hearing on the Ordinance Providing for Amendments to the 

2009 Northampton County Budget 

 

 Mrs. McHale advised the following ordinance was introduced 

by Messrs. Angle, Seyfried and McClure at the November 19, 2009 

County Council meeting: 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2009 NORTHAMPTON 

COUNTY BUDGET: DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AND 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT - HOTEL ROOM RENTAL 

TAX, COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, 

GAMING HOST COUNTY, GAMING AUTHORITY, PASS 

THROUGH GRANTS; DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION 

- ELECTIONS; DEPARTMENT OF FISCAL AFFAIRS - 

BALANCING OF BUDGET; DISTRICT ATTORNEY; 

SHERIFF; COURTS - JUVENILE JUSTICE CENTER; 

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES - PASS THROUGH 

GRANTS, HOMELESS ASSISTANCE, BLOCK GRANTS, 

CHILDREN, YOUTH & FAMILIES, AREA AGENCY ON 

AGING, HEALTHCHOICES, MENTAL HEALTH, 

DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS, DRUG & ALCOHOL; 

CAPITAL PROJECTS - JUVENILE JUSTICE CENTER, 

PARKING DECK RENOVATIONS, BRIDGE RENOVATIONS 

 

 

2009 

 BUDGET AMENDMENT 
      

      

KEY   CURRENT INCREASE REVISED 

ORG ACCOUNT ACCOUNT TITLE BUDGET (DECREASE) BUDGET 

   



 

 

Comm. & Economic Development - Hotel Room Rental Tax  

30801 40200 Hotel Room Rental Tax          949,400 57,000 1,006,400 

 72610 Hotel Tax for Tourism          746,000 45,000 791,000 

 72999 Future Block Grants              9,920 12,000 21,920 

30802 40200 Hotel Room Rental Tax          135,600 8,000 143,600 

 72733 SteelStax Performing Arts            68,019 4,000 72,019 

 72734 SteelStax Public Broadcast            68,018 4,000 72,018 

   

   

Comm. & Economic Development 

30300 42248 Gaming Administration Fee            23,438 11,862 35,300 

 77100 CC Program          169,662 (11,862) 157,800 

   

      

C&ED - Gaming Host County  

30402 42244 Gaming Host Fee          370,312 147,088 517,400 

 72999 Future Grants          270,312 147,088 417,400 

   

    

C&ED - Gaming Authority  

30403 42244 Gaming Host Fee          609,375 249,925 859,300 

 72999 Future Grants          609,375 249,925 859,300 

   

     

Comm. & Economic Development - Pass Through Grants  

   

31202 41360 Commonwealth        2,000,000 2,200,000 4,200,000 

 71280 St Luke's Hospital        2,000,000 2,200,000 4,200,000 

   

 41426 EPA Revolving Loan          492,500 300,000 792,500 

 71190 LVEDC          492,500 300,000 792,500 

   

      

Administration - Elections 

43700 42460 County Cost Reimbursement 15,545 47,806 63,351 

 62999 Pooled Communications            87,545 47,806 135,351 

   

    

   

Fiscal Affairs - Balancing Of Budget  

31500 74050 Bond Interest 5,558,900 (205,000) 5,353,900 

   

   

District Attorney 



 

 

10000 66999 Pooled Professional Services          110,000 60,000 170,000 

   

       

Sheriff  

23000 41130 Federal                   - 10,000 10,000 

 41360 Commonwealth                   - 5,500 5,500 

 63999 Pooled Admin Supplies & Equipment 62,500 15,500 78,000 

 50050 Overtime Wages 120,000 145,000 265,000 

   

       

Courts - Juvenile Justice Center 

73900 41121 Economic Recovery Stimulus Pkg                   - 22,900 22,900 

 41210 Title IV-E 575,000 (242,800) 332,200 

 41310 Act 148 3,700,000 202,700 3,902,700 

 41505 Juv Accountablity Block Grant                   - 26,200 26,200 

 42580 Parental Payment 160,000 (15,000) 145,000 

 42591 Social Security 5,000 6,000 11,000 

    

    

