
 

General Business                                            Lower Saucon Township                                                 February 19, 2014 

& Developer                                                          Council Agenda                                                                   7:00 p.m. 

 

 

I. OPENING 

 A. Call to Order 

 B. Roll Call 

 C. Pledge of Allegiance 

 D. Announcement of Executive Session (if applicable) 

   

II. PUBLIC COMMENT PROCEDURE 
 

III. PRESENTATIONS/HEARINGS 

 A. Resolution #35-2014 – Recognizing Tom Barndt for his Years of Service as Chief of Se-Wy-Co Fire Company 
 

IV. DEVELOPER ITEMS 

      

V. TOWNSHIP BUSINESS ITEMS 

A. Zoning Hearing Board Variance – Alberto Cardona & Amparo Diaz De Cardona – 1855 Viola Lane – Request 

Variance of Impervious Coverage to Construct a Patio 

B. Recommendations for Purchase of New Audio Recording System for Council Meetings 

C. Resolution #32-2014 – Revisions to Agenda/Public Comment Policy 

D. Resolution #37-2014 – Landfill Committee Meetings  

E. Discussion Regarding Steel City/Applebutter Road Odor Complaints 

F. Saucon Valley Conservancy – Presentation of 5-Year Plan 

G. Heller Homestead – Review of Recommendations for Parking Lot Improvements 

H. Resolution #36-2014 – Authorization to Acquire a Conservation Easement & Public Hearing – Richard Marson – 2383 

Wassergass Road and to Appoint a Land Trust Beneficiary, Authorize a Survey and Baseline Be Prepared 

I. Public Hearing to Acquire Conservation Easement – Charles Martin – 2256 Silver Creek Road & to Appoint Land 

Trust Beneficiary 

J. Public Hearing & Approval of Conservation Easement – Elysium Acquisitions, LLC – 2671 Applebutter Road 

K. Approval of Placement of Handicap Parking Sign on Benner Avenue 

L. Authorize Advertisement to Bid Lawn Treatment Services & Lawn Mowing 

M. Authorize Collection of 2014 Real Estate Taxes & 2013 Delinquent Taxes 

N. Council Ratification of Snow Emergencies 

O. Authorize Disposal of Surplus Police Property 

P. Approval of Upgrade to Security in Town Hall Administration and Police Wings 

Q. Lutz-Franklin Schoolhouse – Approval of Additional Work Needed for Cupola Repair 

R. Resolution #38-2014 – Requesting PennDOT Approval to Erect Annual Community Day Signs 

S. Resolution #39-2014 – Submission of Local Share Municipal Grant Application to NCGRERA 

T. Resolution #40-2014 – Joint Submission of Local Share Municipal Grant Application to NCGRERA 

    

VI. MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS ITEMS 

A. Approval of January 15, 2014 Minutes 

B. Approval of January 2014 Financial Reports 

     

VII. PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS 
 

VIII. COUNCIL & STAFF REPORTS   

 A. Township Manager 

 B. Council 

 C. Solicitor 

 D. Engineer 

 E. Planner  
 

IX. ADJOURNMENT 
 

Next Saucon Rail Trail Oversight Commission Meeting:  February 24, 2014 @ Hellertown Borough 
Next Park & Rec Meeting:  March 3, 2014 

Next Council Meeting:   March 5, 2014 

Next EAC Meeting:  March 11, 2014 
Next Saucon Valley Partnership:  March 12, 2014 @ LST 

Next Zoning Hearing Board Meeting:  March 17, 2014 

Next Planning Commission Meeting:  March 27, 2014 
 

www.lowersaucontownship.org 
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& Developer                                                          Council Minutes                                                        7:00 P.M. 
 

 
I. OPENING 

 

CALL TO ORDER:  The General Business & Developer meeting of Lower Saucon Township Council 

was called to order on Wednesday, February 19, 2014 at 7:03 P.M., at Lower Saucon Township, 3700 Old 

Philadelphia Pike, Bethlehem, PA with Mr. Ron Horiszny, presiding.     

   

 ROLL CALL:  Present:  Ron Horiszny, President; Tom Maxfield, Vice President; Dave Willard and 

Priscilla deLeon, Council members; Jack Cahalan, Township Manager; Leslie Huhn, Assistant Manager; 

Linc Treadwell, Township Solicitor; Judy Stern Goldstein, Township Planner; Brien Kocher, Township 

Engineer.  Absent: Glenn Kern, Council member. 

  

Please note there was no meeting on Wednesday, February 5, 2014 due to a snow storm. 

  

 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 

 ANNOUNCEMENT OF ANY EXECUTIVE SESSION (IF APPLICABLE) 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Council did meet in Executive Session before the meeting this 

evening.  Attorney Treadwell said it was to discuss potential real estate acquisition. 

 

II. PUBLIC COMMENT/CITIZEN AGENDA ITEMS 

 

 Mr. Horiszny said if you are on the agenda, you have Council and Staff’s undivided attention.  If you do 

choose to speak, we ask that you use one of the microphones.  Everyone gets to speak.  He’d ask that you 

give your fellow public the courtesy of the floor.  We do transcribe the minutes verbatim and want to make 

sure the transcriptionist gets every word.  We ask that you state your name for the record so the 

transcriptionist knows who is speaking in the minutes.   

 

III. PRESENTATIONS/HEARINGS 
 

A. RESOLUTION #35-2014 – RECOGNIZING TOM BARNDT FOR HIS YEARS OF 

SERVICE AS CHIEF OF SE-WY-CO FIRE COMPANY 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Resolution #35-2014 has been prepared to recognize Tom Barndt for his service 

as the Chief at Se-Wy-Co Fire Company. 

 

A RESOLUTION RECOGNIZING THOMAS (TOM) BARNDT FOR HIS SERVICE AS 

SE-WY-CO FIRE CHIEF 
 

WHEREAS, Tom Barndt has unselfishly served the residents of Lower Saucon Township as a 

volunteer fireman for the past thirty-six (36) years; and 

 

WHEREAS, Tom, who grew up next door to the Se-Wy-Co firehouse, spent much of his time 

there as a child with his father who held numerous offices at the fire company; and 

 

WHEREAS, in 1978, with the help of a special change in their by-laws, Tom was allowed become 

a full-fledged member of the fire company at the age of fourteen (14); and 

 

WHEREAS, Tom worked his way up through the ranks serving as Junior Corps Captain and 

Lieutenant for four (4) years, and then began a nineteen (19) year span of service as the Assistant 

Chief under his mentor, Bill Csaszar; and 
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WHEREAS, in 2002 after Bill’s retirement, Tom took over the reins of the fire company and for 

the past twelve (12) years has done double duty as both a Fire Chief and a Township Police 

Officer, moving effortlessly and tirelessly from one emergency to another; and  

 

WHEREAS, during his tenure as the Chief, Tom oversaw the expansion and modernization of the 

fire company, its accreditation by the State Fire Commissioner,  and was instrumental in forging 

Se-Wy-Co’s merger with the Leithsville Fire Company; and 

 

WHEREAS, at end of December, 2013, Tom stepped down from the Chief’s position and turned 

over the department to his able Assistant Chief Gary Wisniewski, who became the 11
th
 Fire Chief 

in the history of the company. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of Resolution #35-2014. 

SECOND BY:  Mrs. deLeon 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

 Mr. Horiszny said he’s honored to be a member of that fire department.  Mr. Barndt said he wanted 

to thank everyone and this is very special to him.  He is still very active in the fire department and 

would never let that go.  The transition is so smooth right now, and his phone is ringing as much as 

it was before.  He thanks this Council and all the previous Councils who work so well with the fire 

departments.  Mr. Willard said he’s dealt with Tom Barndt as both the Fire Chief and Sgt. of the 

PD and he is exemplary as a first responder and public servant for our community. He’s happy you 

explained how he could have served for 36 years.  Obviously, he was a toddler when he started at 

the fire department. 

 

IV. DEVELOPER ITEMS – None 

 

V. TOWNSHIP BUSINESS ITEMS 

 

A. ZONING HEARING BOARD VARIANCE – ALBERTO CARDONA & AMPARO DIAZ 

DE CARDONA – 1855 VIOLA LANE – REQUEST VARIANCE OF IMPERVIOUS 

COVERAGE TO CONSTRUCT A PATIO 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the applicant is requesting a variance of impervious coverage to construct a 

patio.  They were previously before Council with this request which also included a variance of 

rear-yard setback.  They have since revised their plans to remove the rear-yard setback requirement 

and have reduced the impervious coverage percentage from 3.8% to 2.5%. 

 

Mr. Cardona was present.  He said you have a summary of what they did.  They eliminated the 

access and reduced the area by 2’ and the whole perimeter.  That came out with this reduction.  Mr. 

Maxfield said he’s really glad to see that they listened to what Council said and worked on it and 

thanked him for doing that.  Mr. Cardona thanked them for their advice.  Council took no action. 

 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

 

B. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PURCHSAE OF NEW AUDIO RECORDING SYSTEM FOR 

COUNCIL MEETINGS 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Bob Bysher from New Arrival Studios, the Township website administrator, will 

provide information and answer questions about the digital recording unit that staff is 

recommending the Township purchase that will allow the posting of audio recordings of Council 

Meetings on our website for public access.   
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Mr. Cahalan said Bob handles the website for the Township and has given us a proposal for an 

audio recording system that would record the minutes of the meeting and allow us to post it on the 

Township website.  We’ve discussed this at previous meetings and there were questions from 

Council members.  Bob has reviewed those.  He’s made some improvements to the system that’s in 

place at Forks Township.  We passed that information to Council.  It is available from your tablet 

also.  Bob is here if you have any questions. 

 

Mr. Willard said he did check it on the iPad today and it’s working perfectly.  He also noted there 

was a counter for minutes and seconds for the entire recording which he doesn’t believe was in 

place when they looked at it before.  If that’s one of the improvements, that was very needed.  The 

thing he noticed on the Forks Township was now they are able to list the six prior meetings.  For no 

reason that he could figure out, you could move the order of them in the list and there was also an x 

to eliminate one or two of them, and when he went off the website and came back, it was back 

populated as it was before.  What’s the reason for that functionality?    

 

Mr. Bysher said this allows you to go ahead and if you listened to an audio track and you just want 

to move it so you don’t accidently click it on again, you can simply remove it.  If you’d like to 

change order, you can.  They thought about designing this in the long term and it’s not just for 

municipal purposes but again if you are working with a list that might deal with three or four 

hundred recordings, there’s easier ways to sort that way.  You won’t see a whole lot up there other 

than six to eight sets of minutes at one time.  They did add a real time counter to that.  He was 

asked to come out and address the Council members specifically to give you some pros and cons to 

why you should go with audio versus going with video.  He wanted to speak about the audio 

portion of that.  He has been a sound engineer for 25 years.  His company began in 1991 and later 

they became a separate subdivision of NA Studios which does web design, digital media, and 

photography applications.  Both divisions of their business kind of run hand in hand as they have 

done installations for municipalities of audio systems.  They do fairs, festivals, movies in the park, 

so they still actively do this do.  In addition, they provide a whole slew of digital media services.  

They realize today is a definite challenge as new devices present themselves.  In the old days, they 

simply just designed a component with a third party plug-in called Flash which made it easy as it 

was available on 99% of all systems.  Later, when the iPad came out, they decided to drop all third 

party applications and solely go with HTML-5.  The bad thing behind that is HTML-5 isn’t going 

to fully mature until 2021, so now they are at the beginning stages.  When they designed this 

component that you were able to see on your iPad, you were viewing it on HTML-5 version, but 

unfortunately not all web browsers on everyone’s computers can read HTML-5 if they have older 

browsers.  Basically, they designed a double set-up with a flash background so if you are running 

an older browser, you can still hear the minutes and if you have a modern device or a cell phone 

that’s running Android or IOS, you can also hear that.  They tried to reach the largest audience they 

possibly could.  Some of the advantages of having an audio system were very predominant when 

he spoke with Diane who has to do a lot of the transcription work.  Number one, the current system 

that’s in place records a lot of separate files onto the recorder and she has to open up each one 

sequentially to go ahead and transcribe those minutes.  Our recording system is a little different. It 

will record from the beginning until the end of the session, one recording. It would serve two 

purposes.  One she can take the recording and transcribe the minutes and two, she could take the 

same audio file and place it right up on the website.  It will be pretty much instantaneously.  As fast 

as she can pull the card out of the recording unit, she can send those minutes for the time it takes to 

upload that and it’s almost instant gratification until time of implementation to the web for the 

public to listen to.  Our company also provides video services; however, at this time, he doesn’t 

feel video is where it needs to be as far as implementing meetings and for long-term meetings, 

anything over 30 minutes when you are talking video.  This is going to have to bring you into the 

world of a dedicated streaming server to handle this which again is talking a much greater expense.  

Things may change in time where you have a tandem system where you are not only doing audio 

recordings, but you are doing video as well. They have done this so it’s nothing new to them.  

