
 

 

Easton, Pennsylvania            July 21, 2011 
 
 
 A regular meeting of the Northampton County Council was 
held on the above date with the following present: John Cusick, 
President;  Margaret L. Ferraro,  Vice President;  Ron Angle; 
Thomas H. Dietrich; J. Michael Dowd; Bruce A. Gilbert;  Lamont 
G. McClure, Jr.; Ann McHale; Barbara A. Thierry; Frank E. 
Flisser, Clerk to Council, and Philip D. Lauer, Solicitor to 
Council.   
 
 
Prayer 
 
 Mr. Dowd led County Council in prayer to open the meeting. 
 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 Mr. Gilbert led County Council in the pledge of allegiance. 
 
 
Approval of the Minutes 
 
 Mr. Angle made the following motion: 
 
 Be It Moved By the Northampton County Council that the 
minutes of the July 7, 2011 meeting shall be approved. 
 
 Mrs. Thierry seconded the motion. 
 
 The minutes were approved by voice acclamation, with Mr. 
McClure abstaining. 
 
 
Courtesy of the Floor 
 
 Mr. Jack Dalessandro, 705 Front Street, Bangor, PA - asked 
whether they obtained any information regarding the Eckert 
Seamans bill of $4,708.50 that he discussed at the last meeting. 
 
 Mr. Cusick stated he did not know whether that was the 
final bill or not.  He then asked Mr. Doran Hamann, Budget 
Administrator, if he knew the status of this bill.   
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Mr. Hamann advised the only information he could provide, 

at this time, was that any bill that was presented had been 
paid, but he would look into the matter. 
 
 Dr. Jodee A. LaCasse, 1831 South Delaware Avenue, Bangor, 
PA - stated she was a resident of Upper Mount Bethel Township.  
She further stated that Ms. Janet Pearson, a resident of Upper 
Mount Bethel Township and a member of its Open Space Advisory 
Board, asked her to read the following statement as she was 
unable to attend this meeting: 
 
 I am confused as to why the Council members changed their 
votes on the Kirkridge and Broad projects at the last meeting to 
ask the landowners to pay for two additional appraisals.  I can 
only assume that Ron’s (meaning Ron Angle) comment about the 
appraisal issue caused some confusion and doubt.  Ron is 
stepping outside and running contrary to the established 
objective process that is in place and working.  The Upper Mount 
Bethel Township and Northampton County Open Space programs have 
lengthy and complicated processes.  Land trusts and landowners 
complete a long checklist of requirements and there were 
multiple checks and balances.  After an initial, independent 
appraisal, the landowner’s consideration is reviewed by the 
local and County Open Space Advisory Boards, Northampton County 
and the Commonwealth’s DCNR professionals; people who had a lot 
of experience reviewing appraisals and advocations.  You all 
know that the State requires a second appraisal and the County 
can review that appraisal as well so it seems that all the noise 
and fury from Mr. Angle signifies just that noise and fury.  
Sadly, it appears at the last meeting, Ron promoted an 
additional vote by the Council to delay the process so Upper 
Mount Bethel Township and the County would lose a chance for 
matching grants to protect these properties. This delay could 
cause DCNR to drop the Kirkridge and Broad properties down the 
funding list and commit its monies to other projects that have 
secure funding.  This delay will cost taxpayers, especially from 
Upper Mount Bethel Township, if matching funds are lost.  Do you 
realize this delay could have long term affects for Northampton 
County?  This delay could affect future County open space 
projects as DCNR and the land trusts could view County’s word as 
not being reliable.  When the Council waffles on things like 
this, it costs everybody a lot of time and money.  So Ron, who 
claims he is a champion for the taxpayer, is not living up to 
that claim.  Just think about what he has cost all of us for his 
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position on selling Gracedale and on the private prison.  Then 
when Ron saw these issues were not going to fly, he backpedaled 
and changed his view at the Council meeting.  I hope in the 
future that Council members take the time and fully research and 
understand the issues and not be unduly influenced by an 
outspoken and often inaccurate Council member before voting on 
issues. Respectfully Janet Pearson  
 
 
 
 Dr. Charles Cole, 6 Riverton Road, Mount Bethel Township, 
PA - advised he was the Chair of the Upper Mount Bethel Township 
Environmental Advisory Council (EAC) and also Director of the 
Martins Jacoby Watershed Association, however, tonight he was 
speaking as an individual with respect to the preservation of 
the land in Upper Mount Bethel Township.  He further advised he 
attended the session at which it was unanimously approved to 
provide the matching funds for these properties.  He noted when 
he read in the paper a few weeks ago that County Council had 
added a requirement to get two new appraisals, he was really 
startled to see this complete change, especially after there was 
a long, thorough discussion with many people providing pros and 
cons and bringing many facts to the table.   
 
 Dr. Cole stated the EAC unanimously approved this 
recommendation to purchase these properties at the amounts 
suggested.  He further stated the EAC and Upper Mount Bethel 
Township still supported these projects and the process that was 
used was not unlike that used for the preservation of farmland.  
Additionally, they did not believe having the landowners, on 
their own, obtaining two appraisals would accomplish anything 
because they already had appraisals from a very reputable 
appraiser and a second one was already required. 
 
 Dr. Cole recommended that County Council approve these 
projects like it did before and let them move forward. 
 
 Mr. Bill Mineo, 70 Ballek Road, Riegelsville, PA - advised 
he was present to ask County Council to undo the motion that was 
passed at the last meeting.  He further advised the resolutions 
to acquire the Kirkridge and Broad properties were very clear.  
 
 Mr. Mineo stated it was agreed additional appraisals would 
be forthcoming on these properties and they should be done by a 
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disinterested party using the State approved appraisal process.  
He further stated it did not make any sense to have a property 
owner have the appraisal done and then present it to County 
Council as a purchasing price for the property because it should 
be up to the buyer to get the appraisal and set the offering 
price.  Additionally, the buyer, in this case, represented 
public agencies and would use a publicly approved appraisal 
process, however, the State did not recognize that process. 
 
 Mr. Mineo advised there was a process in place that was 
passed by an ordinance and this motion differed from that 
process.  He further advised if County Council wished to change 
the procedure used to evaluate these properties and obtain 
appraisals, it had to be done by a legitimate process of 
altering that ordinance.  He noted the Open Space Advisory Board 
would be more than willing to work with County Council to do 
that because they recognized that money was tight right now and 
the County had to find the best way to utilize those funds. 
 
 Mr. Mineo stated the properties that were being evaluated 
were really controlled by subdivision ordinances and zoning by 
the local communities and having an easement on the property 
impacted the value of the land on the open market.  He further 
stated he disagreed that the land at Kirkridge could not be 
developed, noting there were some sections that were prepared 
for development just in  case it did not get through the 
process. 
 
 Mr. Mineo advised he would recommend County Council rescind 
the motion and let the process move forward and then have the  
Administration begin the process of amending the ordinance if 
that was County Council’s desire. 
 
 In answer to Mrs. McHale’s question as to whether the 
Nature Conservancy was one of the parties who obtained an 
appraisal, Mr. Mineo stated they authorized the appraisal and 
selected an appraiser from the State approved list. 
 
 In response to Mrs. McHale’s question as to whether that 
was appropriate because they had a vested interest in the whole 
situation, Mr. Mineo advised the market was really the 
determining factor. 
 
 Mrs. McHale stated she felt since County Council was the 
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watchdog over taxpayer dollars that they would be negligent if 
they did not get their own appraisal. 
 
 Mr. Cusick advised that stipulation was not in the 
ordinance that adopted the Open Space Guidelines.   
 
 Mrs. Ferraro stated due to the time constraints, County 
Council should allow this proposal to go through and then 
consider changing the ordinance so this situation did not occur 
again. 
 