Human Services - Pass Through Grants 

31200 41110 Child Care Info Svs 11,294,500 200,000 11,494,500 

 71100 Child Care Info Svs 11,294,500 200,000 11,494,500 

   

 41520 MATP 854,800 30,000 884,800 

 71200 Metro Plus 854,800 30,000 884,800 

  

    

Human Services - Homeless Assistance 

50600 44010 Interest On Investment                 600 1,400 2,000 

 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services          534,612 1,400 536,012 

   

    

Human Services - Block Grants 

51200 41130 Federal 307,900 30,000 337,900 

 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 307,900 30,000 337,900 

  

   

Human Services - Children, Youth & Families 

51000 41180 Title IV-A 901,900 53,700 955,600 

41428 Evidence Based Practices Grants                   - 75,000 75,000 

41497 Information Technology Grant                   - 22,300 22,300 

41550 Medical Assistance 35,000          (15,000) 20,000 

41605 PA Promising Practices Grant                   - 49,700 49,700 

 41659 TLFR Grant          215,000           13,700 228,700 



 

 

 42210 Custody Evaluation Fee            74,800            (9,200) 65,600 

 42580 Parental Payments          511,100          (29,800) 481,300 

 42591 Social Security            93,100           29,200 122,300 

 42620 Rental Income                   -             2,400 2,400 

 45030 Miscellaneous            92,100           37,900 130,000 

52100 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services        2,725,000         229,900 2,954,900 

   

   

Human Services - Area Agency On Aging 

54000 41640 State Allocation 650,900 78,000 728,900 

 41650  5,731,700 (267,300) 5,464,400 

 42457 Cost Sharing            58,900 1,000 59,900 

 42560 State Block Grant          168,500 5,300 173,800 

 44010 Interest on Investment            20,000 3,700 23,700 

 45020 Donations                   - 300 300 

55400 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 707,587 (129,000) 578,587 

56400 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 892,200 (50,000) 842,200 

   

   

Human Services - HealthChoices 

57000 41130 Federal        1,079,700 396,400 1,476,100 

 41145 Healthy Beginnings        1,557,400 375,900 1,933,300 

 41173 SSI with Medicare        3,376,800 294,400 3,671,200 

 41175 SSI without Medicare      17,673,600 2,243,400 19,917,000 

 41180 Temp Assist Needy Families        9,105,800 547,200 9,653,000 

 41345 Categorically Needy        2,279,900 705,400 2,985,300 

 41555 Medically Needy            98,100 19,500 117,600 

 44010 Interest on Investments          425,000 (205,900) 219,100 

57101 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services      13,132,100 547,200 13,679,300 

57102 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services        1,800,900 375,900 2,176,800 

57103 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services        4,976,100 294,400 5,270,500 

57104 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services      22,422,500 2,037,500 24,460,000 

57105 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services        1,540,200 396,400 1,936,600 

57106 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services        3,080,500 705,400 3,785,900 

57107 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services          118,500 19,500 138,000 

      

         

Human Services - Mental Health 

57400 41330 Base Allocation 3,558,000 (42,500) 3,515,500 

 41550 Medical Assistance 2,700 1,600 4,300 

 42170 BSU Clients 1,300 (1,000) 300 

 42505 HealthChoices 26,900 900 27,800 

 44010 Interest On Investment 53,300 (14,100) 39,200 

58100 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 1,984,600 (55,100) 1,929,500 

   



 

 

    

    

Human Services - Developmental Programs 

59400 41400 Early Intervention 2,670,200 365,900 3,036,100 

60200 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 2,224,900 365,900 2,590,800 

  

   

Human Services - Drug & Alcohol 

61000 41160 Prevention Block Grant 179,800 1,000 180,800 

 41240 Treatment Block Grant 844,500 1,500 846,000 

 41315 Act 152          593,300 38,800 632,100 

 41600 PCCD          241,300 (49,700) 191,600 

 42105 Act 198 Fee          150,000 (3,400) 146,600 

 44010 Interest On Investment              4,800 3,500 8,300 

62100 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services        1,011,500 (8,300) 1,003,200 

   

   

Capital Project - Juvenile Justice Center 

42201 44010 Interest On Investment                   - 24,400 24,400 

 84100 Justice Center Expansion 5,500,000 24,400 5,524,400 

   