Based on what he has seen with the current audio recording setup, it would benefit the Council to 
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do this as it will serve a two-fold purpose.  Since you double-checked that out, he brought a 

recording of a meeting and played it.  They wanted to address the audio level.  It’s based off of 

your device.  He can listen to all of the Forks Township meetings and not have an issue on his 

computer; however, you could have a laptop with real tiny speakers in it.  You shouldn’t have a 

problem, but when we are talking about realms of digital recording, the maximum level we can go 

to is zero, that’s it.  Anything beyond that would be distorted.  Part of their job as they mentioned 

before in the pricing they did for this, it’s not just installation of it, they would also calibrate your 

existing sound system to make sure they optimize the recording levels.  This would also include 

free training to the staff on how to actually run the unit, take it out, take it from that point to the 

website and it would also include your web interface.  That will all be built in.  Technical support is 

always provided with that at all times along with your website.   

 

Mrs. deLeon said when she went on Forks Township, they went back six meetings, that’s it.  They 

are not archived.  Mr. Bysher said they are archived on their own computers where they are stored 

at the office. When you are talking about how many minutes you can put on line, they don’t know 

for certain because that’s a matter of space.  At this point in time, he doesn’t know how much space 

you have on your hosting server.  In most cases, they are limited to about 2 gigabytes of space.  It 

could grow, the longer the meetings, the larger the file size is, the more minutes put up where you 

may need a four or five terabyte server to store archived minutes.  At that point, considering the 

web space, they felt it best they should only put up four to five of the most recent ones and then 

they systematically remove those and add new minutes.  Mrs. deLeon said her problem is she can 

go on our website currently and go back to 2006.  Before that, she has the word documents in her 

computer.  Before that, she has paper ones.  If she wants to research something and go backwards, 

there’s a proposal in front of us to change the way we do minutes to a shorter version.  She’s totally 

against that because she likes the word to word.  She likes to go back and hear what everybody 

said.  She doesn’t want someone paraphrasing minutes or what they think they said.  We go back 

longer than October or November.  We have something on the agenda tonight that was from 2010.  

The minutes going forward in the future, we wouldn’t have that.  The audio would be gone and all 

we would have is the minimal requirement that the State asks us to do for minutes which is just the 

motion and the approval and maybe what a resident says.  What is that telling her as an elected 

official? She’s totally not happy with this.  She can scan a set of written minutes faster than she can 

sit there and listen and repeat the whole meeting all over again.  She already did it once, she 

doesn’t want to listen to it again.  To her, this is not serving the public.  This is not being 

transparent to the residents.  This is not telling them what we’ve done, researching an issue.  The 

press isn’t what it used to be.  Residents are having a fit.  They don’t have access to what’s going 

on.  Here is a way we can provide our residents with something and we are taking it away.  We’re 

going backwards. 

 

Mr. Bysher said again, Mrs. deLeon is addressing him on something that has absolutely nothing to 

do with him.  He doesn’t make a proposal on how you guys do your minutes.  He is simply giving 

you advice on an audio system to install if need be.  As far as space goes, yes, it was designed that 

you can put ten million minutes up there, audio-wise.  He’s simply saying he doesn’t know how 

much space your server has.  You would have to address your hosting company with that and they 

might be able to provide you with unlimited hosting.  As far as transparency, it doesn’t get much 

better than having audio up there because that’s a real time recording of your minutes that’s edited 

and unchanged.  He did read in there about possibly reducing the minutes.  He has no comment 

either way on that.  They actually were in favor of putting that up on websites.  That’s why they 

love archiving minutes so they like a record of that, and that’s a good thing.  He does agree on Mrs. 

deLeon with that.   

 

Mr. Cahalan said the audio recordings would not go away.  The ones that are not posted on the 

website would be on a computer disk at our office and would be available if someone came in and 

requested that.  We wouldn’t lose the recordings.  Mr. Bysher said they will always be on file for a 

matter of record.  With a Right to Know Request, they could request any particular meeting from 
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when that time starts.  Mrs. deLeon said again, you’d have to sit there physically and listen to the 

whole meeting.  Mr. Bysher said he should also show the Council this as long as he’s here.  They 

did built a feature in what they call scrubbing.  A scrubbing allows you to take this with your finger 

and you can literally move through any point in the timeline of the recording, so you can jump to 

something with that.  Mrs. deLeon said she remembers that from the discussion but she still doesn’t 

think that’s adequate.   

 

Mr. Willard said we haven’t investigated continuous storage of all the audio recordings, but storage 

is cheap.  He can buy a one terabyte drive for $99.00 at Best Buy, not necessarily for archiving 

government records, but it’s cheap.  We could investigate and Mr. Bysher is saying there’s no 

limitation on the server as far as how many minutes could be stored.  How he would envision this 

to be working, Ron kind of gave us a flavor of it last time as he called out the time we transitioned 

to each item on the agenda.  With the built-in time code that was mentioned rather than say it’s 

7:26 PM, he would say its 26 minutes on your time code.  Then in our written minutes which might 

be verbatim or might be summarized, let’s assume they are summarized, when we move to that 

agenda item, he would note that we are at the 26 minute mark, so then you read your summarized 

minutes and you go on the audio, slide your finger over to the 26 minutes and you can hear exactly 

what happened at that point.  He has been a proponent of reducing the size and length of our 

minutes.  We had an experiment with this for our Economic Development Task Force. We decided 

we were going to go with summarized minutes so Jack was good enough to make a record of what 

was said.  He shouldn’t probably make this analogy as it’s not the level of the importance of the 

Council meetings, but he feels we have essence of the meeting captured in the minutes and if we 

had the full audio recording with an easy reference of the time to search for when the discussion 

took place, we’d have a really good system. 

 

Mr. Bysher said this might sound a little strange, a lot of times when he is working at his computer, 

and he works with 27 different municipalities, he’ll actually put their audio recorded minutes and 

listen to them while he’s working which is a nice thing as he’s allowed to do other things while 

he’s actually listening to some of the important points of the meeting.  That might just be him, and 

he doesn’t know if everyone would do that, but it’s just another method to present your meetings 

and present information to the public.  There’s no taking the place of actually recording minutes 

and having that on.  He feels that is invaluable.  You should always have a written record of what’s 

going on and he’ll go as far as to go say you should go beyond state requirements.  There’s nothing 

wrong with simplifying things.  A lot of the Township’s they work with do.  It’s always good to 

have that written record because it’s a very small size.  It’s easy to archive and easy to retrieve.  

Minutes on an audio factor, as Mrs. deLeon had mentioned you do have to search through it and go 

through if you are trying to find something specific.  That’s going to be a little more difficult for 

you.  The thing he does like about audio is it catches the very essence of what happened in that 

room.  You hear everything and you can gather your information nicely that way.  As far as he’s 

concerned from a level of transparency, always having too much is good, the more, the better.  If 

there’s more than just a written record, that’s a good thing.  In this case, since they are already 

using the recordings to transcribe the minutes you are doing, how hard is it to stick those right up 

on the website.  He just thinks it’s another added thing you are adding the residents.  If they do take 

advantage of that and listen to the recorded meetings as he does, then it’s a great service to the 

residents.   

 

Mr. Horiszny said they are available almost immediately.  Mr. Bysher said yes, next day.  Mr. 

Maxfield said he agrees.  If the proposal was to reduce the minutes to a much simpler written form 

without a verbal or audio back-up, he would be against it.  He thinks there’s nothing more accurate 

than what is being said. Not just hearing what is said but how it’s said, with humor, with 

seriousness, with whatever.  That makes a big difference sometimes.  No one will be paraphrasing 

what you say if it’s right there on tape.  He welcomes this.  He thinks this is a great proposal.  It’s 

about time we entered the 21
st
 century and can’t wait until it’s in place. 

 



General Business & Developer Meeting    

February 19, 2014 
 

Page 6 of 33 

Mr. Bysher said if you can even imagine this, which is why he really likes this, he knows that when 

the minutes are recorded, there is a time span from the time they get transcribed to the time they get 

approved to the time they get sent to him from a lot of our municipalities and get posted on the 

website, so imagine if he had a  prior engagement and he missed a meeting that night,  he’d have to 

wait for awhile to be able to see what went on for the meeting with the written record; however, 

with the recordings, if he missed a meeting that night, he could go on the next morning and there’s 

the entire meeting. He does see its advantage as well.  Mr. Maxfield said there are no draft 

recordings.   

 

Mr. Willard said we still have the option to taking that audio recording and make verbatim minutes.  

We haven’t made that decision yet.  He doesn’t know why we’d do that, but we could.  It’s the 

same way we’re doing it now.  You have a number of municipalities as clients, so how is it 

working out for them?  Mr. Bysher said wonderful.  He’s had absolutely no complaints.  Luckily 

Diane did catch a mistake. They must have set a wrong switch on the recording unit and it went 

from being internal where it’s plugged in where it should be to using the microphones.  The unit is 

about 40’ away from Council members, so she said, we listened to those and they really sounded 

muffled.  When she brought that to his attention, he listened and he called them right away.  They 

didn’t realize they had the wrong setting.  If there was a way he could implement your existing 

recording unit, he would, but the way it was designed and the way it breaks things up, he can’t 

really…we could stitch that altogether with their studio software they have, but they aren’t 

expecting you to go through that expense when one unit can just do everything.  Another feature is 

that their unit is portable.  If you do have various meetings at different locations other than here, 

you could take the unit with you and technically record those meetings to transcribe.  Mr. Maxfield 

said that’s a really nice feature. 

 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone from the audience had any comments?  Mr. Gene Boyer said on the 

technicality, if it isn’t archived on line and it is on a disk as Jack says, the features you have on line 

as far as the time stamp and ability to tell the time for specific items, how would that relate to some 

disk?  There is no index.  Mr. Bysher said those would be MP3 recordings and those are 

automatically encoded with a time stamp, so regardless of what player you use, whether it’s a 

Windows Media player, their encoder would translate the time on it, so yes, it could work in any 

player.  Mr. Boyer said it can work on any player, but you put a time stamp on line?  Mr. Bysher 

said the time stamp is actually built into the MP3 coding.  It’s done by the format itself.  We’re not 

actually putting a time stamp on, it’s on their already.  The same thing depending if you have 

Windows, and play it, you will see a time stamp on it.  That’s information that’s directly read from 

the MP3 file. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval to accept the proposal and to implement the system at Town 

Hall. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Willard 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 3-1 (Mrs. deLeon – No; Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

C. RESOLUTION #32-2014 – REVISIONS TO AGENDA/PUBLIC COMMENT POLICY 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Resolution #32-2014 has been prepared with revisions to the Agenda and Public 

Comment policies for Council Meetings. 

 

AGENDA AND PUBLIC COMMENT POLICY 

 

WHEREAS, Lower Saucon Township is a Township of the Second Class, Optional Plan located in 

Northampton County, Pennsylvania; and 
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WHEREAS, the Council of Lower Saucon Township is an Agency as that term is defined by the 

Pennsylvania Sunshine Act; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Pennsylvania Sunshine Act requires that the Council provide a reasonable 

opportunity for public comment at all advertised meetings. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of Lower Saucon Township, as follows: 

 

1. All regular and special meetings of the Lower Saucon Township Council shall be 

conducted according to the following order of business: 

 I. Opening 

  A. Call to Order 

  B. Roll Call 

C. Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 

  D. Announcement of any Executive Session (if applicable) 

E. Public Comment Procedure 

  II. Presentations/Hearings 

  III. Developer Items  

 IV. Township Business Items 

 V. Miscellaneous Business Items 

 VI. Public Comment 

 VII. Council & Staff Reports  

 VIII. Adjournment 

 

2. The Township shall prepare a printed agenda for each meeting of the Council and provide 

the same for public review at least 3 days prior to the commencement of each such 

meeting. 

 

3. Public Comment shall be permitted after Council discussion on each item on the agenda. 

 

4. The purpose of Public Comment shall be for individuals to comment on matters of 

concern, official action, or deliberation which are or may be before the Council prior to 

taking official action.   

 

5. Public Comment may be limited to three (3) minutes at the discretion of the President of 

 Council. 

 

6. The President of Council shall preside over all periods of public comment and shall: 

 A. Recognize individuals wishing to comment. 

 B. Require that said individuals identify themselves by name and address. 

 C. Rule “out of order” any scandalous, impertinent, or redundant comment or any  

  comment the discernible purpose of which is to disrupt or prevent the conduct of  

  business of the meeting. 

D. In the event that there is not enough time available for public comment at the 

meeting, the President may defer public comment to the next regular meeting or to 

a special meeting occurring in advance of the next regular meeting. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said this is back in front of  Council again.  It’s been revised with the changes Council 

requested which are highlighted in yellow.  If those changes are okay, then it’s ready for action. 

 

Mrs. deLeon said you changed it to Public Comment may be limited to three minutes at the 

discretion of the President of Council, so that’s not every time a person gets up, please explain that. 
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Mr. Horiszny said it’s exactly what it says, if he decides they only get three minutes, and he’s 

President at that time, then he can hold people to three minutes.  Mrs. deLeon said every time some 

gets up there it’s not going to be three minutes, three minutes, but if we have a busy night, then that 

would apply.  That’s how she took it, she just wanted to hear it from somebody else.   She said 

she’s glad it was changed from taxpayer to individual, residents are taxpayers. 

 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  Mr. Boyer said we don’t have the details on 

what you are trying to go over, all we got is the resolution.  Mrs. deLeon said that’s all we have.  

Mr. Boyer said if you want him to make a comment that your making revisions to the public 

comment policy, other than that word “public comment policy”, what is the policy you are trying to 

change from and to.   