 Mr. Angle advised at the last Upper Mount Bethel Township 
Supervisor meeting, the Chairman clearly stated that he and the 
Zoning Officer did an overlay of maps on this land and this land 
was not able to be developed.  He further advised the best 
appraiser in that area was Mr. Edmund “Chip” Turtzo and he had 
said the value of the land was not worth $5200 an acre if you 
were going to buy it, let alone just buying an easement. 
 
 
 Mr. Bob Gerwig, 4246 River Road, Upper Mount Bethel 
Township, PA - stated he was a member of the Board of 
Supervisors, but he was not here on behalf of the Board.  He 
further stated he was disappointed with County Council when they 
decided to stop further action on these properties.     
 
 Mr. Gerwig advised the residents of Upper Mount Bethel 
Township voted overwhelmingly to fund the open space initiative 
from their Earned Income Tax base.  He further advised he was 
fully aware of a very vocal complaint from three of its 
residents about whether that money should be spent on natural 
land preservation or farmland preservation, however, not all of 
the residents support those same sentiments.  He added he 
believed in a balanced approached, noting Upper Mount Bethel 
Township had been blessed with a great variety of natural 
assets. 
 
 Mr. Gerwig stated they had a local Open Space Advisory 
Board whose members were properly appointed, spent many hours 
studying the guidelines and regulations and diligently worked to 
identify the appropriate priorities for preservation and to 
simply throw that effort out without understanding all the 
background and reasoning was to do a disservice to his 
community.  He further stated he firmly believed that to require 
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a landowner to provide his own property appraisals would 
automatically introduce a conflict of interest into the 
equation. 
 
 Mr. Gerwig advised for Northampton County to treat all of 
its residents fairly, it must recognize that not all of the 
townships provide the same attributes or potential.  He further 
advised Northampton County should view all of the County’s 
assets as a whole, including the uniqueness of Upper Mount 
Bethel Township. 
 
 Mr. Gerwig stated everyone should continue to look at 
preservation while keeping the priorities, the available 
properties and the future of the entire County properly balanced 
and the emotions and personal agendas out of the equation.  He 
then asked County Council to reconsider their stand on funding 
these properties. 
 
 Reverend Matilda Chase, 102 Peter Jacob Drive, Bangor, PA - 
advised she was a resident of Upper Mount Bethel Township and a 
member of the Board at Kirkridge.  She further advised when 
County Council voted to approve these projects, she thought they 
would be able to move forward.  She was surprised when County 
Council reversed their decision at the last meeting and wondered 
what motivated that kind of action because she had the feeling 
that County Council was very much in support of these projects 
and she hoped they would take action tonight to reaffirm their 
support so they could be included in the Department of 
Conservation and Natural Resource (DCNR) evaluation which would 
take place tomorrow. 
 
 Ms. Betsey Hall, 2515 Gates Count, New Jersey - stated she 
was the President of the Kirkridge Board.  She further stated 
she was encouraged by the support County Council originally 
showed for these projects and then baffled by their withdrawal 
of that support. 
 
 Ms. Hall advised Kirkridge struggled all the time with 
financial questions and this offer came to them as they were 
contemplating whether they were going to have to sell some land 
to a developer in order to keep it going. She further advised 
their property was able to be developed so she hoped County 
Council would support the project and reverse their previous 
decision.  
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 Mr. Howard Klein, 801 Riverton Road, Bangor, PA - stated he 
was a Lower Mount Bethel Township Supervisor, but was here 
tonight as a private citizen.  He further stated Lower Mount 
Bethel Township had spent a substantial amount of time and 
energy to get the Earned Income Tax for open space on the ballot 
a few years ago and it was unanimously passed.  He noted the 
Open Space Committee was formed approximately two years ago and 
worked with the Heritage Conservancy to develop an open space 
plan, which was passed unanimously.  He further noted Lower 
Mount Bethel Township wanted to partner with the County and the 
State and were ready to speak to landowners, however, it 
appeared the County plan was unraveling. 
 
 Mr. Matt Glennon, 1200 Books Hill Road, Plainfield 
Township, PA - advised he was currently President of the 
Bushkill Stream Conservancy, however, he was speaking on behalf 
of himself tonight.  He further advised he had a 35 year 
background in real estate and had done a great deal of 
evaluation work.  He noted he had not read the appraisals for 
the Kirkridge and Broad properties or walked them so he did not 
feel qualified, even with his background, to provide an opinion 
of value.  
 
 Mr. Glennon stated that there was an ordinance governing 
the Open Space Program and it should be followed, especially 
since DCNR required another independent appraisal.  He then 
encouraged County Council to reconsider their vote from the last 
meeting and move ahead with the approved County procedure. 
 
 Mr. Mike Topping, 734 Fire Lane, Bethlehem, PA - advised he 
was the Chair of the Northampton County Open Space Advisory 
Board, President of the Northampton County Federation of 
Sportsmen and  was a city planner for approximately 40 years.  
He further advised he had spoken to zoning officers and various 
other individuals who had instances where they felt a property 
could not be developed, but then the owner hired the right 
lawyer and engineer and was able to build on it because he 
obtained some type of variance. 
 
 Mr. Topping stated money was tight for everyone, including 
DCNR, so if there was a project that was ready to go right now, 
it was important to proceed with it.  He further stated if the 
situation was not turned around tonight, this project would be 
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lost. 
 
 Mrs. McHale advised the motion that was approved at the 
last meeting was to put a hold on the process until the County 
got an appraisal which would be paid for by the property owner. 
 
 Mr. Topping stated this project was approved originally and 
then this requirement was added. He further stated the issue now 
became one of time constraint because the time it would take to 
get this appraisal could put the project in jeopardy.  
  
 Mr. Cusick advised just so everyone understood the motion 
that was passed at the last meeting, he read the following from 
the minutes:  “Mr. Cusick called for the vote on the following 
motion as amended: The Administration shall stop the processing 
of the Kirkridge and Broad Open Space Initiative projects until 
two independent appraisals, paid for by the property owners, are 
done on each of the properties (Kirkridge and Broad).”  He noted 
the motion passed by a vote of 6-1. 
 
 Mr. Angle stated the original motion called for the County 
to obtain a single appraisal and he even offered to pay for it 
himself.  He further stated that Mrs. McHale thought there 
should be two appraisals and he agreed. 
 
 Mr. Bob Werner, 705 Paxinosa Avenue, Easton, PA - advised 
according to a newspaper account, Gracedale was up four beds 
which was good news because everyone thought the number would go 
down. 
 
 In answer to Mr. Werner’s question as to what resulted from 
the resolution Mr. Angle introduced at the May 19, 2011 meeting 
that pertained to the 2001 Bond Issue and Gracedale, Mr. Angle 
replied nothing. 
 
 Mr. Werner stated County Council was elected to follow the 
dictates of its constituents and they have told County Council 
what they wanted with regard to open space and Gracedale.  
Therefore, if he were a member of County Council, he would 
rescind the motion passed at the last meeting and do what the 
people expected. 
 
 Ms. Judy Henckel, 1752 Robin Hood Road, Mount Bethel, PA - 
advised on June 2, 2011, County Council tabled the resolution 
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regarding these properties to allow Upper Mount Bethel Township 
to vote on it first, which they did and approved by a 3-2 vote.  
She further advised on June 16, 2011, County Council adopted its 
resolution and then backtracked on that putting the project on 
hold.     
 
 Ms. Henckel stated one of the things County Council seemed 
to be hung up on was cost, but there were a lot of ways of 
looking at things.  She further stated she was upset because 
County Council’s action jeopardized the plan and it could make 
it difficult for them to go out and talk to landowners in the 
future. 
 
 Ms. Henckel advised there have been other properties that 
have gone for more money without being questioned so she was 
wondering why these properties were now being questioned. 
 