   

Capital Project - Parking Deck Renovation 

42202 44010 Interest On Investment                   - 7,200 7,200 

 82090 Parking Deck Renovations 1,502,148 7,200 1,509,348 

   

   

Capital Project - Bridge Renovations 

42203 44010 Interest On Investment                   - 4,700 4,700 

 87500 Bridges 1,000,000 4,700 1,004,700 

   

   

Summary - Budget Amendment 

  County of Northampton Budget 362,593,105 8,052,719 370,645,824 

   

 

 

 

 

Effective Date:    

 

 In accordance with Northampton County Home Rule Charter 705 

(e) this ordinance shall become effective upon the date of 

enactment. 



 

 

 

Public Hearing 

 

 Mrs. McHale asked if there was anyone from the public who 

wished to address County Council regarding this ordinance.  

There were no respondents. 

 

 Mrs. McHale asked if there was any member of County Council 

who wished to address this ordinance.  There were no 

respondents. 

 

 As there were no questions or comments, Mrs. McHale called 

for the vote. 

 

 The vote: McClure, “yes”; Seyfried, “yes”; Angle, “yes”; 

Capozzolo, “yes”; Cusick, “yes”; Dertinger, “yes”; Dowd, “yes”; 

and Ferraro, “yes”. 

 

 The ordinance was adopted by a vote of 9-0. 

 

 

Executive Session 

 

 Mr. Angle made a motion to convene into Executive Session 

to discuss a personnel matter. 

 

 Mr. Dowd seconded the motion. 

 

 The motion was adopted by voice acclamation, with Mr. 

McClure voting no. 

 

 Mr. Martino stated County Council adjourned to Executive 

Session at approximately 6:48 p.m. and reconvened at 

approximately 6:58 p.m. after discussing a personnel matter. 

 

 

Environmental Conservation Coordinator Position 

 

 Mr. Angle introduced the following resolution, indicating 

that Mr. Seyfried was going to be a co-sponsor: 

 

 R. 97-2009 WHEREAS, at the budget meeting held November 

30, 2009, it was the vote of the majority of those present to 

preliminarily amend the Proposed 2010 Budget to remove the 



 

 

funding pertaining to the position of Environmental Conservation 

Coordinator, as indicated hereafter: 

 

County Cost Reimbursement (Revenue) 256,300 (32,400) 223,900 

Salary and Fringe Benefits   416,800 (55,500) 361,300 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that funding for the 

position shall be re-inserted and included in the 2010 budget. 

 

 Mr. McClure advised this resolution was being presented 

because of political pressure and one of the things discussed at 

the budget hearing was that it was too late in the process to 

eliminate a position.  Therefore, he would like this resolution 

to serve as a precedent to future County Councils that if they 

intended to eliminate positions and defund line items, the 

process should begin earlier in the year. 

 

 Mr. Cusick stated he agreed this was a valuable position, 

but if Counties continued to fund these positions, the State 

legislators would never act to reinstate the tipping fee. 

  

 Mr. Capozzolo advised he agreed with Mr. Cusick as he did 

not agree with unfunded mandates whether they be State or 

Federal governments.  

 

 As there were no further questions or comments, Mrs. McHale 

called for the vote. 

 

 The vote: Angle, “yes”; Seyfried, “yes”; Ferraro, “yes”; 

McClure, “yes”; McHale, “yes”; Capozzolo, “no”; Cusick, “no”; 

Dertinger, “yes” and Dowd, “yes”. 

 

 The resolution was adopted by a vote of 6-2. 

 

 

Consideration of the Resolution Requesting a 2009 Hotel Tax 

Grant For the Lehigh Valley Iron Pigs 

 

 Mrs. McHale stated the Administration requested County 

Council consider a one time 2009 Hotel Tax grant for the Lehigh 

Valley Iron Pigs.  

 

 Mr. McClure introduced the following resolution: 

 



 

 

 RESOLVED, By the Northampton County Council that $10,000 in 

2009 Hotel Tax Grant revenues shall be allocated to the Lehigh 

Valley Iron Pigs to support activities associated with the 2010 

AAA Minor League Baseball All Star Game.  It shall be clearly 

understood that this is a one time grant that does not recur in 

future years.  