 

Mr. Cahalan said the policy that is being changed is the resolution, it’s now called #32-2014, 

previously it was Resolution #28-2003 and that’s been around for over ten years, so they brought it 

here several meetings previously and suggested some changes.  Council discussed them and 

advised of some requests for revisions.  Those revisions have been incorporated in the resolution 

that’s before Council tonight.  Mr. Boyer said he doesn’t see the resolution, all he sees is it is on the 

agenda.  How can he make comments? 

 

Mr. Maxfield said this was discussed at a public meeting and it was discussed.  Mr. Boyer said his 

eyes aren’t that good, and it’s very poor that if you are going to make a resolution…Mr. Horiszny 

said come closer and read it.  Mrs. deLeon said why don’t you go down and read it?  Mr. Horiszny 

read Resolution #32-2014. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of Resolution #32-2014, with the changes. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Willard 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

D. RESOLUTION #37-2014 – LANDFILL COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Resolution #37-2014 has been prepared which establishes policy guidelines for 

the location, scheduling and conduct of the Lower Saucon Township Landfill Committee meetings. 

 

LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP COUNCIL POLICY ON  

LANDFILL COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

 

WHEREAS, Lower Saucon Township is a Township of the Second Class, Optional Plan located in 

Northampton County, Pennsylvania; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Host Agreement between the Township and the IESI Bethlehem Landfill restates 

the Township’s continued participation in the Lower Saucon Township Landfill Committee to 

monitor and review the operation of the Landfill; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Landfill Committee, which consists of IESI representatives and two residents 

from the Township, a Council Liaison, and the Host Municipal Inspector appointed by the 

Township Council, has historically held its monthly meetings at the Landfill office on Applebutter 

Road; and   

 

WHEREAS, the minutes of these meetings are prepared by the Host Municipal Inspector in 

attendance at the meeting and distributed to Township and members of the Landfill Committee. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of Lower Saucon Township, as follows: 
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1. Effective immediately, the monthly Landfill Committee meetings shall be held in the 

Council Meeting Room at the Township Administration Building on 3700 Old 

Philadelphia Pike; and 

2. The time of these meetings shall be 1:00 p.m. on a day selected by the Landfill Committee. 

3. Township Staff working with the Host Municipal Inspector will prepare an agenda prior to 

this meeting and will post it on the Township website 

4. Township staff will transcribe the minutes from these meetings, distribute them, and post 

them on the Township website. 

 

Mr. Maxfield said have we given up making the night time meetings?  Mr. Cahalan said we just 

left it that way since we already came into this year and advertised the meetings at 1:00 pm.  We 

just left it that way.  He’d recommend you look at it this year and see if you want to change it 

possibly next year, it would be a lot easier.   Mr. Horiszny said it would probably be more 

convenient for both our staff and the landfill staff, keeping it at 1:00 PM.  Mrs. deLeon said that’s 

what she said also.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of Resolution #37-2014. 

SECOND BY: Mrs. deLeon  

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

 Mrs. deLeon said our regularly scheduled monthly meeting is tomorrow, at 1:00 pm and she’s 

assuming they will be meeting here?  Mr. Cahalan said yes.  Mrs. deLeon said at 11:30 am, the host 

inspector will be doing landfill inspections at the landfill.  After that, then the meeting will be at 

1:00 pm.  She asked Allen to bring maps and some things they might need as they are so used to 

looking at the wall.  They are not going to have that opportunity.   

 

E. DISCUSSION REGARDING STEEL CITY/APPLEBUTTER ROAD ODOR COMPLAINT 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the Township Manager will review odor complaints that have been received 

from the Steel City/Applebutter Road area and will ask Council for their direction on how they 

would like the issue addressed. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said he put this on the agenda based on an incident that occurred on February 1
st
. 

There was an odor complaint that was called in to the PD.  It was called in as a gas smell.  It was 

traced down to the BRE plant.  A police report was completed which was received at the Township 

and distributed to the Landfill Committee and to Council.  Priscilla asked that it be referred to PA 

DEP.  He indicated that as far as he knew, the protocol that they’ve been following only dealt with 

odor complaints at the landfill.  That usually involved PA DEP, the landfill personnel, the host 

municipal inspector and also the Landfill Committee.  There’s a log kept of those complaints.  

Since this was in the area of BRE, he felt that’s something that he needed to discuss with Council 

and see what your direction would be on that.  Since that time, he did put together the chart which 

you should all have.  He went back to December 2012 and looked at Police reports, at Landfill 

Committee minutes, any complaints that came into the Township and he put together the chart 

which shows fourteen odor complaints, and he’s calling them from the Applebutter Road/Steel City 

area.  He will give a summary of those complaints.  One complaint of the fourteen was attributed to 

the landfill.  One was attributed to the Bethlehem Sewage Treatment Plant.  Two complaints were 

attributed to the BRE plant.  Three complaints were attributed to either burn barrels, woodstoves, 

etc. in Steel City.  Seven complaints the origin of the odor could not be determined.  That covers a 

wider area than the complaint that was received on February 1
st
.  He did that to provide some 

background.  That’s basically what the agenda item is about. 

 

Mrs. deLeon said she appreciates Jack putting this chart together.  She wanted to go backwards and 

look in the inspection reports.  They’ll talk about this tomorrow and they said this at the last 
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meeting, the landfill is getting blamed for a lot of this stuff and they think a lot of these smells are 

coming from BRE.  She did send an email from DEP and she got two responses and she asked to 

have a copy of the DEP inspection report.  Unfortunately, Act 101 only covers waste management 

and it says that the host municipality is always supposed to get copies of any DEP or landfill 

correspondence.  Unfortunately, that does not apply to the Air Quality Division which baffles her 

every time she thinks about it.  We don’t routinely get these reports.  She did receive a phone call 

from Becky Easely who is an air quality specialist at DEP.  Last Tuesday night, when everybody 

was food shopping before the big anticipated snowstorm, and she drove past Applebutter Road and 

she smelled a tiny bit of an odor when you went past BRE before you were going to the sewage 

treatment plant.  The next day she called DEP.  She asked to speak to someone in Air Quality.  

They said no one was there; they were all out in the field.  Today, Becky called her and said she 

happened to be at BRE doing an inspection when she called and she said twice a month they are 

supposed to do outside readings and they were doing it.  Apparently there was a high methane gas 

detection on whatever they use to do it and it was near the oil/water separator.  They checked it and 

it didn’t register anymore.  She asked to have a copy of the report.  She read the report “I 

conducted a full compliance evaluation at the BRE facility for general permit.  This permit covers 

the landfill gas fire turbine.  Mr. Ken Minton was the company representative contacted.  The 

turbine was operating at the time of this inspection.  Production was 3775 kw.  She said she wasn’t 

going to read it all.  An odor complaint was made on February 1, 2014 to the LST PD.  DEP was 

not called.  Police officers stated that the odor was coming from the BRE facility.  An email from 

Mr. Paul Harrington of PEPCO Energy Services explained that waste water storage tank lids were 

left open at the time of the complaint and odors may have originated from them.   Upon arrival to 

this inspection, no odors were detected along Applebutter Road.  Two of the three wastewater 

storage tank lids were open and an odor was detectable in the area of the tanks.  An odor was also 

apparent around the oil/water separator.  Mr. Minton explained that there had been a high water 

alarm at the oil/water separator overnight and he was in the process of checking pumps and had 

opened the tanks to take methane readings.  I observed as Mr. Minton used a photo vac micro FID 

meter.  Zero ppm methane was found at the waste water storage tanks.  A reading of 5700 ppm as 

methane was found at the oil/water separator and 4226 ppm methane at the oil/water separator 

vents.  Mr. Minton waited for approximately ten minutes and took a reading again which were 451 

ppms at the oil/water separator and 328 ppms at the vents.  He explained that possibly water was 

being released at that moment the high readings took place and she reviewed 25 PA Code 123.31 

(b) with Mr. Minten.  She also goes on to say a copy of the twelve month emissions from February 

1, 2013 to January 31, 2014 was provided.  She’d like to see if Jack could get a copy of that.  That 

would tell us a lot of when their emissions exceeded.  We don’t routinely get this stuff.  Then if 

you read the second page of emails from the Pepco guy.  His email interestingly is dated February 

5
th
, she was out there on February 12

th
, so on February 5

th
 his email to our Chris said in response to 

the odor incident that occurred on February 5
th
 and that’s an error as it should have been February 

1
st
, on Applebutter Road, at or around Pepco Energy, the site operator once on site did conduct an 

investigation of the plant and equipment the day of the incident and he found the caps of our waste 

water storage tank were unintentionally not secured after maintenance on Friday, February 6
th”

.  

February 6
th
 didn’t even happen yet.   His dates are all screwed up.  She’s assuming it was January 

31
st
.  “It appears the waste water pump may have been pumping into the tank or just had completed 

a pumping cycle at the time of the strong odor report.  Either way there will be a strong odor 

coming from the tank and tank area if the caps were not secured to the tanks.  Moving forward, this 

will be a daily check to make sure the tank caps are secured”.  Obviously, they weren’t because on 

February 12
th
, there was the same kind of thing.  There are issues here.  Then DEP responded to a 

question she had as she knew they were going to be talking about this and she wanted to see what 

the department recommended for odor complaints.  They responded, Roger Bellas from DEP Air 

Quality, in Wilkes-Barre first and foremost those incidences where residents detect gas odors in 

their home, landfill gas, or natural gas similar, and/or they are experiencing health problems, 

nausea, headache, eye irritation, etc., as related to odors in their homes, the residents should 

immediately call 9-1-1 for emergency assistance.  Emergency management personnel will contact 

the DEP if assistance is needed.  For nuisance odors, dust or visible emissions, from stacks, 
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individuals should contact the DEP complaint line.  The toll free number is 1-866-255-5158 and 

you’re supposed to press 2.  Each complaint will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis and assigned 

a priority level for investigation response from the DEP.  She asked if the people were outside or 

driving down Applebutter Road, what do you do, do you call 9-1-1, or would you get in trouble?  

He writes back and says “when a resident detects an odor in the Applebutter Road area, they are 

welcome to call the DEP complaint line to report it.  Please understand that the air quality malodor 

regulation can only be enforced for odors causing a nuisance at someone’s residence or place of 

employment. They provided that as their guidance. She looked up the PA code she cited in the 

inspection report and item B is a person may not permit the emission into the outdoor atmosphere 

of any malodorous contaminants from any source in such a manner that the malodors are detectable 

outside the property of the person on whose land the source is being operated”.  She did all this 

research.  We need to educate our residents and people passing through our Township on what they 

should do because this odor is methane gas we’re talking about.  She smelled it.  

 

Mr. Maxfield said please don’t say that.  Mrs. deLeon said it is, it’s right in her report.  Mr. 

Maxfield said it’s methane gas, but you aren’t smelling methane gas, please.  We already said this 

time and time again methane is odorless.  At the bottom of the report you skipped over says “no air 

quality type of violations were noted”.  This was right after you read all the parts per million’s.  

He’s guessing even though it was a high reading, it still was not considered to be a violation or an 

air pollution problem or else they would have been cited.   

 

Mrs. deLeon said while she was there, there was a high reading.  She waited ten minutes and then it 

went down, so therefore, there was no odors, that’s why she wrote that.  Mr. Maxfield said it says 

no air quality types of violations were noted at this time.  She’s air pollution.  That doesn’t 

necessarily limit it to odors.  Mrs. deLeon said she would like to officially ask our consultants to 

reply.  She asked Jack to send them an email to reply and explain to Mr. Maxfield what methane 

gas and how it’s made.  Mr. Maxfield said tell them to tell him how methane smells.  He’s really 

interested, please.  Mrs. deLeon said she could spend ten minutes telling him what she knows about 

it, but he isn’t going to believe it, so she’s not going to.  Mr. Maxfield said no, I’m not and part of 

that is and you had mentioned that earlier that you wanted to speak about this at the Landfill 

Committee meeting and he’s not comfortable with that as he doesn’t think that any of the members 

of the Landfill Committee or any of the consultants really  have the expertise and he thinks we 

should farm this out to an independent professional who has experience with this kind of thing and 

who has the equipment to detect the things like Becky Easely did to detect methane or methane 

emission or odors or whatever.   They have that kind of equipment so we can actually have some 

record of it.  He drove past the landfill today and smelled the odor and it definitely wasn’t coming 

from BRE.  It was past that, and he thinks we have several possible sources in that area.  We have 

BRE, IESI, Columbia Gas, the Sewage Disposal Plant which we already had one traced down to 

there, Calpine, the Lehigh Industrial Park which we have no idea what’s going on over there and he 

would like to propose to Council we have Jack look into an independent environmental investigator 

to review these reports and find out what the source of this is, if possible. 

 

Mrs. deLeon said didn’t we hire somebody to work with us, and his name is escaping her.  Mr. 

Horiszny said Lou Militana.  Mrs. deLeon said isn’t Lou the one to do this?  Mr. Willard said 

wasn’t he at our meeting?  Mr. Cahalan said no, it was Mr. May.  Mr. Willard said that was 

someone he would like to see Mr. May look into this.  Lou Militana would be excellent too.  Mrs. 

deLeon said Lou has the history as we hired him when this plant was being approved.  We have 

issues here and blame it on who you want, but there’s an odor on Applebutter Road that needs to be 

investigated.  Mr. Maxfield said he agrees. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved to direct Mr. Cahalan investigate an independent environmental 

professional to review and investigate the odor, possible pollution complaints that seem to be 

occurring along Applebutter Road.   