 Mrs. McHale asked if she would be agreeable to County 
Council approving a motion to go forward, but with the 
stipulation that the County would still get an independent 
appraisal and if that appraisal came in lower than what was 
paid, the County would be reimbursed for the difference. 
 
 Ms. Henckel remarked she was not a lawyer so she could not 
comment on that. 
  
 Mr. McClure stated these people were here because many 
years ago, Mr. John Stoffa, County Executive, advocated and 
passed a dedicated tax for open space, environmentally sensitive 
lands and farmland preservation.  Unfortunately, during the 
tumultuous budget times over the last several years, that tax 
was no longer dedicated.  He further stated there was also a 
debate here as to whether the County was going to stay committed 
to preserving environmentally sensitive lands and open space.  
 
 Mr. David Broad, 138 South Northampton Street, Bangor, PA - 
advised when he was here last time, he had told the members of 
County Council present that if they had any reservations about 
approving his property, not to, as he was only doing this 
because they approached him and he was trying to do the right 
thing.   
 
 Mr. Broad stated as far as an easement or right-a-way, he 
was selling his property to the Nature Conservancy so he would 
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no longer own it.  He further stated he spent his own money to 
insure  the contract indicated this property would never be 
built on.   
  
 Mr. Broad advised it was mentioned that there was no 
easement on his property, but his deed showed there was one.  He 
further advised Upper Mount Bethel Township had indicated they 
had no record of his perk test, but he brought documentation 
that showed it was done.  He added he had three engineers tell 
him that there was no reason why he could not build on this 
property, noting his original intention was to put a house 
there. 
 
 Mr. Dennis DeMara, 140 Green Forest Lane, Lehighton, PA - 
stated he worked for the DCNR, Bureau of Recreation and 
Conservation, and he was the Northeast Regional Supervisor 
overseeing the grant program.  He further stated with regard to 
the deadline, it was April 20, 2011.  
 
 Mr. DeMara advised their grant program was highly 
competitive and on their checklist, it indicated that only 
projects that were ready to go would be considered for grant 
awards.  He further advised he had an internal deadline of July 
22, 2011, and these were two of approximately 388 applications 
they were reviewing.  He noted if he did not know County 
Council’s decision tonight, these properties would be put on 
hold and he could not say if or when they would be funded. 
 
 Mr. DeMara stated only the applicant could pay for and 
commission an appraisal and they could not accept an appraisal 
from a landowner.  He further stated it was in the best interest 
of the Nature Conservancy to get the lowest price for these 
lands because there was only so much money to go around.   
 
 In response to Mr. McClure’s question as to how much State 
money would be lost if the County did not approve these 
properties, Mr. DeMara advised it was $330,600. 
 
 In answer to Mr. McClure’s question as to whether they had 
the money or they were waiting for the legislatures, Mr. DeMara 
replied they had the funding in place. 
 
 Mr. DeMara stated the price per acre was comparable to 
those  looked at by the appraisers.  He further stated they were 
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already 91 days past the deadline of the grant period and these 
funds were going to be considered very soon so he needed to know 
what the County was going to do. 
 
 Mr. Angle advised in view of the information provided, he 
would like to make a motion that County Council rescind the 
action previously taken regarding the two appraisals and that 
the County’s policy be rewritten to include a County appraisal 
that it would pay for because there was nothing stopping them to 
make sure they were spending the taxpayers’ money wisely. 
 
 Mrs. McHale seconded the motion. 
   
 When Mrs. Ferraro stated that County Council had to move 
this one forward today, Mr. Angle reiterated that his motion was 
that County Council rescind the previous action of requiring two 
appraisals and revert to the previous action that moved the 
process ahead, but in conjunction with that, the County’s policy 
be rewritten to include a County appraisal. 
 
 In answer to Mr. Cusick’s question as to whether this would 
require amending the Open Space Guidelines, Mr. Lauer advised 
with  respect to requiring the County appraisal, he believed it 
would if the ordinance provided something different.  
 
 Mr. McClure stated the motion itself was advisory so if the 
law was to be changed, then the ordinance would have to be 
amended.   
 As there were no further questions or comments, Mr. Cusick 
called for a vote on the motion. 
 
 The vote: Angle, “yes”; McHale, “yes”; McClure, “yes”; 
Gilbert, “yes”;  Dowd, “yes”; Dietrich, “yes”; Ferraro, “yes”; 
Cusick, “yes” and Thierry, “yes”. 
 
 The motion was passed by a vote of 9-0. 
 
 Ms. Ellen Lott, HC1, Box 1408, Blakeslee, PA - advised she 
was from the Nature Conservancy and she just wanted 
clarification that the funding from the County for the Kirkridge 
and Broad properties was approved. 
 
 Mr. Cusick stated it was in place.   
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Confirmation of Appointments 
 
 Mr. Cusick advised the County Executive’s appointments/re-
appointments to the Drug and Alcohol Advisory Board, the Lehigh 
Valley Planning Commission, and the Mental Health, Early 
Intervention & Developmental Programs Advisory Board were 
reviewed at the Personnel Committee meeting held yesterday. 
 
 Mrs. McHale introduced the following resolution: 
 
 
 
 R. 68-2011 RESOLVED, by the Northampton County Council 
that the following individuals shall be confirmed in their 
appointments/re-appointments as indicated hereafter: 
 
DRUG & ALCOHOL ADVISORY BOARD 
 
Appointment:     Term to Expire: 6/30/13 
Reverend Christopher Santos 
38 North Sixth Street 
Easton PA 18042 
 
Re-appointments:    Terms to Expire: 06/30/13 
Pamela L. B. Clark, MPH,  
  CHES, CPS 
2701 Fleetwood Street 
Easton PA 18045 
 
Terrence V. R. Miller 
645 Ferry Street 
Easton PA 18042 
 
Dr. James R. McIntosh, Ph.D. 
25 Wall Street 
Bethlehem PA 18018 
 
 
LEHIGH VALLEY PLANNING COMMISSION 
 
Appointment:     Term to Expire: 12/31/11 
Sandra B. Yerger 
2734 Easton Road 
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Hellertown PA 18055 
 
 
MENTAL HEALTH, EARLY INTERVENTION 
& DEVELOPMENTAL PROGRAMS ADVISORY 
BOARD 
 
Appointment:     Term to Expire: 7/21/14 
Lori Young 
87 East Broad Street 
Bethlehem PA 18018 
 
 
 Mrs. McHale stated that all of these appointments/re-
appointments were unanimously approved by the members of the 
Personnel Committee present at yesterday’s meeting. 
 
 Mr. Angle made a motion that these appointments/re-
appointments be approved by voice acclamation. 
 
 Mr. Cusick seconded the motion. 
 
 As there were no further questions or comments, the 
resolution was adopted by a voice acclamation. 
 
 
County Executive’s Report 
 
 Mr. Stoffa advised he had nothing to report except the 
Swaption was up to $16.8 million. 
 
 Mrs. McHale stated she read an article where it indicated 
that the legalities of the Swaption situation were being 
questioned and asked Mr. Stoffa if he was aware of that. 
 
 Mr. Karl Longenbach, County Solicitor, advised they were 
aware of it and were researching the matter to see if the County 
could take advantage of that. 
 
 Mr. Dietrich stated an e-mail was sent asking County 
Council to adopt a resolution waiving the requirement for two 
appraisals for the Easton Senior Center, which was to expire 
August 1st, and he wondered if there was enough time to do so. 
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 When Mr. Stoffa indicated they were not going to throw the 
County out, Mr. Cusick advised he was placing that issue on next 
month’s meeting agenda.  
 