 

 In response to Mr. Capozzolo’s question as to where this 

money was going to come from, Mrs. McHale advised it was from 

the Hotel Tax grant money. 

 

 In answer to Mr. Angle’s question as to where in the Hotel 

Tax this money was coming from, Mrs. McHale stated it would go 

to a entity in Lehigh County who did not share any of their 

money with Northampton County. 

 

 Mr. McClure stated he believed Mr. Angle was asking where 

this grant money was going to come from, Mr. Flisser advised 

there was an unappropriated fund balance in the Hotel Tax grant 

money. 

 

 Mr. Cusick stated at Monday’s budget hearing, it was 

decided not to provide a grant to Celtic Fest because they 

missed the deadline for applications, therefore, he could not 

support this resolution. 

 

 In response to Mr. McClure’s question as to what Lehigh 

County did, Mr. Flisser advised they gave $25,000 from their 

Hotel Tax grant money.  

 

 Mr. Dowd stated he believed these funds would be used for 

events that would occur in Northampton County. 

 

 Mr. Conklin advised the application for this funding was 

received in time, however, some of the members of the committee 

decided not to fund it.  However, in talking to Mr. Kurt Landes, 

General Manager of the Lehigh Valley Iron Pigs, he determined 

that it should be provided. 

 

 Mr. McClure stated he felt the businesses in Northampton 

County would benefit from this event, therefore, he was willing 

to sponsor it. 

 

 Mr. Angle advised this was not a major league baseball team 



 

 

so he wondered how many people from out of the area would be 

attending this event.  Therefore, he did not feel he could 

support this resolution. 

 

 Mr. Dertinger stated as this was an amendment to the Hotel 

Tax and there was a $29,000 fund balance, he would like to make 

a motion to amend this resolution to provide $5,000 to Celtic 

Fest. 

 

 Mr. McClure seconded the motion. 

 In response to Mr. Seyfried’s question as to what Celtic 

Fest used this money for, Mrs. McHale replied it was used for 

their educational programs whereby they went to schools to 

lecture on the Celtic heritage. 

 

 Mrs. McHale read from an e-mail that was received from Mr. 

Tom Muller, Lehigh County Director of Administration: 

 

 “Frank: 

 

 There is $25,000 going toward the All Star game via a 

“competitive” tourism fund grant application submitted by Mike 

Stershic.  You should have lots to contribute since Northampton 

has been banking its portion of that extra ½% in hotel tax for 

the stadium for years.” 

 

 Mr. Cusick advised he could support the amendment, but he 

could not support the whole resolution. 

 

 In light of the above statement, Mr. McClure withdrew his 

sponsorship of this resolution. 

 

 As no other member of County Council was willing to sponsor 

this resolution, Mrs. McHale withdrew it from consideration. 

 

 Mr. Dertinger made a motion to have a resolution prepared 

providing $5,000 to Celtic Fest from the same funding stream. 

 

 Mr. Angle made a motion to amend that resolution to include 

$2,000 for the Blue Valley Farm Show, who also missed the 

deadline. 

 

 Mr. Dertinger accepted that amendment to his motion. 

 



 

 

 Mr. McClure seconded the motion. 

 

 Messrs. Dertinger and McClure introduced the following 

resolution: 

 

 R. 98-2009 RESOLVED, By the Northampton County Council 

that $5,000 in 2009 Hotel Tax Grant revenues shall be allocated 

to the Celtic Classic and $2,000 shall be allocated to the Blue 

Valley Farm Show. It shall be clearly understood that these are 

one time grants that do not recur in future years.  

 

 As there were no further questions or comments, Mrs. McHale 

called for the vote. 

 

 

 The vote: Dertinger, “yes”; McClure, “yes”; McHale, 

“abstain”; Seyfried, “yes”; Angle, “yes”; Capozzolo, “yes”; 

Cusick, “yes”; Dowd, “yes” and Ferraro, “yes”. 

 

 The resolution was adopted by a vote of 8-0 with 1 

abstention. 