SECOND BY: Mr. Willard 
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 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

Mr. Horiszny said another thing we might want to note is Becky Easely’s report indicates their 

permit expires at the end of April and a renewal application has to be received by the department 

30 days prior to that.  It would be interesting to find out what that is.  Mrs. deLeon said would we 

even get it approved.  We do with the waste, but not with the air.  We haven’t gotten any of these 

things, so what do we do as a Township?  Do we ask DEP to please copy on these things.  If she 

didn’t get this report, she wouldn’t have known that their air permit expired.  How would we have 

known that?  Mr. Maxfield said if we do hire an independent for this situation, that independent is 

going to be much more knowledgeable about review processes, by what agencies than the people 

we are consulting right now.  He’d like that to be part of the investigation.  Mr. Horiszny said we 

can ask them to give details.  Mr. Maxfield said we don’t really know who is to review this and 

who would be a regulatory agency and policing.  We need to know if that’s even possible. So far 

we heard no one knows and that even came from DEP.  He would like to know. 

 

Mrs. deLeon said aren’t we going to try and educate our residents to say that if you are driving 

down in the Applebutter Road area, you should call the procedures that they identified in the 

emails.  Mr. Horiszny said he thinks we could put that on the website or in a newsletter, but casual 

people coming through don’t see our website.  If they call us, then we can refer them.  Mrs. deLeon 

said if there’s a natural gas or methane gas and they call 9-1-1 the Township will eventually know 

about that because our PD would be responding so we can track it that way.  Then we would be 

able to follow up with DEP.  If the resident just calls the DEP number, they should be asked to call 

DEP and the Township to let us know if there is an instance, how would we know?  How can we 

track this if we don’t know?  She’s asking and will make it a motion that Jack puts on the website 

the procedure to follow if they smell gas or another odor.   

 

Mr. Maxfield said he would think if a resident calls and reports it to DEP and we don’t know about 

it if we’re tracking it, he’s not sure why we’d be tracking it.  We don’t have any regulatory power 

over it.  DEP certainly would have more than we do.  He would think if they reported it to DEP, 

that should be enough.  He doesn’t think they have to call us.  He does agree we should put some 

sort of procedure on the website, but they are an agency that supersedes us in that if it’s reported to 

DEP, that should be just fine.  If it’s reported to the landfill, the landfill tells us.  Mrs. deLeon said 

they don’t know about some of these in the chart.  It’s not fair to them as the liability for them to go 

out and sniff and say this is that smell or this smell.  That’s not fair to them.  On the other hand if 

this would have happened at the landfill, and you know this Sam and Allen, you guys would be 

jumping on this fixing it and it wouldn’t be happening because she knows they do that.  They go 

around with their little monitors and discover gas, methane coming from the gas wells, they go out 

and put new ones in or extra ones in and your PPC plan is updated.  Why are you held to those 

standards and they are not.  That’s her saying this for the record, for the tape, for everybody.  It’s 

not fair.   

Mr. Maxfield said he really thinks that if we employ this professional, this is someone we are 

directing to operate within our Township boundaries and whether DEP has regulatory power over 

BRE doesn’t matter if we’re trying to locate and investigate the source of it.  We should empower 

our person to find out as much as possible. 

MOTION BY: Mrs. deLeon moved to direct Mr. Cahalan take the suggestions from the DEP and put it on the 

website with what the residents should do. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Maxfield 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

Mr. Sam Donato said wherever the complaint comes from and it gets to their office, they 

investigate it.  It doesn’t matter what the source of the odor is.  They will go out, investigate it, get 

back to the complainant, document the complaint and put it in their complaint log even if it doesn’t 
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apply to them.  That’s their procedure and they’ve always done that and are going to continue to do 

that.   

 

F. SAUCON VALLEY CONSERVANCY – PRESENTATION OF 5-YEAR PLAN 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the Saucon Valley Conservancy has requested to be on the agenda to present 

their 5-year, long-range plan for the Heller Homestead to Council.    
 
Mr. Roger Jurczak, 2102 Fieldstone Drive, said he’s a board member of the SVC.  He’s here to 

answer any questions regarding the 5-year plan.   

 

Mr. Maxfield said he thinks it was a great job.  He had never seen plans for the barn before and it’s 

very reasonable and very practical, very nice.  There was a section that talked about the 

responsibilities of Township and SVC working with the Township and it said something about 

brush removal that was cleared away.  It’s under facilities, physical plant, strategies, No. 1.  The 

Township agrees to handle and remove all the brush and tree branches cleared by volunteers.  He 

wanted to mention and only because it has occurred in the past, and he’s not sure if anyone even 

realizes, but we have to respect the riparian corridor area.  In the past, members of the SVC have 

taken it upon themselves to go down and clear parts of the banks along the creek which is against 

our ordinance and it’s not good for the health of the creek.  He knows you heard you were moving 

brush up at the other end of the property, which is perfectly fine.  Just so there’s realization about 

the riparian corridor and the size of it, and it’s functional.  The Saucon Creek is part of your 

mission statement also.  Mr. Jurczak said with regard to that specific issue, this was the area that 

was cleaned last summer west of the barn ruins.  Mr. Maxfield said yes.  Mr. Jurczak said 

volunteers cleared the brush and they were in contact with Jack and Roger.  The arrangement was 

if they would make piles, the Township would come and clear it out after they completed it.  They 

just got busy and it didn’t happen and stuff is still there.  Mr. Maxfield said that area really needed 

it too. 

 

Mr. Maxfield said he has a question and maybe he’s asking for some rationale, at the end under 

addendum, there is a section that says “Discover Lehigh Valley”, $325.00 annually Lower Saucon 

Township to pay for membership, promote historical resources of Township.  He’s wondering why 

LST would pay for this.  Is it a membership in a group?  Mr. Jurczak said he believes that refers to 

a publication that is offered and he’s not sure exactly who the publisher is.   

 

Mr. Willard said this is the tourist bureau for Lehigh Valley and this is a publication done once a 

year, a big printed booklet and he thinks the thought behind it and he’s only familiar with it 

because he facilitated at the retreat, but the thought behind it was if the Township were to take a 

listing in this, then all the historic properties in the Township could be included in the booklet.  It 

also buys you space on the Discover Lehigh Valley website.  Mr. Maxfield said okay now that 

makes sense.   

 

Mr. Horiszny said would the $325.00 cover the schoolhouse, Heller Homestead, Old Mill Bridge?  

Mrs. deLeon said the Township would pay $325.00 annually and then each separate listing would 

be $140.00.  The SVC would pay $140.00; the schoolhouse would pay $140.00; the fire companies 

could pay $140.00; the Rail Trail could pay $140.00; whoever is under our umbrella would pay the 

$140.00 additional.  The Township would have to pay the $325.00.  She thinks Hellertown is on it 

and Catasauqua is on it and that’s how they found out about it.  Catty’s historical society is on there 

and they only paid the $140.00, so they thought it was a good promotion for the groups and it 

would be for anyone who wanted to do it. 

 

Mr. Maxfield said for the sites that there are no representative organizations for, like the bridge, or 

any of the other historic properties the Township owns that there’s not an organization, we’d be 

paying the $140.00 for each of those.  Mrs. deLeon said the $325.00 that the Township is doing 
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allows the Township to put stuff on there too.  Mr. Maxfield said the Township would still have to 

pay $140.00 for each listing?  Mrs. deLeon said no.  Mr. Willard said this is an addendum for 

possible publicity for the Heller Homestead and the SVC.  This publishes once a year.  It’s been 

published for 2014, so this is a 2015 idea.  Mrs. deLeon said it starts in June or July.  Mr. Willard 

said why don’t we bring back to the next meeting from the publisher how much it will cost and 

how do we get in it.  Many of the historic properties are in it as well as other tourist attractions.  

Mr. Maxfield he knows we are looking to approve the plan and he’s in favor of that.  It does say at 

the top, existing and potential.  We would just agree that if that cost did come up, we would vote on 

it as a Council and that would be fine with him.  Our sites are definitely worth touring.  We have 

some great sites and we can work out how much later other than he knows we paid $325.00, then 

figure out on top of that.   

 

Mr. Maxfield said he noticed at the end of the report, when we get one like this, there’s usually a 

signature of a President or whoever is in charge of basically who was in charge of putting this 

whole thing together, just some kind of signature would be good so we have a record of who was 

involved.  Mr. Jurczak said it was an assemblance of a bunch of people.  Mr. Maxfield said fine, if 

you want to put a committee on there, that’s great.   You did all this work, and it’s a good plan, you 

should get credit for it.  Mrs. deLeon said it was the whole board who did it.  Mr. Maxfield said list 

your board members.   

 

Mr. Horiszny asked if there was any comments from anyone?  No one raised their hand. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of the Heller Homestead long range plan with the conditions 

we talked about. 

SECOND BY: Mrs. deLeon 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

 Mr. Horiszny asked the staff to contact Discover Lehigh Valley. 

 

G. HELLER HOMESTEAD – REVIEW OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PARKING LOT 

IMPROVEMENTS 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the Township Planner will review their recommendations for improvements to 

the parking lot area at the Heller Homestead. 

 

Ms. Stern Goldstein said you haven’t seen the sketch since early November 2010.  The sketch was 

prepared after a Friday, October 29
th
 site meeting in which they discussed a lot of issues, one of 

which was the plant pallet.  What is on this from November 3, 2010, is a reaction from that site 

meeting and then it was presented to Council.  There were comments from Council to look at a few 

more things and to talk to Roger about the location of the porch and the potty.  There was no 

conclusion from that discussion about whether a path would go from the parking area down to the 

creek, which the path is at the top right center of the screen, going from the parking lot and port-a-

potty down to the rail trail.  That wasn’t clear on her mark-up.  She marked up consider to be 

removed, talk to Roger about the port-a-potty location.  That was concerned by the minutes that 

were also nicely in your packet.  Overall, the site was to retain the existing entrance, no change to 

the entrance area, retain the existing parking area and gravel.  There are lines shown on the sketch, 

but they were not intended for lines to be drawn in the ground or on the gravel, they were just for 

delineation so Council could see where the parking would be.  On the sketch plan and discussed at 

the meeting, there would be an area where the gravel would be removed and that is the area 

between the port-a-potty and the parking that would be head in towards the creek and head in 

towards the port-a-potty or ruins or former garage.  There was also discussion if that area of gravel 

was to be removed and there was not consensus or clear direction from Council.  There was still 

discussion back and forth.  There weren’t clear decisions at that point.  What they were supposed to 
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do was come back with was sort of refreshing Council to bring the discussions up again.  The 

elements of the plan in addition to restructuring the parking to give it a little structure to give 

direction in which way to park in was also the location of the port-a-potty, giving access to the 

port-a-potty, know the port-a-potty would be there year round.  There was a lot of discussion of it 

being removed it the wintertime, but still need to service it and have people access it during muddy 

springtime.  There’s an area of ruins between the parking and the creek which was on the plan for 

educational signage.  You can make quality boards yourselves.  You have a lot of information.  

You can create a digital file and it’s printed right in the board itself and they are almost vandal 

proof.  The Fossil ones, they tried to scratch it, acid, fire, and everything came off as they said it 

would except the black carbon of the fire.  She’s seen it up at a park for seven years and they’ve 

improved since then.  In that area, there is also a retaining wall.  Rather than have railings, they 

would have plants coming down the wall and a bollard with chains, which hasn’t been designed.  

That would delineate the edge so people wouldn’t fall off, but having a split rail fence would not be 

period appropriate.  The plant palette had been discussed. She went through everything 

recommended by the master gardener.  This plan did represent those changes already with the 

flowers.  She went through and had Val mark up point by point what was done and what had 

occurred.  She’s glad we had that extra time.  Mrs. deLeon said that was Cathy Hudak.  Ms. Stern 

Goldstein said it was using the lemon lilies, the coreopsis, phlox, which we already have on the 

plan and including some suggestion from her and modifying a couple of other plants.  A lot was 

resolved when locations were switched.  The other part up near the entrance, there’s a huge bed and 

it’s too big where the sign is and the tall grass makes it difficult to change the letters, so they are 

proposing to remove a portion of that bed and make it smaller.  Those plants could be used 

elsewhere on site.  The plan from November 2010 had the red bud being removed.  It was a 

memorial tree.  At the time in 2010, it had gone through a lot of stress and it may have been by 

some maintenance, but it looks like in the three plus years since it’s recovering well.  It looks like 

it’s pushing bud and it looks healthy.  Priscilla did mention it flowered nice this past spring.  It 

would be nice not to remove it.  It would be nice to keep it where it is.  It’s a decent size right now.  

