
 

 

MANHEIM TOWNSHIP 
5191 Wool Mill Road 

Glenville, PA  17329 
 

Minutes, Manheim Township Board of Supervisors Meeting 

November 18, 2024 

 

The Manheim Township Board of Supervisors, York County, PA met on Monday, November 18, 

2024 to transact the regular monthly business. 

 

The following were in attendance: 

Larry Miller - Chairman 

Rose Kirkpatrick – Vice Chairman 

Nate Osborne - Supervisor 

 

Township Staff: 

Michelle Hershey, Administrator-Secretary-Treasurer 

Dennis Perks, Zoning Officer - Public Works Manager 

John Elliott, Solicitor 

 

There were 8 people in the audience. 

 

Chairman Miller called the meeting to order at 7:00 PM with the Pledge to the Flag. 

 

Executive Session - None 

 

Announcements – York County has issued a temporary 30 day Burn Ban effective November 1, 

2024, to November 30, 2024. 

 

Manheim Township was awarded a $439,299.00 from the Local Share Account Statewide grant 

funding program. The grant will allow Manheim Township to make essential equipment 

upgrades, including replacing the township’s single axle dump truck, compact truck loader, as 

well as adding a new F-600 truck. 

 

Public Comment  

None 

 

Consent Motion Package  

Chairman Miller made a motion, seconded by Vice Chairman Kirkpatrick, to approve the 

consent motion package consisting of: Board Minutes of October 21, October 28 & November 

11, 2024, Tax Collector Report of October 2024, and reports from the following: Road 

Department (October 2024), Zoning Reports (October 2024), and NYCRPD Activity reports 

(October 2024). 

Vote 3-0           

                                                                                                                                        

A.   Board Correspondence – None 



 

 

B.    Solicitors Report – Nothing to Report 

 

C.    Committee Reports  

 

1. Northern York County Regional Police Department –  

Lieutenant Migatalski reported that the substation cell tower is still in progress of being built.  

The construction of the new police headquarters is underway. NYCRPD received a 

$2,000,000.00 grant to go towards construction of the new headquarters. 

 

2. EMA –  Public Works Manager Perks reported that he spoke with Mr. Dickmyer and he has 

requested that the township look for a replacement for him as EMA Coordinator.  Mr. Dickmyer 

stated he doesn’t have the time to attend all the classes and training involved with being the 

EMA Coordinator. 

 

D.  Subdivision – None 

 

E. Unfinished Business – 

 

Ordinance Amendments 

This can remain tabled. 

 

A) Agricultural Entrance 

B) Timber Harvest  

C) Junk  

D) Police Citations for Zoning Violations  

E) Shooting Range  

 

Brodbeck Road Violation 

Zoning Officer Perks reported that he met with Jackie Walker this morning.  Perks reported that 

junk is still being moved out, but not as fast because he was working more than he has in 

previous months. Perks stated that Mr. Walker had concerns that the vehicles that he was using 

to remove the junk were being sabotaged, such as water in fuel tanks, tires being flattened.  Vice 

Chairman Kirkpatrick asked if a police report had been filed.  Perks stated no, Mr. Walker stated 

that the cops would just laugh at him. Perks told Mr. Walker that he needs to contact the police 

so that there is a paper trail that this is happening. Supervisor Osborne asked how far off of his 

target was he for this month. Perks stated maybe close to half his target expected this month.  

Vice Chairman Kirkpatrick asked what Perks thinks a good time frame would be to have this all 

cleaned up if he works at a reasonable pace.  Perks stated that he thinks 6 months. The Board of 

Supervisors requested that Perks contact Mr. Walker informing him that he has 6 months or until 

June of 2025 to have all the junk removed. 

 

Violation Enforcement Ridge Rd. property 

Solicitor Elliotte reported that he is working with Zoning Officer Perks regarding a Zoning 

Violation being filed with the District Justice.  The issue is trying to figure out the correct 

procedure with the new District Justice and how the District Justice thinks that the township 

should be used for enforcement notices.  Solicitor Elliotte stated that he will have to contact their 



 

 

office to confirm that our ordinance may be worded differently than some of the other 

municipalities in terms of criminal citations vs a civil action complaint.  