 

 

Consideration of the Resolution Pertaining to the Operation of 

Gracedale  

 

 Mrs. McHale stated at the request of Mr. Dowd, a resolution 

was prepared which called upon the County Executive to formulate 

a committee to review the future operation of Gracedale. 

 

 Mr. Dowd introduced the following resolution:   

 

 WHEREAS, the County of Northampton owns and operates 

Gracedale, a long-term care nursing facility(675 bed capacity) 

that serves the medically and financially indigent residents of 

Northampton County and their relatives.  The mission of 

Gracedale is to rehabilitate its residents to their highest 

practical level of medical, social and psychological well-being; 

and 

 

 WHEREAS, the stated purpose of Gracedale is “to achieve the 

highest possible resident census level and to provide the 

appropriate resources to care for the residents.  Included in 

our highest priorities is the maximization of revenues while 



 

 

minimizing operating expenses.”; and  

 

 WHEREAS, throughout the recent past, the amount of County 

contribution required to operate Gracedale has experienced wide 

and varied fluctuations; and  

 

 WHEREAS, current economic conditions, and budgetary 

constraints at the Federal, State and County levels make the 

continued financial viability of Gracedale precarious at best, 

particularly when combined with pending Federal legislation that 

may affect Gracedale admissions. 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the Northampton County 

Council that it respectfully requests that the Northampton 

County Executive shall convene a Committee, which includes at 

least one member of County Council, to undertake a study to 

benchmark the operation of Gracedale against a representative 

group of County owned and operated facilities across the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, as well as privately owned for 

profit facilities.  The purpose of the study will be to evaluate 

Gracedale against competitive norms and to determine the best 

model for the future that will assure the highest quality of 

patient care and economic vitality. 

 

 Mr. McClure advised the goal was to determine how Gracedale 

stacked up against other nursing homes and what could be done to 

improve its operation.  He further advised he was sure that 

everyone wanted the residents not only to be taken care of in 

the best possible ways, but also in the most efficient way.  

 

 Mr. McClure stated he could not oppose this more because he 

did not think it was necessary to study this issue.  He further 

stated it was a fundamental moral obligation of this County to 

continue to run Gracedale and provide the high level of care 

that it was providing.  He noted forming a committee was a way 

to not have to make the hard decisions and he felt County 

Council could obtain all the information required to make a 

decision at its meetings.  He further noted he would never vote 

to close or sell Gracedale. 

 

 Mrs. McHale advised she could not agree with Mr. McClure 

more on this issue. 

 

 Mr. Angle stated Mr. Dowd was just requesting that a good  



 

 

comprehensive look be taken at Gracedale in comparison to other 

nursing homes around the State to determine if something could 

be done differently.  He further stated there was nothing in 

this resolution that referred to either closing or selling 

Gracedale and he could not understand why anyone would be 

opposed to looking at an operation as massive as Gracedale to 

see if it could be improved. 

 

 Mr. Seyfried advised he would support this resolution, but 

he would never vote to close.  He further advised the 

Administrator and staff at Gracedale ought to know what they 

were doing and they should be out there visiting other nursing 

homes to determine if there were better ways to do things.  He 

noted the Federal and States mandates for these types of 

facilities were astronomical.   

 

 In answer to Mr. Cusick’s question as to whether this would 

include the hiring of a consultant as part of the process, Mr. 

Dowd replied it could.   

 

 Mr. Dowd stated about five or six years ago, there was a 

significant infusion of County contribution which resulted, in 

part, to a major tax increase to the citizens.  He further 

stated shortly after that, a consultant was retained and within 

two years Gracedale went from a strong negative to a positive.  

Therefore,  hiring a consultant who specialized in that field 

may not be out of line because he felt County Council owed it to 

themselves, as well as the patients, to find the best way to 

operate it. 

 

 Mr. Dertinger advised he had no problem supporting this 

resolution had it not been suggested by some members of County 

Council to look at the possibility of privatizing Gracedale and 

this resolution could be interpreted in such a way to that it 

might lead to doing just that.  Therefore, he would not be able 

to support this resolution as written. 