The only other tree that looks stressed is the one that Priscilla calls the U-shape tree.  Mrs. deLeon 

said she loves trees, but when you walk in there, it takes your eye right away.  Ms. Stern Goldstein 

said it’s a funny shaped tree, a U, no central leader at the end of the parking lot.  It’s not dying.  It’s 

not dead, it’s not attractive.  That one is a single tree.  She is the one most likely in the room to hug 

a tree, she’s not attached, but she also has problems with cut down a nice living tree, so she’s silent 

on a recommendation for that tree.  Other than that, the open issues are still the location of the port-

a-potty.  From what she understands, Roger Rasich was okay with the location.  The open issue 

was what to do with the area between the parking and the port-a-potty and the rail trail.  Right now 

people do walk there; it’s not accessible because it’s a grass path down a slope.  Mr. Cahalan said 

it’s not the rail trail, it’s the pathway.  Ms. Stern Goldstein said it’s the pathway down below that 

would eventually connect.  It used to be an old railroad.  Mr. Maxfield said on that path, because of 

the slope, would it have to be leveled a little bit?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said it would have to be cut, 

more than filled.  In this case, although you know she’s fond of porous paving, it’s not appropriate 

in the flood plain area and the water may just come right up through it.  It also would not be 

appropriate to do mulch or stone as that would just get washed into the creek.  If only you were to 

put a trail in, she would recommend it be paved.   

 

Mrs. deLeon asked Ms. Stern Goldstein if she found out where the new boundaries were to the 

floodplain?   Ms. Stern Goldstein said she did not.  She does know the existing trail is in the 

floodplain as the last time they discussed it, it was clearly floodplain.  She doesn’t know where the 

line is, but if we were to make a connection, at least some of ti would be in the floodplain. 

 

Mrs. deLeon said that macadam was approved when they did Society Hill.  Ms. Stern Goldstein 

said it wasn’t put there in violation.  It was put there as approved.   There’s no requirement that you 

can act the elements with a trail.  It was put there originally as people are walking there.  Mrs. 

deLeon said it was put there because in order to put the density for Society Hill.  Ms. Stern 

Goldstein said she meant the connection to the Society Hill trail.  Mrs. deLeon said it was put there 
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because in order to have the UR density for Society Hill, and to have 640 homes that were initially 

going in there, they were supposed to have access to a center of town.  To do that, they needed to 

walk to it safely, so that’s why they put the path walk in and the yellow crossing light in to walk 

down safely the sidewalk side of the bridge into Hellertown.  

 

Ms. Stern Goldstein said she meant there was no requirement for this parking lot to connect to that 

trail.  The parking lot on Heller Homestead and trail that she’s written proposed path 5’width.  

There’s no requirement for it to connect to the existing trail already on the site.   She went up front 

to explain the plans to Council. 

 

Mrs. deLeon asked if we needed a handicapped parking space?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said you’re 

not building a new parking lot and the existing buildings on the site are not “accessible” 

because they do not meet ADA standards.  Therefore, if the Township were to provide 

accessible parking, they would need to then provide an accessible route to the buildings 

that are not accessible.  It wouldn’t make sense. The parking area will remain substantially 

as it is now, with minor modifications that would be considered routine maintenance. 
 

Mr. Willard said the proposed 5’ path, is that the one Ms. Stern Goldstein said if and only it would 

be a paved path?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said yes.   

 

Mr. Maxfield said where that path accesses the parking lot closest to the Heller Homestead, are you 

proposing we line those spaces?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said no, that’s just to show spacing so you 

have a visual idea of how many cars can park there.  It’s gravel and no lines.  Mr. Maxfield said 

what is somebody parked in that last spot blocking the access to the path, nobody that doesn’t have 

a line to follow is probably going to park right in front of the path and block it.  Ms. Stern 

Goldstein said there’s no formal parking area.  The only people that would follow the pattern 

would be in times when there are lots of spaces available.  Where they show five spaces, if people 

are parking tight, you would have six cars there.   

 

Mr. Willard said why has this not moved forward since 2010?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said there was 

no clear direction from Council in what they wanted to do with this site.  It was inconclusive and it 

was directed to them to come back with recommendations on the location of the port-a-potty and 

that hasn’t changed.  It hasn’t come back because it hasn’t had decisions.  Mr. Willard said he 

assumes the cost for implementation for this would be in the historical structures line item where 

we had $35,000.00 or so?   Mr. Cahalan said yes.   

 

Mrs. deLeon said the foundations for the saw mill, the rectangular one, you are going to put the 

bollard thing with the chains.  There is also the other remnant of a wall.  How far down to you say 

the shorter wall is?  At least 2’, then it tapers down?  That’s dangerous too because sometimes 

people park inn the grass, and she’s always afraid someone’s going to drive over it.  Ms. Stern 

Goldstein said those bollards on the plan are shown in front of that first wall.  Mrs. deLeon said 

actually they should probably be on both those thing, the second wall, where you put the existing 

bench and you’re going to relocate the other bench, at the one end, it’s 2’ where it’s closest to the 

other building and then it tapers off.  The way the land is sloped, it tapers it down.  Ms. Stern 

Goldstein said in that area they were planning a proposed phlox that would be planted delineation 

and that would cascade down over the wall.  You wouldn’t walk over it, but it would be one of 

those things where kids will jump over it or you can sit on the plants and the wall.  It wouldn’t be a 

strong barrier but the height that is it, they would make sure that somebody wouldn’t walk over it.  

She anticipates kids scampering up and down and playing on it.   

 

Mrs. deLeon said she thinks this is good and she’s glad we have this discussion.  We have 

Conservancy members here.  They were in favor of this.  Cathy Hudak looked at it and gave her 

suggestions which are incorporated in the plan.  The only thing she has a question is about the U-
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shaped tree.  Ms. Stern Goldstein said she’s silent about that. You tell her what to do and she’ll put 

it on the plan.  Mrs. deLeon said what does Council want to do about that tree?  Mr. Maxfield said 

it doesn’t bother him like it bothers her.  She has the same attitude as Judy, it’s a living tree. It’s not 

in bad shape.  Mr. Maxfield asked what kind of tree it was?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said it’s not a 

black walnut, because there’s stuff growing under it.  She can’t remember what it is.  Mrs. deLeon 

said they actually trimmed it to save it. 

 

Mr. Maxfield said what do we need to move this on?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said this is the sketch 

plan.  We would need to do the same thing we’ve done before.  Have Brien’s guys go out and do 

the site survey.  Ms. Stern Goldstein will finalize a couple of things.  This one is going to be less 

than what’s required for E&S even if they put that new pathway in.  They are taking out some 

gravel and restoring it to grass.  There’s very minimal disturbance. This has to go before PHMC as 

the concept first before they finalize anything. 

 

Mr. Jurczak said did we conclude that the path that is shown up from the paved path would be 

continued pavement for purposes of permanence?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said she recommended if 

the pathway were to be put in, it would be paved.  She doesn’t think they made a decision on the 

pathway yet.   

 

Mr. Horiszny said could it conceivably be one of those grid systems they sometime use on golf 

course that you can drive a cart over, but the grass still grows up through it rather than it being 

paved?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said you could do that, but it’s a little more difficult and 

uncomfortable to walk on with a slope.  Mr. Maxfield said we’ve had that before in parks that were 

in areas where the water table was high.  He remembers where Brien told him if we had some sort 

of impervious surface, it has nowhere to drain to.  That’s why you are proposing it be regular 

macadam.  He thinks it should be regular macadam.  Mr. Cahalan said the connector trail between 

Polk Valley Park and the school district are paved for that reason.  Mr. Maxfield said there’s no 

place for it to go. 

 

Mr. Jurczak said that port-a-potty really sees activity all year round.  What they found on the rail 

trail was when they took the port-a-potty off across from the Grist Mill, they had a lot of flashback.  

What happened was the rail trail maintains a port-a-potty there all year long.  That’s owned by 

Hellertown.  Since he’s been working over at the Homestead, that port-a-potty sees a lot of cars 

pull in and use it, and disappear.  He thinks it’s a year round item that should be proposed.  Mr. 

Cahalan said he thinks since this plan has been proposed, that it has remained there.   Ms. Stern 

Goldstein said last time we talked it wasn’t year round, but she hasn’t been up to check on it.  Mrs. 

deLeon said she when there the other day and it was plowed.  The guys did a good job as they 

plowed the port-a-potty right up to the door for people to use it.  

 

Mr. Jurczak said about the difference in the foundational grade and the area around it, he’s hearing 

you don’t want to put a fence or barrier there, the rectangular.  Ms. Stern Goldstein said that one 

would be planted on the high side cascading down and the other one there would be bollards so 

people couldn’t drive over and down.   Mr. Jurczak said you’d have it on the westerly side, on the 

parking lot side, but not on the side where the foundation is?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said there are 

two foundations. It’s sort of a rectangular area coming around it and the existing area is the circular 

boiler in the bottom corner.  If you look at those lines, it does come around, so it would be before 

the remnant wall foundation closest to the parking.  Mr. Jurczak said in terms of the differential in 

the backside by the creek, there’s about a 2’ drop-off from the foundation to the ground.  There 

would be no protection there?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said there would not be a wall or barrier.  It 

would be a planted delineation.  Mr. Jurczak said do you feel that a fence of some sort, maybe like 

what’s around the four square garden would inappropriate or not necessary?  Ms. Stern Goldstein 

said in compounds like this, those fences would not have been appropriate to the end of slopes or 

drop-offs.  Fences in situations like that became popular in the last 20 years due to potential 

litigation.  Mr. Jurczak said that’s not an issue?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said that’s the lawyers fault.  
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Mr. Cahalan said he suggested that early on with these discussions and that was not something they 

wanted to go with.  Mr. Jurczak said it’s a historic aspect, but we’re okay with it.  Mr. Maxfield 

said it’s not just that, but that part of the park is definitely in the floodway, not just the floodplain.  

We are very much against putting new structures in the floodway.  Ms. Stern Goldstein said fences 

would be an entrapment for free flowing debris as it goes down the floodway.  Mr. Maxfield fences 

or any kind of barrier like that, they recommend against the most as things get snagged in and get 

caught.  Ms. Stern Goldstein said eventually it breaks away, then it becomes what’s blocking a pipe 

or a bridge downstream or taking out people’s properties.  Mr. Jurczak said the bollards are what’s 

protecting the parking lot?  Ms. Stern Goldstein said the bollards make sure the cars would not 

inadvertently drive over the edge.   

 

Mr. Maxfield said if we want to move this along, do we want to talk about the proposed path before 

we send it?  What do you think about the proposed path?  He thinks it’s okay.  Mr. Horiszny said 

he doesn’t know how necessary it is.  Do you really need it?   Mr. Maxfield said in times like this, 

it would be nice to have something to shovel out.  Mr. Horiszny said good point.  Ms. Stern 

Goldstein said if and when you have events at the Heller Homestead and you want people to sort of 

amble about, she envisions the big party tent up and a gala fundraiser, and you want people to walk 

around.  Quite honestly if she’s dressed up and in heels, she’s not going to go down the muddy 

path.  Mrs. deLeon said the U-shaped tree is in the way for a big party tent.  Mr. Maxfield said it’s 

almost that you could hang something in the U-shaped tree.  Ms. Stern Goldstein said it’s up to 

you.  Mrs. deLeon said if she’s understanding this drawing, were the port-a-potty is with the 

square, you are going to put some kind of lattice fencing up and that’s in the floodplain too.  Ms. 

Stern Goldstein said she believes for the port-a-potty, it would be out of the floodplain. They 

wouldn’t be putting a port-a-potty in a floodplain.  As soon as they have the survey, they will make 

sure it’s uphill enough.  From the survey, they will have the elevations. 

 

Mrs. deLeon said he point is that if the path is in front of the door of the port-a-potty, the door is 

facing the creek.  Now the way they plowed the port-a-potty, the door is facing Friedensville Road.  

This way now, it’s going to face the creek and are they going to shovel a path on the grass?  Ms. 

Stern Goldstein said in that scenario, the port-a-potty would have been sitting on gravel which is 

what the discussion was last time.  The last discussion was it would be gravel.  Mr. Horiszny said 

did you ever consider putting that port-a-potty over by the telephone pole where you can’t put a car 

anyway next to the road.  Mrs. deLeon said then the first thing you see when you pull into the 

parking lot is a port-a-potty.  Mr. Cahalan said they would have to access it over the grass from the 

parking lot to maintain it.  Ms. Stern Goldstein said it’s hard to hide it now.   

 

Mr. Horiszny said we need to submit the drawing to PHMC before we do anything?  Mrs. deLeon 

said didn’t they say yes, they’d approve this?  Mr. Cahalan said he’s sure they will approve it as 

there’s no big excavation.  They aren’t changing anything.  It’s just plantings and things like that.  

Ms. Stern Goldstein said she thinks you could probably call PHMC as everything else on the 

property has been approved, so as a courtesy.  Mr. Cahalan said he would send them a copy of the 

plan after they did the survey and came up with the actual placement as to where some of these 

features will go if you approve them.  Mr. Horiszny said the survey is the next step?  Mrs. deLeon 

said the covenant says if you disturb 6” deep, you have to submit the plans to PHMC.  Ms. Stern 

Goldstein said she’s not saying you don’t have to, she’s saying the scope of the project is minima 

for disturbing the site, so she’s not anticipating much problem from PHMC, but it needs to go to 

them.  She thinks this would be treated as property maintenance although the covenant clearly says 

you have to submit it.  She’s dealt with this on other sites.   