 In answer to Mr. Dowd’s question as to when he planned to 
discuss the 2001 Bond Issue, Mr. Stoffa stated he planned to 
have information for County Council next month. 
 
 Mr. Angle advised there were many groups and individuals 
coming to County Council for funding for their various needs and 
projects, however, no one wants their taxes raised.  He further 
advised one of the County’s major issues right now was to keep 
Gracedale functioning so he wondered if any time was going to be 
spent tonight discussing it. 
 
 In response to Mrs. McHale’s question as to whether it was 
true that Gracedale had closed two wings, Mr. Stoffa stated they 
were in the process of closing the second one. 
 
 
 
 In answer to Mrs. McHale’s question as to whether it was 
true that there were no employees working in the Intake area, 
Mr. Ross Marcus, Director of Human Services, advised the Social 
Services Department, who also handled admissions, was short 
staffed.  He further advised they were in the process of filling 
a few positions, but holding one vacant.   
 
 In response to Mrs. McHale’s question as to whether there 
was a waiting list at Gracedale, Mr. Marcus stated there was 
not. 
 
 When Mrs. McHale commented that someone was giving out 
incorrect information to people who call, Mr. Marcus replied if 
she could get the name of the person this individual spoke with, 
it would be helpful because the last time he tried to track down 
a rumor, he could not do it.  He further replied there was a 
priority waiting list for people who had completed their 
application and were waiting for a space.  
 
 Mr. Stoffa advised there were not a lot of people wanting 
to get into Gracedale right now.  
 
 Mr. McClure stated historically there were four or five 
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people in Intake, but currently there were only two individuals 
and no supervisor. 
 
 Mr. Marcus advised as of today, there were four individuals 
in the department with one individual given notice that they 
were leaving the County. 
 
 Mr. McClure stated that when the individuals at Intake met 
with applicants and their families, they converted 70% of those 
meetings into residents.  However, they did not convert more 
than 35% of the calls into residents because they did not go out 
and meet with the families.   
 
 Mr. McClure advised he was bringing this issue up because 
it had been indicated previously that people were not contacting 
Gracedale to be admitted, but that was not true.  In fact, 
during the height of the debate over Gracedale, the contacts 
dropped off by three or four people. 
 
 Mr. McClure provided a chart that demonstrated that 
Gracedale did receive a healthy amount of contacts (see 
Attachment #1).  He stated out of the referrals, approximately 
20% of them were not suitable for Gracedale, which left 80% of 
them able to become potential residents.  He further stated the 
County was not doing a very good job of contacting potential 
residents for Gracedale. 
 
 Mr. Angle advised he felt this was something the new 
management company should look at. 
 
 In answer to Mr. Cusick’s question as to whether these will 
be the kind of thing the new management company would be looking 
at, Mr. Marcus stated they were.  He further stated he planned 
to take a closer look at this issue. 
 
 Mr. McClure advised the management team should be given an 
opportunity to change this, but in the meantime, wings should 
not be closed.   
 
 Mr. Marcus stated the wings could be reopened quickly.  He 
further stated he asked Mr. Stoffa to close the second wing 
because by doing so, it would reduce overtime, nursing pools and 
costs.   
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 Mr. Marcus advised one of the things that he wanted the 
management company to do first was to streamline the process of 
admittance. 
 
 
Public Hearing on the Ordinance Providing for Amendments to the 
2011 Northampton County Budget 
 
 Mr. Cusick stated this ordinance was introduced by Messrs. 
Dowd and Cusick at the meeting held July 7, 2011, and was 
reviewed at the Finance Committee meeting held on July 20, 2011. 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2011 NORTHAMPTON COUNTY 
BUDGET: DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT - COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PASS THROUGH 
GRANTS; DEPARTMENT OF FISCAL AFFAIRS - BALANCING OF 
BUDGET; DISTRICT ATTORNEY; SHERIFF; PUBLIC DEFENDER; 
COURT-APPOINTED PROFESSIONAL - AFSCME UNION CONTRACT; 
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES - PASS THROUGH GRANTS, 
DEVELOPMENT FUND, BLOCK GRANTS, AREA AGENCY ON AGING, 
MENTAL HEALTH, DRUG AND ALCOHOL, GRACEDALE 

 
 

2011 
 BUDGET AMENDMENT 

      
      

KEY   CURRENT INCREASE REVISED 
ORG ACCOUNT ACCOUNT TITLE BUDGET (DECREASE) BUDGET 

     
C&ED -  Comm Dev Pass Thru Grants  

31202 41720 Lehigh County           28,750 56,000 84,750 
 71298 Tree Vitalize           28,750 56,000 84,750 

   
Fiscal Affairs - Balancing Of Budget  

31300 46010 Budgetary Fund Balance 7,096,656 150,000 7,608,474 
   361,818

   
District Attorney 

10000 41397 DA Reimbursement                  - 44,000 44,000 
 66999 Pooled Professional Services          120,000 44,000 164,000 
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Sheriff  

23000 41130 Federal                  - 5,000 5,000 
58999 Pooled Misc Employee Benefits           47,100 5,000 52,100 

  
 42630 Special Function Reimbursement 10,000 6,720 16,720 

50040 Special Functions 10,000 6,720 16,720 
  

Public Defender 
27000 66999 Pooled Professional Services 157,700  150,000 307,700 

   
Court-Appointed Professional - AFSCME Union Contract 

71500 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time       1,073,700 35,881 1,109,581 
 56050 FICA County 223,700 2,745 226,445 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 11,600 108 11,708 

72100 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time       1,841,000 75,073 1,916,073 
 56050 FICA County 179,900 5,743 185,643 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 8,500 225 8,725 

73600 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time       1,183,800 105,602 1,289,402 
 56050 FICA County 102,500 8,079 110,579 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 8,000 581 8,581 

73700 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time          905,800 91,285 997,085 
 56050 FICA County 80,700 6,983 87,683 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 6,600 502 7,102 

74500 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time          392,700 26,813 419,513 
 56050 FICA County 39,900 2,051 41,951 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 3,200 147 3,347 

   
Human Services - Pass Through Grants 

31200 41110 Child Care Info Svs 10,954,000 863,000 11,817,000 
 71100 Child Care Info Svs 10,954,000 863,000 11,817,000 
 
 41520 MATP 1,136,000 (113,500) 1,022,500 
 71200 Metro Plus 1,136,000 (113,500) 1,022,500 
 

Human Services - Development Fund 
51100 41490 Human Services Development 363,800 50,000 413,800 

 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 364,400 50,000 414,400 
   

Human Services - Block Grants 
51200 41148 Justice Assistance 111,800 111,800 223,600 

 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 550,000 111,800 661,800 
   

Human Services - Area Agency On Aging 
54000 41570 Waiver 566,000 2,100 568,100 
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 41650 State Block Grant 4,955,700 23,900 4,979,600 
 42457 Cost Sharing 50,000 200 50,200 
 42560 Nutrition Program Meal Contribution          170,000               600 170,600 
 44010 Interest on Investment           10,000            (2,100) 7,900 

55400 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 589,646 24,700 614,346 
   

Human Services - Mental Health 
57400 41330 Base Allocation 3,338,500 49,600 3,388,100 

 41350 CHIPP 8,294,100 816,400 9,110,500 
 41550 Medical Assistance 100 200 300 
 42505 HealthChoices 46,500 3,200 49,700 
 44010 Interest on Investment 26,000 11,300 37,300 

58100 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 5,401,700 880,700 6,282,400 
   

Human Services - Drug & Alcohol 
61000 41315 Act 152          609,900 (73,800) 536,100 

 41340 BHSI          315,000 (6,000) 309,000 
 41600 PCCD          127,500 (3,900) 123,600 
 42105 Act 198 Fee          150,900 5,800 156,700 
 43030 DUI Fines          107,900 13,400 121,300 
 44010 Interest on Investment             7,600 700 8,300 
 45030 Miscellaneous                200 100 300 