 

 Mrs. Ferraro stated if she were to support this resolution, 

she would need a committee appointed by the County Executive, 

with the approval of County Council, because this committee was 

far too important so there had to be such a wide variety of 

people on it.  She further stated she would need to know exactly 

what was the purpose of the committee.  She noted she would like 

to give Gracedale one more year to see what they could do before 



 

 

forming a committee. 

 

 Mr. Seyfried indicated he would second such a motion.  

 

 Messrs. Dowd and Angle both advised they would not have a 

problem with adding that to the resolution. 

  

 Mrs. Ferraro stated it was going to be a long, convincing 

time before she could even think of subjecting the indigent of 

this County to what she had seen in the private nursing homes 

that she had visited. 

 

 Mr. Dertinger commented he did not think it was necessary 

for the County Executive to form a committee, but rather to 

present County Council with a professional consultant for 

approval. 

 

 Mr. Angle advised the issue was not with the care provided 

at Gracedale, but whether there was a way to do it in a more 

economical way.  He further advised he felt this was a great way 

to obtain different ideas as to how to run Gracedale more 

efficiently because no one on County Council nor in the 

Administration had that type of expertise. 

 

 Mr. Dowd stated the reason he proposed this resolution was 

because County Council had to know what was going on at 

Gracedale so the County could serve the patients and citizens of 

Northampton County in the best and most economical way.  

 

 Mrs. McHale advised instead of this resolution, one should 

be proposed directing the County Executive to put out a Request 

for Proposal for Professional Services of a consultant to look 

at Gracedale. 

 

 Mr. Stoffa stated he was already discussing this issue with  

Mr. Vic Mazziotti, Director of Fiscal Affairs, and had someone 

who was willing to offer their services.  

 

 Mr. Dowd advised his frustration was that for ten years, 

the County had dealt with this issue so he felt something had to 

be done and if this discussion resulted in giving the County 

Executive an endorsement of what he was already doing, he was 

fine with it. 

 



 

 

 In response to Mr. Angle’s question as to whether he ever 

spoke to any of the other Counties to see why they decided to 

privatize their nursing homes, Mr. Stoffa stated he did and they 

indicated it was because they were costing too much money.  

 

 Mr. McClure stated he understood Mr. Dowd using this 

vehicle to get the answers to his questions and frustration, but 

since he had been on County Council, the issue of Gracedale was 

always in the minds of the Administration.  He further stated 

they have indicated tonight they were in the process of 

formalizing a proposal to County Council, therefore, he 

suggested to let them do so. 

 

 Mr. Dowd advised he would withdraw the resolution 

contingent upon the County Executive and Administration moving 

forward and that County Council was in support of it. 

 

 

Consideration of the Resolution Requesting $100,000 for the 

Northampton County Historical and Genealogical Society 

Interactive Map 

 

 Mr. Dowd stated prior to this evening’s County Council 

meeting, a presentation was given to the Economic Development 

Committee by the Northampton County Historical and Genealogical 

Society with regard to the progress they were making on their 

museum.  He further stated a center point of that presentation 

was  an interactive computer driven map which would allow 

visitors to go in depth of the history of the County.  

 

 Mr. Dowd introduced the following resolution: 

 

 R. 99-2009 WHEREAS, the Northampton County Historical 

and Genealogical Society (NCHGS) is the primary repository for 

the history of Northampton County; and  

 

 

 WHEREAS, the NCHGS is completing the construction of a new 

museum located in the 300 block of Northampton Street in Easton; 

and 

 

 WHEREAS, the NCHGS will be the historical doorway for 

Northampton County citizens and visitors to the history of the 

County, and  



 

 

 

 WHEREAS, a planned interactive map is a compelling and 

principle part of the interpretive portion of the museum. 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that Northampton County 

Council will commit $100,000 from the remaining 2009 Contingency 

Fund for the development, construction and installation of this 

map. 

 

 As there were no questions or comments, Mrs. McHale called 

for the vote. 

 

 The vote: Dowd, “yes”; Ferraro, “yes”; McHale, “yes”; 

Seyfried, “yes”; Angle, “yes”; Capozzolo, “no”; Cusick, “yes”; 

Dertinger, “yes” and McClure, “no”. 

 

 The resolution was adopted by a vote of 6-2. 