 

Mr. Cahalan said what do you need from us in order to move ahead with this?  Ms. Stern Goldstein 

said she needs you to finalize the plan, have the survey, and before sending the plan to PHMC, they 

would like direction from Council to do so then.   
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MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved to approve the plan as drawn with a few minor changes, keeping the Red 

bud, and vote in favor of a paved path to the relocated port-a-potty. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Willard 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

H. RESOLUTION #36-2014 – AUTHORIZATION TO ACQUIRE A CONSERVATION 

EASEMENT – RICHARD MARSON – 2383 WASSERGASS ROAD AND TO AUTHORIZE 

A SURVEY AND BASELINE BE PREPARED 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Resolution #36-2014 has been prepared to authorize the purchase of a 

conservation easement on property located at 2383 Wassergass Road.  Council should conduct a 

public hearing for the acquisition, authorize that a survey be prepared by a certified surveyor of 

their choosing at a cost not to exceed $5,000.00 (Five Thousand Dollars), and a baseline report be 

prepared by a conservator at a cost not to exceed $2,500.00. 

 

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP AUTHORIZING 

THE ACQUISITION BY PURCHASE A CONSERVATION EASEMENT  

ON 27.384 ACRES ON WASSERGASS ROAD  

 

WHEREAS, Lower Saucon Township is a Township of the Second Class, Optional Plan 

of Government; and, 

 

WHEREAS, Sections 1502 and 2201 of the Second Class Township Code, 53 P.S. §66502(a) and 

67201, authorize Townships of the Second Class to purchase or acquire by gift or otherwise 

interests in real property it judges to be to the best interest of the Township. 

 

WHEREAS, Municipalities, including Township’s of the Second Class, are authorized by 32 P.S. 

§5005(c) to protect and conserve water resources and watersheds; and to protect and conserve 

natural or scenic resources, including but not limited to soils, streams, flood plains or marshes. 

 

WHEREAS, Second Class Townships are authorized by 32 P.S. §5005(c)(1) to acquire interests in 

real estate, including conservation easements to protect and conserve these resources. 

 

WHEREAS, The Council of Lower Saucon Township has determined that certain property located 

on Wassergass Road in Lower Saucon Township totaling 27.384 acres bearing PIN NO. 4664-17-

6778-9321 possesses natural and scenic resources worthy of protecting by securing those resources 

by acquiring the Property through an amicable purchase of a Conservation Easement. 

WHEREAS, The Council of Lower Saucon Township has determined that it is in the best interest 

of the Township to acquire the hereinafter-described Conservation Easement for the above-stated 

reasons. 

 

WHEREAS, The Council of Lower Saucon Township has obtained an Appraisal of the value of a 

Conservation Easement on the Property from Indian Valley Appraisal Company, general certified 

real estate appraisers which has established a value for the Conservation Easement of $110,000.00 

(approximately $4,016.00 per acre). 

 

WHEREAS, The Council of Lower Saucon Township has entered into negotiations with the 

owners of the Property whereby the owners will convey a Conservation Easement on the Property 

for a cash payment of $110,000.00. 

 

WHEREAS, The Council of Lower Saucon Township, by approval of this Resolution, authorizes 

purchase of the Conservation Easement for the sum of $110,000.00. 
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ENACTED by the Council of Lower Saucon 

Township, as follows: 

 

1. The Council of Lower Saucon Township is hereby authorized to acquire a Conservation 

Easement on 27.384 acres of land owned by Richard J. Marson (“Owners”) identified as 

PIN No. 4664-17-6778-9321 and located on Wassergass Road in Lower Saucon Township, 

Northampton County, Pennsylvania (the “Property”). 

2. The Council of Lower Saucon Township is hereby authorized to pay the sum of One 

Hundred Ten Thousand Dollars ($110,000.00) toward the purchase of a Conservation 

Easement. 

3. The Conservation Easement shall be substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit 

“A” (the “Conservation Easement”). 

4. The Council President or his designee is hereby authorized to execute on behalf of Lower 

Saucon Township, and upon the advice of the Lower Saucon Township Open Space 

Solicitor, all documents reasonably required to effect settlement, including but not limited 

to the following documents: 

A. Agreement of Sale substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit “B” and any 

revision or addendum to the Agreement of Sale recommended by the Open Space 

Solicitor. 

B. Settlement sheet. 

C. Buyer’s Affidavit as may be required by a reputable title insurance company. 

D. Any other documents incidental to or reasonably necessary to effect the foregoing 

transaction. 

5. Additionally, Lower Saucon Township Manager, Jack Cahalan, is authorized to execute on 

behalf of the Lower Saucon Township, on the advice of the Lower Saucon Township Open 

Space Solicitor, any and all documents required for settlement of the purchase of the 

above-referenced property by Lower Saucon Township. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved to open the public hearing. 

SECOND BY:  Mrs. deLeon 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

 Attorney Treadwell said 2383 Wassergass Road, the conservation easement will comprise of 

approximately 24.7 acres and the purchase price the Township would be paying is $110,000.00.  

The purpose of the public hearing is to ask if there is any public comment for this acquisition 

before you proceed with the next step.   

MOTION BY: Mr. Horiszny moved to close the public hearing. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Maxfield 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

Attorney Treadwell said the next thing is the adoption of Resolution #36-2014 which is similar to 

many resolutions you have done before when we acquire open space which sets forth the 

conservation easement and the price per acre and the location and tax map parcel. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of Resolution #36-2014. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Willard 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

 Attorney Treadwell said the next step on the Marson property is the authorization to hire a certified 

surveyor at a cost not to exceed $5,000.00.   
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MOTION BY: Mr. Horiszny moved for approval to authorize hiring a certified surveyor at a cost not to 

exceed $5,000.00 for the Marson property.   

SECOND BY: Mr. Maxfield 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

 Attorney Treadwell said the final item on the Marson property is a baseline report to be prepared 

by a conservatory not to exceed $2,500.00. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval for a baseline report to be prepared by a conservancy not to 

exceed $2,500.00 for the Marson property. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Willard 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

I. PUBLIC HEARING TO ACQUIRE CONSERVATION EASEMENT – CHARLES 

MARTIN – 2256 SILVER CREK ROAD & TO APPOINT LAND TRUST BENEFICIARY 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Council should conduct a public hearing and appoint a Land Trust Beneficiary, 

per the EAC recommendation, as the final steps before proceeding to settlement on this 

conservation easement. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved to open the public hearing. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Willard 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

Attorney Treadwell said this is the Martin property, 2256 Silver Creek Road and we don’t have all 

of the information in the packet as the resolution was already adopted.  The purchase price is 

$160,000.00.  The purpose of the public hearing is to ask for any public comment on the 

acquisition of a conservation easement on the Martin property.   There are 30 acres total and the 

easement is 26 acres.   

 

Mr. Gene Boyer said are these going to be any use for the public or accessed by the public?  Mr. 

Maxfield said he can say Marson is no.  Martin it will be open to hunters that are allowed to hunt 

on the property by Mr. Martin.  Mr. Boyer said it will be on the map of all the easements that we 

have?  Mr. Cahalan said it will be added.  Mr. Boyer said so Martin is for hunting and Marson is 

not used for anything or available?  Mr. Maxfield said right, not for public access.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Horiszny moved to close the public hearing. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Maxfield 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

Attorney Treadwell said the second issue on the Martin property is to appoint a Land Trust 

Beneficiary and the EAC had recommended Heritage Conservancy for this easement. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Willard moved that the Council appoint Heritage Conservancy as the Land Trust 

Beneficiary for the Martin conservation easement. 

SECOND BY: Mrs. deLeon 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 



General Business & Developer Meeting    

February 19, 2014 
 

Page 22 of 33 

J. PUBLIC HEARING & APPROVAL OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT – ELYSIUM 

ACQUISITIONS, LLC – 2671 APPLEBUTTER ROAD 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the applicant is combining two vacant parcels and has offered a conservation 

easement at no cost to the Township.  A conservation easement has been prepared for Council’s 

review and approval, after conducting a public hearing. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved to open the public hearing. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Willard 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

Attorney Treadwell said this is the property at 2671 Applebutter Road.  The proposal is a 

conservation easement covering approximately 1.4 acres.  This is a corporation who had purchased 

this property and they are offering it to the Township at no cost.  There would be in this one public 

access to the easement area, but limited to passive recreation such as hiking, walking, bird 

watching, etc.  Again, we’ll take any public comment.  No one raised their hand. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Horiszny moved to close the public hearing. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Maxfield  

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

Attorney Treadwell said we would need a motion, since this is being donated to the Township, 

there won’t be any settlement or anything, so we need the Council President execute the easement 

document. 

 

 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval that the Council President execute the easement document 

for Elysium Acquisitions, LLC at 2671 Applebutter Road. 

SECOND BY:  Mrs. deLeon 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

K. APPROVAL OF PLACEMENT OF HANDICAP PARKING SIGN ON BENNER STREET 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the Township has received a request for the placement of a handicap parking 

sign at 98 Benner Avenue.  This is a Township road and the placement of this type of sign requires 

Council approval for its installation.  The cost of this sign will be the responsibility of the 

requestor. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said there should be a letter in your packet from the son of the person requesting the 

spot on behalf of his father who is 89 years old and has a disability parking placard.  He has limited 

mobility and is requesting this handicap parking sign.  There is a photograph that shows you the 

house.  It’s been inspected by the PW Director and we are recommending it be approved at the cost 

of the sign to the requestor. 

 

Mr. Horiszny said is there any way we can get the cars parked there long-term wise moved?  They 

say there has been one there since Christmas and one there from a year ago.   Mrs. deLeon said she 

doesn’t think we can do that.  Mr. Maxfield said we can check and see if the registration is current.  

Mr. Horiszny said check them out and see if they are viable cars. 
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MOTION BY: Mr. Willard moved for approval for the placement of the handicap parking sign on Benner 

Avenue. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Willard  

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

L. AUTHORIZE ADVERTISEMENT TO BID LAWN TREATMENT SERVICES AND 

LAWN MOWING 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the lawn mowing and lawn treatment bid specifications have been reviewed by 

the Director of Public Works and the Solicitor.  Council should authorize the documents be 

advertised for bid. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said we do this almost annually.  It’s split into a bid for lawn treatment which is 

fertilizer, herbicide on the playing athletic fields and also lawn mowing of the Township properties.  

We would request approval to advertise bids and bring them back to you for approval.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval for advertisement to bid lawn treatment services and lawn 

mowing. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Horiszny 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

M. AUTHORIZE COLLECTION OF 2014 REAL ESTATE TAXES & 2013 DELINQUENT 

TAXES 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Council should authorize the Manager to direct the Finance Department to 

collect the 2014 real estate taxes in the amount of $1,965,495.19 and to forward the 2013 

delinquent tax list, when received, to Northampton County for collection. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said the letter is in the packet prepared for his signature.  It gets sent to the County and 

states that they have warrant to collect the 2014 real estate taxes of $1,965,495.19 and $111,930.25 

which is the fire tax assessment.   Mr. Willard said these dates will be changed to reflect the 

cancellation of the last meeting?  Mr. Cahalan said they will do that.   

 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval to collect the 2014 real estate taxes and the 2013 delinquent 

taxes. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Willard 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

N. COUNCIL RATIFICATION OF SNOW EMERGENCIES 

 

Mr. Horiszny said due to snow events which occurred on January 21-22, February 3-4 and 

February 13-15, 2014, the Township Manager declared a snow emergency.  Per Council Resolution 

#24-2004, this action must be ratified at the next regularly scheduled Council meeting. 

Mr. Cahalan said this was for one emergency, but have had two more.  We do this to extend the 

allowable hours for our drivers that have CDL licenses.  We bring them to the next meeting for 

Council ratification. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of ratification of the three snow emergencies. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Willard 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  
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ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

O. AUTHORIZE DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS POLICE PROPERTY 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the Director of Finance is requesting Council approval to dispose of surplus 

police property items via bid or electronic sale. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said there’s a memo from the Director of Finance and she lists a number of items that 

the PD has in their custody which are surplus.  Some are listed as municipal items and some are 

listed as property room items.  They would be disposed of via bid or electronic sale and the only 

exception would be the bicycles which we will donate to an organization in Allentown who will 

give them to needy children.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Horiszny moved for approval of disposal of surplus police property. 

SECOND BY: Mrs. deLeon 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

P. APPROVAL OF  UPGRADE TO SECURITY IN TOWN HALL ADMINISTRATION AND 

POLICE WINGS 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the Manager is requesting approval of an estimate from Altronics for security 

upgrades in the Administration and Police wings of Town Hall at a cost of $1,200.00. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said we’ve been doing a review of security at the Township.  We came to you at 

budget time with a request to expand the camera system we have here in administration and police.  

One of the things we were looking at are the panic buttons which for some reason some people 

thought they were actually installed.  It turns out they were not, so we’d like to have them done at 

this time.  Mrs. deLeon said are you saying the site plans for this building approval showed that 

they were supposed to be installed?  Mr. Cahalan said he doesn’t see them on the site plans, but 

several people understood we had panic buttons, but they were not installed.  This is a request to 

install them in five locations; four are in administration and one is in the police department and the 

cost is $1,200.00 from Altronics. 

 

Mr. Willard said the installation costs $1,200.00 but the annual monitor and service agreement is 

$7,000.25.  Mr. Cahalan said that’s what we’re actually paying already for our alarm system.  It’s 

just the cost for installation. The other is not applicable.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Willard moved for approval of the upgrade to security in Town Hall Administration and 

Police wings at a cost of $1,200.00. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Maxfield 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

Q. LUTZ-FRANKLIN SCHOOLHOUSE – APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL WORK NEEDED 

FOR CUPOLA REPAIR 

 

Mr. Horiszny said the contractor approved to repair the cupola on the schoolhouse has notified us 

that as a result of the jacking of the bell tower, repairs to the roofing or flashing may be necessary.  