62100 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services          904,000 (63,700) 840,300 
   

Human Services - Gracedale 
63000 41550 Medical Assistance     18,515,300 17,322,700 35,838,000 

 41560 Medicare       4,567,700 3,992,010 8,559,710 
 41563 Medicare A Co-Insurance          767,000 192,290 959,290 
 41565 Medicare Part B          531,500 850,500 1,382,000 
 41568 Medicare B Co-Insurance           60,000 95,000 155,000 
 42470 Drug Reimbursement Patient           51,500 51,500 103,000 
 42550 Meal Reimbursement          287,500 287,500 575,000
 42575 Other Insurance           46,000 46,000 92,000 
 42590 Patient Income       5,520,000 4,980,000 10,500,000 
 42610 Refund          125,000 125,000 250,000 
 42630 Special Functions Reimbursement           75,000 75,000 150,000 
 45030 Miscellaneous             7,500 7,500 15,000 
 77100 County Contribution Program       3,508,629 0 3,508,629 
   
 50050 Overtime          795,600 900,400 1,696,000 
 50100 Salaries Full Time       1,980,000 1,376,500 3,356,500 
 50150 Salaries Part Time          146,000 125,900 271,900 
 50200 Salaries Union Full Time       9,129,000 6,388,800 15,517,800 
 50250 Salaries Union Part Time       2,630,000 1,357,100 3,987,100 
 56050 FICA       1,128,500 987,700 2,116,200 
 56200 Healthcare & Dental       2,637,500 2,439,500 5,077,000 
 56225 Healthcare OPEB Employees          738,500 166,800 905,300 
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 56250 Healthcare OPEB Retirees          734,000 662,800 1,396,800 
 56300 Life Insurance           17,600 15,500 33,100 
 56450 Retirement       1,801,000 1,036,200 2,837,200 
 56500 Unemployment Compensation           75,000 67,700 142,700 
 56550 Vision & Prescription       1,073,000 966,800 2,039,800 
 56600 Workers' Compensation          969,000 939,900 1,908,900 
 58999 Miscellaneous Employee Benefit           50,400 50,200 100,600 
 61999 Occupancy Costs       1,140,000 1,140,000 2,280,000 
 62999 Communications           55,100 55,100 110,200 
 63999 Admin Supplies & Equipment           96,000 95,100 191,100 
 64999 Serv & Other Operating Supply       2,776,400 2,776,200 5,552,600 
 65999 Transportation          166,800 166,500 333,300 
 66999 Professional Services       2,548,752 3,935,400 6,484,152 
 67999 Purchased Services           45,200 45,100 90,300 
 68999 Program Operating Cost       1,047,900 1,047,500 2,095,400 
 78100 Central Service Cost       1,282,400 1,282,300 2,564,700 
   

63000 41550 Medical Assistance  376,000
63500 75200 Computer Software  376,000

   
Summary - Budget Amendment  30,777,538

Effective Date:    
 
 In accordance with Northampton County Home Rule Charter 705 
(e) this ordinance shall become effective upon the date of 
enactment. 
 
 
 Public Hearing 
 
 Mr. Cusick asked if there was anyone from the public who 
wished to comment on this ordinance. 
 
 There were no respondents. 
 
 
 Mr. Cusick advised that at this time, he would like to have 
County Council consider an amendment to the ordinance.  He 
further advised the budget amendment initially contained $44,000 
in State reimbursements for the District Attorney’s Office, 
however, a second reimbursement of $60,522.50 was received after 
the budget amendment was compiled.  He noted an amendment 
resolution had been prepared which incorporated the additional 
reimbursement into the budget amendment. 
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 Mr. Cusick introduced the amendment resolution. 
 
 Mr. Dowd seconded the amendment resolution. 
 
 R. 69-2011 WHEREAS, the Ordinance titled, “AN ORDINANCE 
AMENDING THE 2011 NORTHAMPTON COUNTY BUDGET: DEPARTMENT OF 
COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT - COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PASS 
THROUGH GRANTS; DEPARTMENT OF FISCAL AFFAIRS - BALANCING OF 
BUDGET; DISTRICT ATTORNEY; SHERIFF; PUBLIC DEFENDER; COURT-
APPOINTED PROFESSIONAL - AFSCME UNION CONTRACT; DEPARTMENT OF 
HUMAN SERVICES - PASS THROUGH GRANTS, DEVELOPMENT FUND, BLOCK 
GRANTS, AREA AGENCY ON AGING, MENTAL HEALTH, DRUG AND ALCOHOL, 
GRACEDALE,” was introduced at the meeting held July 7, 2011; and 
 
 WHEREAS, subsequent to the introduction of the Ordinance, 
the Fiscal Affairs Office notified County Council that 
additional reimbursement for the District Attorney’s Office was 
received from the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the Northampton County 
Council that above titled Ordinance, the section pertaining to 
the  District Attorney’s Budget, shall be amended to read as 
indicated hereafter:  
 
             CURRENT  INCREASE    REVISED 
KEY ORG ACCOUNT ACCOUNT TITLE  BUDGET   (DECREASE)  BUDGET 
    District Attorney   
 
10000 41397 DA Reimbursement      0   104,553     

104,553  
  66999 Pooled Professional Services          
 
          120,000   104,553     

224,553 
 
 
 As there were no questions or comments regarding this 
amendment, Mr. Cusick called for the vote on the resolution. 
 
 The vote: Cusick, “yes”; Dowd, “yes”; Ferraro, “yes”; 
Angle, “yes”; Dietrich, “yes”; Gilbert, “yes”; McClure, “yes”; 
McHale, “yes” and Thierry, “yes”. 
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 The resolution was adopted by a vote of 9-0. 
 
 
 Mr. Cusick asked if there were any questions or comments 
regarding the ordinance as amended.   
 
 Mr. McClure made a motion that $13,330,000 be transferred 
from the Fund Balance to Gracedale in order to satisfy 
immediately the high priority Gracedale capital projects so 
there was no delay in funding these projects.  He noted this was 
a mechanism by which to take care of these capital needs without 
a tax increase or a bond so they could be done immediately and 
not have to wait. He further noted there was money in the Fund 
Balance to do this. 
 
 Mr. McClure stated to those who felt Gracedale may 
eventually be sold, he would like to point out that the County 
would be able to recoup these capital expenses if, in fact, 
Gracedale was ever sold because the price would not have to be 
reduced by $13 million.  He further stated by voting to support 
this amendment, County Council would be demonstrating to the 
citizens that they were serious about the long term viability 
and health of Gracedale. 
 
 Mrs. McHale seconded the motion. 
 
 Mr. Angle made a motion to amend that motion and add 
additional $6.5 million for environmentally sensitive land. 
 
 Mr. Cusick advised Mr. Angle’s motion died for the lack of 
a second.   
  
 Mr. Dietrich stated there was a discussion at the Finance 
Committee meeting yesterday about funding some of these capital 
investments and there was a grant from the County Commissioners 
Association of Pennsylvania (CCAP) for a certain portion of it.  
He further stated the list was not solid, in that it still had 
to be determined what was a priority and what was not and more 
important, there were creative solutions offered that were still 
being researched to see if changes could be made without 
incurring additional expenses, bonds or raiding the Fund 
Balance.  Therefore, he felt this motion was a little premature. 
 
 Mr. McClure advised the list showed Department of Human 
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Services, Department of Public Works, Gracedale Capital Projects 
- high priority projects - $13,330,000, therefore, he took them 
at their word that these were high priority capital projects.  
He further advised the County had the money to fund these 
projects now without a tax increase or having to get a bond.  He 
noted he believed the revenue source being discussed as a 
creative way to maybe potentially fund these projects was the 
savings the County would get by converting to natural gas and he 
was all for that.  However, that was $650,000 a year so it would 
take a while to get to $13,330,000.  He further noted the people 
told the County they wanted Gracedale taken care of and his 
motion would do that right now. 
 