 

 

2010 Proposed Budget 

 

 Mr. Angle advised there appeared to be several amendments 

that had to be reviewed and he wondered if there should be 

another meeting before the County Council meeting on December 

10, 2009. 

 

 In answer to Mr. Angle’s question as to if and when the 

County Executive was going to present his amendments, Mr. Stoffa 

stated he would do it at the December 10, 2009 meeting. 

 

 In response to Mr. Angle’s question as to what the tax 

increase would be based on the amendments as discussed, Mr. 

Flisser replied it was currently at 2.5%. 

          

 

Retirement Board 

 

 In answer to Mr. Angle’s question as to whether an opinion 

was issued with regard to the Retirement Board, Mr. Martino 

advised his opinion was the Retirement Board had the authority 

to administer the Retirement Fund without abusing their 

discretion.  

 

 



 

 

 Mr. Angle stated he thought it was not feasible for 

retirees to determine what should be done with the Retirement 

Fund. 

 

 Mrs. McHale advised there was now an issue with regard to 

residency because the Retirement Board should be made of 

residents of Northampton County, but two members of the Board 

did not live in Northampton County. 

 

 Mr. Martino stated the Home Rule Charter seemed to be 

inconsistent with the provisions of the Administrative Code.  He 

further stated the Administrative Code provided for the 

composition of the Retirement Board to include two department 

heads and the Home Rule Charter provided that all authorities, 

boards and commissions consist of residents of the County. 

 

 Mr. Angle advised the Home Rule Charter trumped the 

Administrative Code so the Home Rule Charter would prevail.  He 

then asked if that would mean that any votes by the Retirement 

Board were invalid because it was done by people who were not 

permitted to serve. 

 

 Mr. Martino stated it would depend on the outcome of the 

votes. 

 

 In response to Mr. Angle’s question as to whether there was 

a record of votes taken, Mrs. McHale advised the minutes just 

reflected whether an item was approved or not. 

 

 Mrs. McHale stated at tomorrow’s meeting of the Retirement 

Board she had planned to bring these issues up. 

 

 Mr. McClure advised since he was on the Retirement Board, 

he could only recall one issue where residency might come into 

play and that was whether the Retirement Board was entitled to 

its own solicitor. 

 

 Mr. Angle stated if it was correct that Mr. Martino was 

saying that $240 million was being managed by the Retirement 

Board, who had a vested interested and had the right to decide 

if they want to change the system under which the contribution 

was determined. 

 

 Mr. Martino advised that was what the State Pension Law 



 

 

said and it was also consistent with the Administrative Code. 

 

 Mr. Angle stated the system they had said they could 

average an certain amount of years of the contributions, but 

since the County was looking at a tax increase this year they 

changed the system to stretch out the number of years.  He 

further stated this, in a sense, was no different than the 

Swaption because at some point in time that was going to cost 

the County.   

 

 Mr. Seyfried advised the issue with the Administrative Code 

had to be addressed, but at the time it was written, there was 

never any consideration given that there would be an employee on 

the Retirement Board who did not live in the County.  With 

regard to the changing of the system, he noted the pension money 

was owed no matter how many years it was spread over. 

 

 In answer to Mr. McClure’s question as to what he felt the 

Retirement Board’s interaction with the actuary was, Mr. 

Mazziotti stated he was comfortable with the answers he received 

to the many questions as to changing their methodology.  He 

further stated the actuary informed him that both methods were 

considered to be acceptable and proper.  He noted that the 

Retirement Board was going to receive information as to what the 

long term implications would be for each methodology. 

 

 In response to Mr. Seyfried’s question as to whether there 

was going to be any penalties incurred if the County changed 

their method, Mr. Mazziotti advised they were not told of any 

penalties, but there was no guarantee that additional monies 

would not be required in the future. 

 

 

Council Solicitor's Report 

 

 Mr. Martino provided a copy of his Solicitor’s Report for 

this meeting (see Attachment #1).  

 

 

Adjournment  

 

 Mrs. McHale called for a motion to adjourn. 

 

 Mr. Angle made a motion to adjourn. 



 

 

 

 The motion passed by acclamation. 

 

 

                                        

       

                                 Frank E. Flisser 

           Clerk to Council 

 