The interior painting that will be needed to cover any repaired cracks in the plaster will be included 

in the scope of work for the bid advertisement being revised for the exterior painting of the 

schoolhouse.  
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Mr. Cahalan said Bob Doerr was actually out at the schoolhouse today.  You had previously 

approved him to do work to jack up the bell tower which was sagging.  He indicated in his letter 

that there might be some additional repairs to the roofing or flashing.  He wanted to bring that to 

you for approval in the event that is needed and not to exceed $1,000.00.  The cracked ceiling 

plaster and painting we took that off this and we will put this on the bid advertisement that we are 

preparing for the painting up at the schoolhouse which we will bring to Council.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Horiszny moved for approval of the additional work needed for cupola repair on the Lutz-

Franklin Schoolhouse, not to exceed $1,000.00. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Maxfield  

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any comments?  No one raised their hand.  

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

R. RESOLUTION #38-2014 – REQUESTING PENNDOT APPROVAL TO ERECT ANNUAL 

COMMUNIT DAY SIGNS 

 

Mr. Horiszny said Resolution #38-2014 has been prepared to submit to PennDOT, for their 

approval, so the Township can erect the annual Community Day road signs announcing the event. 

Mr. Cahalan said PennDOT gives us approval to put up the four signs for Community Day in 

August.  They will also be doing the cemetery tours on August 14
th
 and 15

th
.  

 

RESOLUTION REQUESTING PENNDOT APPROVAL TO 

ERECT ANNUAL COMMUNITY DAY SIGNS 
 

WHEREAS, the municipalities of Hellertown Borough and Lower Saucon Township hold an 

annual Community Day celebration in August each year under the sponsorship of the Greater 

Lehigh Valley Chamber of Commerce; and  

 

WHEREAS, Lower Saucon Township wishes to advertise the time, date and location of this event 

to local residents and travelers in the Saucon Valley area by placing signs within PennDOT rights 

of way. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that these signs will be installed with PennDOT’s 

authorization in the following manner: 

1. Signs will be installed at the following locations:  

A. Route 412 in front of the Giant supermarket 

B. Route 378/Black River Road intersection  

C. Hickory Hill/Bingen intersection 

D. Route 412/Cherry Lane intersection 

2. The signs are two-sided with dimensions of 4’ x 6’.   

3. The signs will not be lit and will not be visible from Route 78.   

4. The signs would be erected on or about July 11
th
 and would be removed on August 22

nd
.   

5. The Township agrees to fully indemnify and save harmless the Department and all 

Department employees and assume all liability for damages or injury occurring to any 

persons or property through or in consequence of any act or omission of anyone associated 

with the sign or installation of the sign. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of Resolution #38-2014. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Willard 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

S. RESOLUTION #39-2014 – SUBMISSION OF LOCAL SHARE MUNICIPAL GRANT 

APPLICATION TO NCGRERA 
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Mr. Horiszny said Resolution #39-2014 has been prepared authorizing the submission of 2014 

Local Share Municipal Grant applications to the Northampton County Gaming Revenue and 

Economic Redevelopment Authority (NCGRERA) for funding of projects that fall under the 

eligible uses of these funds, as follows:  one police officer wages and benefits and a police vehicle. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said we’ve been submitting a grant application to the Gaming Authority on an annual 

basis for funds to pay for a police officer and vehicle.  That’s what this resolution will do. 

 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF A LOCAL SHARE MUNICIPAL 

GRANT APPLICATION TO THE NORTHAMPTON COUNTY GAMING REVENUE & 

ECONOMIC REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Pennsylvania Race Horse and Development and Gaming Act (Act 

2004-71), as amended, local governments receive a “Local Share” of gross terminal slot revenues 

of certain licensed gaming facilities to support and enhance community and economic well-being 

and mitigate the impact of gaming and related activities; and  

 

WHEREAS, Northampton County, as the host county to a licensed gaming facility receives gross 

terminal slot revenues which must be distributed as follows: 20% to the host city; 30% to the host 

county and 50% to the host county for the purpose of making municipal grants within the county, 

with priority given to municipalities contiguous to the host city; and 

 

WHEREAS, Northampton County established the Northampton County Gaming Revenue & 

Economic Redevelopment Authority to administer these competitive municipal grants based upon 

impacts associated with licensed gaming facility operations; and 

WHEREAS, Lower Saucon Township is a contiguous municipality to the City of Bethlehem 

which is the host city of a licensed gaming facility; and     

 

WHEREAS, Lower Saucon Township has prepared Local Share Municipal Grant Applications for 

submission to the Northampton County Gaming Revenue & Economic Redevelopment Authority 

for projects that fall under the eligible uses of these funds. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS: 

 

1. That the Council of Lower Saucon Township hereby approves the submission of Local 

Share Municipal Grant Applications for: 

 Lower Saucon Township – Funding for a Police Officer wages and benefits 

 Police vehicle 

2. That the President of the Lower Saucon Township Council is hereby authorized to 

execute the grant applications and transmit the applications to the Northampton County 

Gaming Revenue & Economic Redevelopment Authority. 

3. That grant funds, if awarded, will be utilized in accordance with the provisions 

established by the Northampton County Gaming Revenue & Economic Redevelopment 

Authority.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Horiszny moved for approval of Resolution #39-2014. 

SECOND BY:  Mrs. deLeon 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

T. RESOLUTION #40-2014 – JOINT SUBMISSION OF LOCAL SHARE MUNICIPAL 

GRANT APPLICATION TO NCGRERA 
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Mr. Horiszny said Resolution #40-2014 has been prepared to support the submission of the Local 

Share Municipal Grant Application by Hellertown Borough for the purchase of a 

rehabilitation/multiple casualty incident trailer for Dewey Ambulance Company. 

 

Mr. Cahalan said this resolution would support the submission of the incident trailer along with 

Hellertown. 

 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE JOINT SUBMISSION OF A LOCAL SHARE 

MUNICIPAL GRANT APPLICATION TO THE NORTHAMPTON COUNTY GAMING 

REVENUE & ECONOMIC REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Pennsylvania Race Horse and Development and Gaming Act (Act 

2004-71), as amended, local governments receive a “Local Share” of gross terminal slot revenues 

of certain licensed gaming facilities to support and enhance community and economic well-being 

and mitigate the impact of gaming and related activities; and  

 

WHEREAS, Northampton County, as the host county to a licensed gaming facility receives gross 

terminal slot revenues which must be distributed as follows: 20% to the host city; 30% to the host 

county and 50% to the host county for the purpose of making municipal grants within the county, 

with priority given to municipalities contiguous to the host city; and 

 

WHEREAS, Northampton County established the Northampton County Gaming Revenue & 

Economic Redevelopment Authority to administer these competitive municipal grants based upon 

impacts associated with licensed gaming facility operations; and 

 

WHEREAS, Hellertown Borough and Lower Saucon Township are contiguous to the City of 

Bethlehem, which is the host city of a licensed gaming facility; and     

 

WHEREAS, Hellertown Borough has prepared a Local Share Municipal Grant Application for 

Dewey Ambulance Company  to be submitted to the Northampton County Gaming Revenue & 

Economic Redevelopment Authority for projects that fall under the eligible uses of these funds; 

and 

WHEREAS, Hellertown Borough is requesting a resolution from Lower Saucon Township 

supporting this submission. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS: 

 

1. That the Council of Lower Saucon Township hereby supports the submission of the 

Local Share Municipal Grant Application by Hellertown Borough for: 

 Dewey Ambulance Company for the purchase of a Rehabilitation/Multiple 

Casualty Incident Trailer 

2. That grant funds, if awarded, will be utilized in accordance with the provisions 

established by the Northampton County Gaming Revenue & Economic Redevelopment 

Authority.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of Resolution #40-2014. 

SECOND BY:  Mrs. deLeon 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   
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VI. MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS ITEMS 

 

A. APPROVAL OF JANUARY 15, 2014 MINUTES 

 

 Mr. Horiszny the draft minutes of the January 15, 2014 Council meeting have been prepared and 

are ready for Council’s review and approval. 

 

 Mrs. deLeon said are we going to put a little note in the minutes said that the last meeting was 

cancelled due to a snow storm.  Maybe we can put that in the front of tonight’s minutes.   

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Willard moved for approval of the January 15, 2014 minutes.  There were no minutes for 

the February 5, 2014 meeting as the meeting was cancelled due to snow. 

SECOND BY:  Mrs. deLeon 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 3-1 (Mr. Horiszny – No; Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

B. APPROVAL OF JANUARY 2014 FINANCIAL REPORTS 

 

Mr. Horiszny the draft minutes of the January 2014 financial reports have been prepared and are 

ready for Council’s review and approval. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of the January 2014 financial reports. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Willard 

 Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

VII. PUBLIC COMMENT/CITIZEN NON-AGENDA ITEMS  
 Matt McClarin, 2198 Riverside Drive said he wanted to share a date with you, February 15, 2012.  

It’s been nearly two years since we started the discussion of Applebutter Road.  As a neighboring 

property owner, he would like to question the Township or Council on what exactly is going on.  

This is not something to be hanging over your heads for two years being a resident and not 

knowing if an industrial operation is going to be moving closer to your home.  It’s not fair now that 

this has been drug out this long.  He wants an answer on who restarts it or is it a dead issue?  His 

neighbors keep asking him.  They have no idea what’s going on down there.  He thinks he’d 

appreciate somewhat of an answer of what is going on.  Attorney Treadwell said he assumes Mr. 

McClarin is talking about the zoning changes.  Mr. McClarin said yes.  Attorney Treadwell said for 

the zoning, we had the public hearing back in October.  The next step for Council to take if you 

want to move it forward would be to authorize the zoning amendment be advertised for adoption.  

That has not been done yet.  The last time that it was discussed at a Council meeting, he believes 

Mr. Kern was here at that time and he said it would not just show up on a Council agenda, Council 

would say we are going to put it on a future agenda so everyone who would be interested would be 

aware of that fact.  That has not happened yet.  He isn’t sharing any secrets that Mr. Kern is sick.  

He has not talked to him at all about this and he doesn’t know what any of the other Council 

members intent is regarding that.  As far as the next step is concerned, in order to move the process 

forward, if that’s what Council wants to do, we have to put it on an agenda and the agenda item 

would be authorization to advertise the amendment to the zoning ordinance.   Then there would be 

a vote at that time.  Mr. McClarin said at February 15, 2012, Mr. Blose asked Council if they could 

do an economic impact study of the area for the rezoning.  See what the impact would be if the land 

got rezoned.  We have this lull in time and it’s been asked more than once how much that would 

actually cost a third party to go out there and see the impact.  As a taxpayer and property owner, we 

all benefit in this Township with low taxes, but it’s a lose-lose for him if he’s going to lose money 

on his property value and has low taxes.  That’s what you got to understand.  If someone came out 

there, a third party and said he wasn’t going to lose his property value, or his investment from the 

rezoning, that’s fine.  He thinks you owe it to them, since you have this time, spend a thousand 
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bucks and have this done.  It can’t hurt to inform what is going to happen.  Mr. Blose asked this 

twice already.  He doesn’t think that’s much to ask, you get all this money from the landfill, spend 

a thousand bucks on a study and see what happens.  When you do the property easements for the 

open space, do those people not have to pay property tax to the Township for the rest of the time 

they own the property?  Attorney Treadwell said they pay property taxes, but their property tax rate 

is frozen.  If everyone else’s went up, theirs would stay at the rate it was when the easement was 

granted.  Mr. Horiszny said he understands his delay, but he’s hoping we get a little bit of 

information out of the Economic Task Force that Mr. Willard recently convened and they are 

active right now.  That should be helpful to us.  He doesn’t know that we have ever tried to do the 

impact study, but we tried to provide some information at the high school about economic impact.  

Mr. McClarin said there have been studies done on the relationship between landfills and 

neighborhoods, but nothing is conclusive.  It takes someone to come out and see.  He’s not talking 

about landfills, he’s talking about industrial use instead of an RA on the other side of the mountain, 

actually having heavy industrial on the other side of the mountain.  That would be appreciated.  

Mrs. deLeon said on the question you asked about the easement properties, if the open space 

property is bought completely, then explain that.  Attorney Treadwell said if the Township buys the 

property, then the Township doesn’t pay taxes.  Mrs. deLeon said the County and the school 

district loses out.  Mr. McClarin said he understands that.  Mr. Maxfield said we have to be clear 

when we say lose out, lose out, the reason for preserving open space is financial reasons, for 

economic reasons is that it saves the community money.  Mr. Willard said he thinks we’ve done a 

lot of exploration of the effect on the Township budget whether the landfill expands or not, and 

there may be some valid information coming out of the Economic Development project and that 

won’t come till October and that’s more for all business revenue in the Township and that’s 

unrelated to whether the landfill expands or not.  Can you explain more what you mean by 

economic impact study?  Mr. McClarin said it was Mr. Blose.  He just wanted to see by switching 

the zoning from RA to LI, whether it be what is allowed in that zoning, what the impact would be 

for the local community – property wise, tax wise, whatever.  Mostly just the value of our homes, 

what would they go from.  That’s the biggest determination in his eyes. Your home is your 

investment.  Have that taken away or know it’s going to be taken away and tarnished by something 

that wasn’t there before is kind of crappy.  Mr. Willard said this is a little bit along the lines of 

engaging an independent consultant to look at the Township budget and environmental issues that 

Tom requested.  If there is an independent third party who could do this at a reasonable cost, and it 

was requested on more than one occasion, can we explore that and report back.  Mr. McClarin said 

along with the noise and the other things that go along with it, quality of life issues; he doesn’t 

know if someone could tell you all those things, all those variables.  Mr. Willard said he doesn’t 

know the type of individual who would have expertise in that area. 