 Mr. Dietrich stated yesterday, there were a number of 
employees that came forward and took the initiative to present 
some cost savings ideas that would provide the same services 
without impacting taxpayers and they should be commended for 
that.  He further stated there was another employee that did the 
same thing and his name was Mr. John Stoffa and he should be 
commended for some of the items he had coming forward.  
Therefore, these things had to be followed through before the 
County just start throwing money at it. 
 
 Mr. McClure advised these projects have been identified as 
high priority capital projects and he felt they should be done 
sooner or later.  He then asked Mr. Stoffa if the $13,330,000 
was made available, it could be spent on these projects. 
 
 Mr. Stoffa stated he would not suggest doing what Mr. 
McClure was proposing.  
 
 Mr. Angle advised that Mr. McClure was a member of the 
Finance Committee, but had yet to attend a single meeting and 
now was coming out with such a bizarre motion that he hoped the 
members of County Council were sane enough not to consider it. 
 
 Mr. McClure stated the voters had spoken and he made a 
proposal tonight to amend this budget in a way that would 
immediately address Gracedale’s capital projects, therefore, it 
appeared he was paying attention to the finances of Gracedale.  
 
 Mr. Angle advised the people voted to save Gracedale, but 
if you look at the way the County was going, the opposite was 
going to happen. 
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 As there were no further questions or comments, Mr. Cusick 
called for the vote on the motion. 
 
 The vote:  McClure, “yes”; McHale, “yes”; Ferraro, “no”; 
Angle, “no”; Dietrich, “no”; Dowd, “no”; Gilbert, “no”; Thierry, 
“no” and Cusick, “no”. 
 
 The motion failed by a vote of 2-7. 
 
 
 Mr. Cusick called for the vote on the following amended 
budget that would include the additional reimbursement to the 
District Attorney’s Office:  
 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2011 NORTHAMPTON COUNTY 
BUDGET: DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT - COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PASS THROUGH 
GRANTS; DEPARTMENT OF FISCAL AFFAIRS - BALANCING OF 
BUDGET; DISTRICT ATTORNEY; SHERIFF; PUBLIC DEFENDER; 
COURT-APPOINTED PROFESSIONAL - AFSCME UNION CONTRACT; 
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES - PASS THROUGH GRANTS, 
DEVELOPMENT FUND, BLOCK GRANTS, AREA AGENCY ON AGING, 
MENTAL HEALTH, DRUG AND ALCOHOL, GRACEDALE 

 
 

2011 
 BUDGET AMENDMENT 

      
      

KEY   CURRENT INCREASE REVISED 
ORG ACCOUNT ACCOUNT TITLE BUDGET (DECREASE) BUDGET 

     
C&ED -  Comm Dev Pass Thru Grants  

31202 41720 Lehigh County           28,750 56,000 84,750 
 71298 Tree Vitalize           28,750 56,000 84,750 

   
Fiscal Affairs - Balancing Of Budget  

31300 46010 Budgetary Fund Balance 7,096,656 150,000 7,608,474 
   361,818
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District Attorney 

10000 41397 DA Reimbursement                  - 104,553 104,553
 66999 Pooled Professional Services          120,000       104,553 224,553 

  
Sheriff  

23000 41130 Federal                  - 5,000 5,000 
58999 Pooled Misc Employee Benefits           47,100 5,000 52,100 

  
 42630 Special Function Reimbursement 10,000 6,720 16,720 

50040 Special Functions 10,000 6,720 16,720 
  

Public Defender 
27000 66999 Pooled Professional Services 157,700  150,000 307,700 

   
Court-Appointed Professional - AFSCME Union Contract 

71500 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time       1,073,700 35,881 1,109,581 
 56050 FICA County 223,700 2,745 226,445 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 11,600 108 11,708 

72100 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time       1,841,000 75,073 1,916,073 
 56050 FICA County 179,900 5,743 185,643 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 8,500 225 8,725 

73600 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time       1,183,800 105,602 1,289,402 
 56050 FICA County 102,500 8,079 110,579 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 8,000 581 8,581 

73700 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time          905,800 91,285 997,085 
 56050 FICA County 80,700 6,983 87,683 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 6,600 502 7,102 

74500 50200 Salaries Union - Full Time          392,700 26,813 419,513 
 56050 FICA County 39,900 2,051 41,951 
 56600 Workers' Compensation 3,200 147 3,347 

   
Human Services - Pass Through Grants 

31200 41110 Child Care Info Svs 10,954,000 863,000 11,817,000 
 71100 Child Care Info Svs 10,954,000 863,000 11,817,000 
 
 41520 MATP 1,136,000 (113,500) 1,022,500 
 71200 Metro Plus 1,136,000 (113,500) 1,022,500 
 

Human Services - Development Fund 
51100 41490 Human Services Development 363,800 50,000 413,800 

 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 364,400 50,000 414,400 
   

Human Services - Block Grants 
51200 41148 Justice Assistance 111,800 111,800 223,600 
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 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 550,000 111,800 661,800 
   

Human Services - Area Agency On Aging 
54000 41570 Waiver 566,000 2,100 568,100 

 41650 State Block Grant 4,955,700 23,900 4,979,600 
 42457 Cost Sharing 50,000 200 50,200 
 42560 Nutrition Program Meal Contribution          170,000               600 170,600 
 44010 Interest on Investment           10,000            (2,100) 7,900 

55400 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 589,646 24,700 614,346 
   

Human Services - Mental Health 
57400 41330 Base Allocation 3,338,500 49,600 3,388,100 

 41350 CHIPP 8,294,100 816,400 9,110,500 
 41550 Medical Assistance 100 200 300 
 42505 HealthChoices 46,500 3,200 49,700 
 44010 Interest on Investment 26,000 11,300 37,300 

58100 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services 5,401,700 880,700 6,282,400 
   

Human Services - Drug & Alcohol 
61000 41315 Act 152          609,900 (73,800) 536,100 

 41340 BHSI          315,000 (6,000) 309,000 
 41600 PCCD          127,500 (3,900) 123,600 
 42105 Act 198 Fee          150,900 5,800 156,700 
 43030 DUI Fines          107,900 13,400 121,300 
 44010 Interest on Investment             7,600 700 8,300 
 45030 Miscellaneous                200 100 300 

62100 69999 Pooled Subcontracted Services          904,000 (63,700) 840,300 
   

Human Services - Gracedale 
63000 41550 Medical Assistance     18,515,300 17,322,700 35,838,000 

 41560 Medicare       4,567,700 3,992,010 8,559,710 
 41563 Medicare A Co-Insurance          767,000 192,290 959,290 
 41565 Medicare Part B          531,500 850,500 1,382,000 
 41568 Medicare B Co-Insurance           60,000 95,000 155,000 
 42470 Drug Reimbursement Patient           51,500 51,500 103,000 
 42550 Meal Reimbursement          287,500 287,500 575,000 
 42575 Other Insurance           46,000 46,000 92,000 
 42590 Patient Income       5,520,000 4,980,000 10,500,000 
 42610 Refund          125,000 125,000 250,000 
 42630 Special Functions Reimbursement           75,000 75,000 150,000 
 45030 Miscellaneous             7,500 7,500 15,000 
 77100 County Contribution Program       3,508,629 0 3,508,629 
   
 50050 Overtime          795,600 900,400 1,696,000 
 50100 Salaries Full Time       1,980,000 1,376,500 3,356,500 
 50150 Salaries Part Time          146,000 125,900 271,900 
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 50200 Salaries Union Full Time       9,129,000 6,388,800 15,517,800 
 50250 Salaries Union Part Time       2,630,000 1,357,100 3,987,100 
 56050 FICA       1,128,500 987,700 2,116,200 
 56200 Healthcare & Dental       2,637,500 2,439,500 5,077,000 
 56225 Healthcare OPEB Employees          738,500 166,800 905,300 
 56250 Healthcare OPEB Retirees          734,000 662,800 1,396,800 
 56300 Life Insurance           17,600 15,500 33,100 
 56450 Retirement       1,801,000 1,036,200 2,837,200 
 56500 Unemployment Compensation           75,000 67,700 142,700 
 56550 Vision & Prescription       1,073,000 966,800 2,039,800 
 56600 Workers' Compensation          969,000 939,900 1,908,900 
 58999 Miscellaneous Employee Benefit           50,400 50,200 100,600 
 61999 Occupancy Costs       1,140,000 1,140,000 2,280,000 
 62999 Communications           55,100 55,100 110,200 
 63999 Admin Supplies & Equipment           96,000 95,100 191,100 
 64999 Serv & Other Operating Supply       2,776,400 2,776,200 5,552,600 
 65999 Transportation          166,800 166,500 333,300 
 66999 Professional Services       2,548,752 3,935,400 6,484,152 
 67999 Purchased Services           45,200 45,100 90,300 
 68999 Program Operating Cost       1,047,900 1,047,500 2,095,400 
 78100 Central Service Cost       1,282,400 1,282,300 2,564,700 
   

63000 41550 Medical Assistance  376,000
63500 75200 Computer Software  376,000

   
Summary - Budget Amendment  30,777,538

Effective Date:    
 
 In accordance with Northampton County Home Rule Charter 705 
(e) this ordinance shall become effective upon the date of 
enactment. 
 
 The vote: Cusick, “yes”; Dowd, “yes”; Angle, “yes”; 
Dietrich, “yes”; Gilbert, “yes”; McClure, “yes”; McHale, “yes”; 
Thierry, “yes” and Ferraro, “yes”. 
 
 The ordinance was adopted by a vote of 9-0. 
 
Public Hearing on the Ordinance Providing for the Establishment 
of the Boundaries of the County Council Districts for the 
Election of Northampton County Council Members by District 
 
 Mr. Cusick stated this ordinance was introduced by Mrs. 
McHale and Mrs. Ferraro at the meeting held July 7, 2011. 
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AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT 
OF THE  BOUNDARIES OF THE COUNTY COUNCIL 
DISTRICTS FOR THE ELECTION OF NORTHAMPTON 
COUNTY COUNCIL MEMBERS BY DISTRICT 

 
 WHEREAS, Northampton County Home Rule Charter Section 204 
provides that, "The County Council, no less frequently than 
every ten (10) years, within one (1) year after the decennial 
census of the United States, shall establish the boundaries of 
the four (4) districts for the election of members by district.  
The population of each district shall be substantially equal, 
each district shall comprise compact and contiguous territory 
and wherever feasible shall follow municipal boundaries." 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY ORDAINED AND ENACTED By the 
Northampton County Council that: 
 
SECTION I.  Establishment: 
 
 A. The four Northampton County Council Districts, for the 

election of Council members by District, shall each be 
comprised of the following municipalities, as 
indicated hereafter: 

 
District One:  the City of Bethlehem; the Boroughs of 

Freemansburg and Hellertown; and the 
Township of Hanover 

 
 District Two:  the City of Easton; the Boroughs of 

Glendon, Stockertown, Tatamy, West 
Easton and Wilson; and the Townships of 
Forks and Palmer 

 
     District Three: the Boroughs of Nazareth, Northampton 

and North Catasauqua; and the Townships 
of Allen, Bethlehem, East Allen, Lower 
Nazareth, Lower Saucon and  Williams 

 
 District Four:  the Boroughs of Bangor, Bath, Chapman, 

East Bangor, Pen Argyl, Portland, 
Roseto, Walnutport and Wind Gap; and 
the Townships of Bushkill, Lehigh, 
Lower Mount Bethel, Moore, Plainfield, 
Upper Mount Bethel, Upper Nazareth and 
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Washington. 
 
 
Section II. Effective Date 
 
 The  provisions  of  this  ordinance  shall  be  effective 
December 31, 2011.  
 
 
Section III. Repealer 
 
 Any Ordinance, or part of any Ordinance, conflicting with 
this ordinance is hereby repealed in so far as the same affects 
this ordinance.  
 
 
 Public Hearing 
 
 Mr. Cusick asked if there was anyone from the public who 
wished to comment on this ordinance. 
 
 There were no respondents. 
 
 Mr. Cusick asked if any member of County Council wished to 
comment on this ordinance. 
 
 As there were no respondents, Mr. Cusick called for the 
vote. 
 
 The vote: McHale, “yes”; Ferraro, “yes”; Thierry, “yes”; 
Cusick, “yes”; Angle, “yes”; Dietrich, “yes”; Dowd, “yes”; 
Gilbert, “yes” and McClure, “no”. 
 
 The ordinance was adopted by a vote of 8-1. 
 
 
Gracedale Capital Projects 
 
 Mr. Angle suggested that the capital projects for Gracedale 
be put at the top of the list for the items to be discussed at 
the next Finance Committee meeting.  
 
 In response to Mr. Angle’s question as to whether he ever 
considered closing either the Bechtel and/or Wolf Buildings and 
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move those individuals to Gracedale to fill up the empty wings, 
Mr. Stoffa replied it was something he was considering. 
Consideration of a Resolution Providing for Modification to the 
Northampton County Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
Program for Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2006 
 
 Mr. Cusick advised this resolution was reviewed at the 
Economic Development Committee meeting held on July 7, 2011. 
 
 Mr. Dowd stated the members of the Finance Committee 
meeting endorsed this proposal.  He further stated Mrs. McHale 
had asked if these funds could be used to fund the Mortgage 
Mitigation Program and it was determined they could not.  He 
noted this resolution would allow the funds that had not been 
expended to be used for other projects.  
 
 Mr. Dowd introduced the following resolution: 
 
 R. 70-2011 
 

A RESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR MODIFICATION TO 
THE NORTHAMPTON COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM FOR FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 
(FFY) 2006 

 
 WHEREAS, the County of Northampton proposes to modify its 
FFY 2006 Community Development Block Grant allocation in order 
to best meet the County’s community development needs; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the proposed modification allows the County to 
expend funds before the program deadline; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the proposed modification has been approved by the 
Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic Development, 
in accordance with all regulations. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the Northampton County 
Council that the modification to the Northampton County 
Community Development Block Grant program for FFY 2006 shall be 
approved as more fully enumerated in Exhibit “A” (a copy of 
which is attached hereto).  
 
 As there were no questions or comments, Mr. Cusick called 
for the vote. 
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 The vote: Dowd, “yes”; Cusick, “yes”; Ferraro, “yes”; 
Angle, “yes”; Dietrich, “yes”; Gilbert, “yes”; McClure, “yes”; 
McHale, “yes” and Thierry, “yes”. 
 
 The resolution was adopted by a vote of 9-0. 
Consideration of the Contingency Transfer Resolution Community 
Action Committee of the Lehigh Valley - Foreclosure Mitigation 
Program 
 
 Mr. Cusick advised the Community Action Committee of the 
Lehigh Valley (CACLV) Foreclosure Mitigation Program was 
reviewed at the Economic Development Committee meeting held on 
July 7, 2011.  He further advised at that time, it was suggested 
that the CACLV should place their request in writing and they 
received a request from CACLV for $10,000 for 2011.  He noted a 
resolution was prepared which allocated $10,000 from County 
Council’s Contingency Funding to this program.   
 