 

VIII. COUNCIL & STAFF REPORTS 

 

A. TOWNSHIP MANAGER 

 Mr. Cahalan said we all know that it snowed a lot this winter.  Actually we’ve had over 

65” of snowfall so far this winter which they said is the 4
th
 snowiest season of all time.  In 

February, 35” fell so far this month.  We have a lot of winter left, so we could get a lot 

more.  The last round was the biggest one which came in two rounds between February 

11
th
 and the 13

th
 and it dropped over 15” of snow in the Township and it forced us to close 

the Township offices and the LS Authority also closed for the entire day on Thursday.  Our 

Public Works Department was out over 32 hours during the storm plowing and salting 

roads to keep them open.  In the process, they drove over 1,000 miles in total and in 

February used over 3,200 gallons of diesel fuel.  They also used 550 tons of anti-skid and 

salt on the roads.  Following the storm, we had multiple calls from residents about mailbox 

damages, mailboxes that were buried in snow, driveways that were being plowed closed, 

so we put out two announcements and shared them on the website to explain to residents 

the policy about mailboxes.  We had a couple of reports of people who couldn’t get to their 

mail.  The Post Office doesn’t deliver if the mailboxes aren’t shoveled.  We’re trying to 
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work with a resident who is disabled and can’t get to the mailbox and Carol, our 

receptionist is working with the local Boy Scout troop to see if we can help out and get a 

volunteer to help shovel her mailbox so she can get to it.  She can get to it from her car, 

but…Mrs. deLeon interrupted and said that group in Easton, there’s a shelter that’s going 

out and shoveling.  Mr. Cahalan said we have the local Boy Scouts who he thinks are going 

to go out and help us out.  We also issued 21 friendly reminders to residents who have 

sidewalks and said please shovel them.  There’s a 36-hour requirement after the storm, and 

in-large, everyone has complied with that request, we didn’t have to issue any citations.  

We also were pleased to see that residents were following our direction not to park in our 

numerous cul-de-sacs in the Township.  If that happens, it makes it very difficult for the 

plow operator to get into the cul-de-sac and plow the snow.  The Public Works Department 

is still out cleaning up.  The biggest item in the last couple of days was cutting down on the 

piles of snow at intersections and at corners because the sight lines are blocked for drivers.  

They are out there today and tomorrow and Friday to clear the inlets and storm sewers in 

anticipation of the snow melt and heavy rain that’s coming.  Fortunately, we didn’t have 

any injuries to the men or malfunctions of the equipment.  We also were fortunate, we 

didn’t have the problem with the lack of road salt that you saw in the paper that a lot of 

other municipalities experienced.  We were fortunate that Roger made some good 

calculations with the ordering of the salt for this year and we’re also fortunate we have a 

salt shed that can hold 1,200 tons of salt, so we had some salt and anti-skid that was 

stockpiled from the previous year.  That was able to tide us over.  Brien has some 

experience from his Township when you don’t have enough road salt around, so we were 

fortunate to bite that bullet.  To sum it up, it was a busy time and there were some costs 

that came with it.  Our diesel fuel, we budgeted $62,300.00 this year and we’ve used 

$20,746.00 so far or 33% of our budget.  As a comparison from last year, we only used a 

total of $42,462.00 for diesel fuel.  In the winter maintenance budget, this is money we get 

from the state for liquid fuels and is primarily used for salt and anti-skids supplies, we 

budgeted $125,000.00 this year and so far we’ve used $53,907.00 of it or 43% of our 

budgeted total.  The biggest hit is in the overtime.  The Public Works Department was out 

constantly working to keep the roads open and consequently, we budgeted $60,000.00 for 

overtime this year and so far with all the snowstorms, we spent $30,442.00 or 51% of that 

total.  Hopefully we’ll get through without any more prolonged storms.  The one that came 

the other day, we were lucky that it didn’t require a lot of overtime or resources.  That’s 

where we stand with the snow cost. 

 Mr. Cahalan said the Director of Finance has given him a memo which deals with two 

projects.  One was Roeder’s Glen, a development that was not finished and we took money 

from the developer to complete the items on the punch list and the second one is the 

Orchard View estates, we also got money from the bank to complete the items on that 

punch list.  In the Roeder’s Glen, that money has been sitting in the Roeder’s Glen account, 

and the only items left to be done have to do with the detention basin.  We have the money 

to do that and our Public Works will do that.  The money is in a separate account and she is 

requesting that the money be moved into the account which is the detention pond 

maintenance account.  She’s requesting your approval to close out account 77.15792 and 

deposit the money that we are holding there into the detention pond maintenance account 

which is 69.71822.  Once the funds are in that account, they would be itemized for the 

Roeder’s Glen work so we could track the use of those funds.  The second items she’s 

requesting is we received a check for $109,564.20 from R.H. Builders from the bank and 

that’s for the Orchard View Estates development and that also has a punch list of items that 

need to be done with that money.  Our Public Works will be doing that and she’s 

requesting that the money go into the Capital Fund and she would itemize the revenue and 

expenses for any work that would be done in that account.  It would be requested to close 

the one account and deposit the money we received into the Capital Account.  
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MOTION BY: Mr. Horiszny moved for approval to deposit the money we received for Orchard View and 

Roeder’s Glen into the Capital account and close the other account as stated in the discussion 

above. 

SECOND BY: Mrs. deLeon 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

 Mr. Cahalan said the EAC had given Council a recommendation about a prescription drug 

drop box which is in several municipalities.  It’s for out in the administration office and 

people can come in with unused prescriptions and drop them in a secure box which is then 

collected by the PD and disposed of properly.  We have been trying to get one of these 

boxes.  Apparently, Bucks County is way ahead of us.  Their District Attorney’s office has 

been filing applications for grants and they’ve been able to get the funds to place these 

boxes in the municipal buildings, one in Upper Saucon and Springfield, and other places in 

Bucks County.  Northampton County is moving in that direction, but there are no grant 

funds available.  He wanted to mention that our Police Investigator Leidy has been in 

contact with the Northampton County District Attorney’s office and he’s also met with a 

PA Attorney General’s agent and has put in a request for us to get a lock box.  We are 

working on that.  Mr. Maxfield said would it help if Council directed the letter to Mr. 

Morganelli?  Mr. Cahalan said sure, we could do that. 

 

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved for approval to send a letter to Mr. Morganelli regarding our desire for a 

prescription drugs drop-off box. 

SECOND BY: Mr. Horiszny 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent) 

 

Ms. Donna Louder said she wants to take the time to say thank you to Mr. Cahalan for 

taking care of our issue with the truck in the front yard again.  Everybody responded so 

quickly that it was awesome.  It was an event. She appreciates it. The road crew, her hat 

goes off to them as they have been battling the snow as it’s been piling and piling and 

they’ve done a great job, so thank you.  Mr. Cahalan said the issue of the trucks going into 

Steel City, they tried again with PennDOT.  They have refused to put up any more signage 

so we are going to take care of it.  He doesn’t want to say anything more, but we’ll take 

care of the issue ourselves.  Ms. Louder said thank you very much. 

 

B. COUNCIL 

 

Mr. Willard 

 He said we had our first Economic Development Task Force meeting on January 29
th
.  We 

had 15 residents here and there are more volunteers, but some were out of town and 

couldn’t make it that evening.  It was a very good Meet and Greet.  It happened to be on 

the same day as the Lehigh Valley Economic Development Corporation previewed a new 

video about economic development for the Lehigh Valley in general, so we were able to 

show that and have an individual from their organization here.  We outlined the project and 

the desired result which is a report to Council in October.  Next step will be a bus tour on a 

school bus on Saturday, March 1
st
 leaving here at 8:00 am, and Judy our consultant will lay 

out the route for that along with Mr. Cahalan and Chris Garges.  The meeting after that is 

Wednesday, March 26
th
 and that will be a full meeting of the Task Force for brainstorming 

before we get into the research and report writing. 

 He said at request of some of their neighbors, our PD investigated the requirements to set 

up a neighborhood watch and last Wednesday, the 12
th
 there was a meeting here open to 

the public, but most of the folks were from our neighborhood.  It was conducted by the PD, 

Sgt. Barndt, Corporal Connell, Officers Haggerty and Roxberry.  Investigator Leidy will be 

our liaison in setting this up.  He had an indication from one of the residents they would be 

a block captain.  It looks like something we will be able to establish.  It’s a case study and 
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the PD would like to get other communities involved.  There were several other residents 

from other communities and they may take it back to implement something in their 

neighborhood. 

 He wanted to echo what Donna said about our PW Department.  Just a totally awesome job 

and the best illustration for him was one of our residents said to him, and he had already 

thought about it and experienced it, the difference in Saucon Valley Road between Lower 

Saucon and Upper Saucon is just an illustration of what a good job our PW does.   

 He also wants to thank Cathy Gorman for the new financial report which was sent out to us 

last week.  This needs to be reviewed and developed a little further, but it will be made 

public.  It’s budget versus actual and let us know how we’re tracking. We had a lengthy 

discussion regarding the budget sessions and about how much contingency budget and 

when and if it would be utilized, so this will give us a better handle on it.  To prove a point, 

the first thing that jumped out at him immediately was the cost of all the snow removal.  

The report looks like it will serve its purpose. 

 He said the Gaming Commission meeting on March 24
th
 is the first review of the 

applications, so they approved two of those tonight.  Based on what happened the last time 

around what should never be a precedent setting, but a series of approvals developed where 

it was 50%, the Township’s budget and 50% from the Gaming Commission funds.  That 

should not occur in the applications we are bringing this time and he may do a little 

lobbying with individual members beforehand to make sure it doesn’t.  That was a 

surprising turn of events last time. 

 

Mr. Kern – Absent 

 

Mr. Horiszny 
 He attended a LVPC Housing Symposium at Seidersville Hall on February 6

th
 and there 

was an LVEDC person there who attended your 29
th
 meeting and she said it was very 

good. 

 The LS Authority met last night and reorganized.  We’ve had four main breaks already this 

year.  We had a total of four last year.  That’s not a good start.  A lot of them are attributed 

to the weather.  We had a boil water advisory and that was due to the City of Bethlehem 

main break that our guys helped them locate and repair.  That’s a tough start, water-wise. 

 

Mr. Maxfield 
 He said just to say it real short, he got a call from a friend asking him why are the 

Township roads in so much better shape than the State roads.   

 

Mrs. deLeon  

 On Thursday, February 27
th
, from 7:30 am to 9:00 am at Hellertown Borough Hall, the 

Chamber is offering biz to biz conversation on enhancing local efforts in the community.  

She passed out a flyer on the information.   

 On Thursday, March 27
th
, from 5:30 pm to 8:00 pm, Silver Creek Country Club, 

Hellertown-Lower Saucon Chamber will hold their 92
nd

 annual banquet.  The tickets are 

$40.00 and Jack was contacted for the proclamations.  If anyone is interested in going, 

there are forms.  The honorees will be Braveheart and Saucon Valley Farmers Market.  

Guest speaker is Ashley Russo, President and Executive Producer of ASR Media 

Productions and host of the Peak. 

 If anyone knows any senior student, the Chamber has an annual Phyllis Schnaible 

scholarship that they give out. The application deadline is April1 15
th
.  If anyone knows a 

senior, in the Saucon Valley, no matter what school they go to, they can apply for it.   

 Anything going on with Banko Lane?  We were talking about the roads widths of Banko 

Lane awhile back.  Mr. Cahalan said that was something that we sent a letter to Springfield 

Township on and asked if they would approve the detour, and we never got a response 

back.  Mrs. deLeon said could you send them another letter again asking them.  Mr. 



General Business & Developer Meeting    

February 19, 2014 
 

Page 33 of 33 

Cahalan said it wasn’t the one with the bridge replacement on 412, this was previously a 

gentleman who came in about the large trucks using it as their detour and he was asking if 

we could restrict them on the road so they would use other roads.  We sent a letter to 

Springfield asking if they would agree.  Mr. Maxfield said it was quarry trucks.  Mr. 

Cahalan said he’ll resend the letter.  It was Joe Szakos.    

 

B. SOLICITOR – No report 

C. PLANNER – No report 

D. ENGINEER  
 Mr. Brien Kocher said they’ve been working with Public Works and the Manager on 

Public Works projects coming up for the Spring.  Some of them we will be bringing back 

to Council as the snow melts. 

 

V. ADJOURNMENT 

 

MOTION BY: Mrs. deLeon moved for adjournment.  The time was 9:55 pm. 

SECOND BY:  Mr. Willard 

Mr. Horiszny asked if anyone had any questions?  No one raised their hand. 

ROLL CALL: 4-0 (Mr. Kern – Absent)   

 

Submitted by: 

 

 

________________________________    __________________________________ 

Jack Cahalan       Ron Horiszny     

Township Manager      President of Council 