 Mr. Dowd introduced the following resolution: 
 
 R. 71-2011 WHEREAS, the Community Action Committee of 
the Lehigh Valley (CACLV) operates a foreclosure mitigation 
program that has been severely threatened by significant 
reductions in Federal and State funding; and 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Northampton County 
Council that the sum of $10,000  shall be transferred from the 
2011 Contingency account #05000-76050 and allocated to the CACLV 
for their foreclosure mitigation program.  It shall be 
understood that this is a one time 2011 grant that does not 
necessarily guarantee funding in any future year. 
 
 
 Mr. Angle stated he could not support funding this program 
because he felt it helped individuals who brought their 
situation on themselves and there were others individuals who 
were actually suffering and winding up in places like Safe 
Harbor.  He also could not support this resolution because as 
the State and Federal funding disappeared, everyone would be 
looking toward the County for assistance. 
 
 In response to Mrs. Ferraro’s question as to whether this 
money would be used for support staff, Mr. Jennings advised it 
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would go for the staff that worked with the borrower through the 
foreclosure process in an effort to relive the situation. 
 
 In answer to Mrs. Ferraro’s question as to why these 
foreclosures were occurring, Mr. Jennings stated some of these 
people were preyed upon and received terrible loan products.  He 
further stated that process caused the current financial crisis 
and recession, which caused people to lose their job and they 
were the other group that was coming to them for assistance.    
 
 In response to Mr. McClure’s question as to whether the job 
they did with the Mortgage Foreclosure Mitigation Program was 
along the same lines as what they did with affordable housing, 
Mr. Jennings replied it was part of their main mission. 
 
 In response to Mr. Angle’s comment, Mr. Jennings advised it 
was not a comfortable position for him to be in to say one of 
these issues was more important than another.  He further 
advised the current mortgage crisis affected everyone who owned 
property.  Therefore, if the decision was being based on what 
was going to affect more people, stopping the tide of 
foreclosures was going to help the evaporation of everyone’s 
equity. 
 
 In answer to Mr. Cusick’s question that since this was a 
one time grant, what would happen after this money was spent, 
Mr. Jennings stated they had applied for another Federal grant 
under a different program. 
 
 As there were no further questions or comments, Mr. Cusick 
called for the vote. 
 
 The vote: Dowd, “yes”; Angle, “no”; Dietrich, “yes”; 
Gilbert, “yes”; McClure; “yes”; McHale, “yes”; Thierry, “no”; 
Cusick, “yes” and Ferraro, “yes”. 
 
 The resolution was adopted by a vote of 7-2. 
 
 
Consideration of the Administrative Code Article 13.16 c (2) 
Contract Approval Resolution 
 
 Mr. Cusick advised from time to time County Council was 
asked to approve certain contracts as per Administrative Code 
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Article XIII. He further stated even though the contract was 
below the usual $100,000 threshold, County Council was asked to 
approve this contract because it was being funded through 
Department of Energy grant funds.   
 
 Mr. Cusick stated at the Finance Committee meeting, Mr. 
Stoffa had indicated this was necessary for the County to be 
able to satisfy requirements the Department of Energy put into 
place.   
 
 He then introduced the following resolution: 
 
 R. 72-2011 WHEREAS, Northampton County Administrative 
Code Article XIII Procurement and Disposition of County 
Property, Section 13.16 Contracts and Agreements c.(1) requires 
approval of County Council for “...any contract exceeding 
$100,000, which was awarded using the Competitive Negotiation, 
Negotiation After Competitive Sealed Bidding, and Non-
Competitive Negotiation source selection methods.  For contracts 
with renewal clauses, the entire potential payout if all renewal 
clauses are exercised under the terms of the contract must be 
considered when determining if Council approval is necessary”. 
Further Section 13.16 Contracts and Agreements c.(2) requires 
approval of County Council for “...any contract where costs are 
to be funded with monies outside of the County’s General 
Fund,...”.  
 
 WHEREAS, on July 8, 2011, the Northampton County Council 
received a request from the County Executive for County Council 
to adopt a resolution approving a contract in the amount of 
$24,900 with Mohr Management Resources for Project Management 
Services for Department of Energy reporting for the Historic 
Window Repair and Restoration Contract.  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Northampton County 
Council does hereby concur with the recommendation of the County 
Executive, as set forth in the attached documentation, to award 
a contract to Mohr Management Resources for Project Management 
Services for Department of Energy reporting for the Historic 
Window Repair and Restoration Contract. 
 
 
 Mrs. McHale advised she would not be supporting this 
because she felt there was an individual in the County’s 
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Department of Community and Economic Development that dealt with 
grants. 
 
 Mr. Stoffa stated it was the reporting requirement of the 
Department of Public Works and the director of that department, 
Mr. Steve DeSalva, indicated that he needed assistance. 
 
 As there were no further questions or comments, Mr. Cusick 
called for the vote. 
 
 The vote: Cusick, “yes”; Gilbert, “yes”; McClure, “yes”; 
McHale, “no”; Thierry, “yes”; Ferraro, “yes”; Angle, “yes”; 
Dietrich, “yes” and Dowd, “yes”. 
 
 The resolution was adopted by a vote of 8-1. 
 
Human Services and Intergovernmental Affairs Committees Report 
 
 Mrs. Ferraro advised State Representatives Marsha Hahn, 
Julie Harhart, Robert Freeman and Legislative Aides for Senators 
Bob Mensch and Patrick Browne and Representative Joseph Brennan 
attended the meeting this evening.  She further advised there 
was a lengthy discussion regarding the issues pertaining to 
Human Services and she believed it was a very productive 
meeting. 
 
 In answer to Mr. Angle’s question as to the reasoning 
behind County nursing homes receiving less reimbursements from 
the State than private nursing homes, Mrs. Ferraro stated all 
government run facilities were frozen at the 2006 rate. 
 
 Mr. Dietrich advised the individuals who were present were 
not in office in 2006, except for Representative Freeman and he 
stated the issue came up twice and he opposed it both times. 
 
 Mrs. Ferraro stated it would take legislative action to 
change it, however, she was also concerned about other changes 
that were going to take place that would take a lot of these 
issues out of the hands of the legislators and into the hands of 
the Secretary of the Department of Public Welfare. 
 
 In response to Mr. Angle’s question as to what action was 
going to be taken with regard to the issues, Mrs. Ferraro 
advised she felt it was more of an educational session on both 
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sides.  She further advised this opened the dialogue, but there 
were going to have to be more meetings. 
 
 Mr. McClure stated he believed in 2006, one of the 
arguments private homes made was that government homes had the 
ability to borrow money and not pass the costs onto the 
residents when they made capital improvements. 
 
 In answer to Mr. Angle’s question as to whether any headway 
was made with the unions, Mr. Stoffa advised they had two 
meetings scheduled. 
 
 Mr. Angle stated if the situation stayed the same as it was 
now, County Council would soon have to decide exactly what the 
voters wanted, noting did they want the County to keep 
Gracedale, but not raise taxes or keep Gracedale and raise 
taxes. 
 
Finance Committee Report 
 
 Mr. Cusick stated the Finance Committee met yesterday and a 
discussion was held regarding the Gracedale repairs and it would 
be discussed at the next meeting.  He further stated he hoped to 
be able to discuss the 2001 Bond Issue at that meeting as well. 
 
 
Solicitor’s Report 
 
 Mr. Lauer advised yesterday the Personnel Committee 
directed him to submit an opinion by August 15, 2011, regarding 
the transferring of Court Services to the Courts. 
 
Adjournment 
 
 Mr. Angle made a motion to adjourn. 
 
 The motion passed by acclamation. 
 
 
 
                              
     Frank E. Flisser 
     Clerk to Council 