 

Road Department Radios and Repeater 

Supervisor Osborne reported that he is still waiting for the equipment. Once he receives it, he 

would be able to bring a handheld radio down for the township to try. This can remain tabled. 

 

Comprehensive Plan Grant Discussion 

There are currently no grants applicable for the Comprehensive Plan update at this time. This can 

remain tabled. 

 

Discuss Security Camera Options and Review Quotes for Manheim Adventure Park 

Perks provided quotes for the security cameras, internet costs and licenses: 

 
          Starlink        Gateway                     Comcast 

Internet        $120.00 Per Month        $17,195.25 (5 Years)              $142.00 Per Month 

Install             $461.00 Install by Mtwp        $ Included above       $99.00 install by Comcast 

Term              N/A       N/A                  2 year minimum 

5 Year Cost              $7,200.00            Included above                        $8,520.00 

Verkada Cameras & License  $7,188.00   $7,188.00            $7,188.00 

Total           $14,849.00   $24,383.25           $15,807.00 

 

Vice Chairman Kirkpatrick made a motion, seconded by Supervisor Osborne to authorize the use 

of the ARPA funds to purchase the security cameras using Starlink Internet with a total cost of 

$14,849.00. 

Vote 3-0  

 

F. New Business–  

Barley Snyder Attorney at Law Discuss Ordinance Amendment 

Charmaine Nyman, Esquire with Barley Snyder who represents Diana Boyd and Wade Fuhrman 

addressed the Board of Supervisors to discuss with the Board the potential opportunity to work 

with the Board on a text amendment to the zoning ordinances. Solicitor Nyman stated that her 

clients own 51.46 acres located on the corner of Hokes Road and Glenville road, which is 

currently vacant farmland. The text amendment would propose a use permitted via special 

exception in the Agricultural Zone for agritainment venue purposes in order to hold weddings, 

bridal showers, various events. They are asking the Board what they would envision the process 

looking like, and what kinds of items the Board would want to see addressed in a proposed text 

amendment to address concerns regarding future development. Solicitor Nyman provided a copy 

of the proposed building.  Vice Chairman Kirkpatrick asked how is this suppose to help the 

township. Solicitor Nyman stated that an event space will draw a crowd and bring more 

awareness to the agriculture aspect, this township does tend to have quite a bit of farmland which 

helps to preserve and expose people to that way of life.  Chairman Miller asked if sales of 

products would be part of this. Solicitor Nyman stated as of right now no, but can’t say in 10 

years that there wouldn’t be a desire to put in a catering company that’s associated with the 

venue, that’s not what they are exploring today. This would just be a space with just tables and 

chairs.  Chairman Miller asked you aren’t intending to sell any produce or products. Solicitor 

Nyman stated no.  Solicitor Elliotte stated that the closest thing in the township ordinance 



 

 

currently is a recreational facility, which is currently not permitted in the AG zone.  Solicitor 

Elliotte stated that this is something that the board needs to think about allowing and it’s 

ultimately the boards discretion whether or not to amend the zoning ordinance.  If the process 

goes through the text amendment petition, the petitioner would propose how they would like to 

see it, propose the definition of their use, where it would be allowed, what the special exception 

requirements would be and then it’s the boards discretion to say yes or no on the ideas Solicitor 

Elliotte stated that if this is something that is being considered it would be helpful to have a 

conversation back and forth with the petitioners, so some of the issues can be ironed out before 

they are in front of a hearing.  Solicitor Elliotte stated that whatever the decision the board 

decides it should be geared towards an entire zone, if you make an ordinance amendment that is 

geared specifically toward this one property you will run in to the possibility of spot zoning 

issues which aren’t permitted. Chairman Miller stated that it sounds like the most efficient way 

to do this would be for them to compile their suggested amendments along with their reasons and 

intentions and then from that the board would have something to compare to with other 

townships.  Solicitor Elliotte asked Solicitor Nyman if they are open to informally presenting 

their thoughts on definitions, what they propose as criteria. Solicitor Nyman stated, yes.  

Solicitor Nyman stated they didn’t want to blind side the board with a text amendment, they 

wanted to see if this was even something the board would be interested in entertaining before 

they spend the time and energy moving forward on this.  Supervisor Osborne stated that he has 

reservations about going down this road of creating amendments for this type of thing to just 

tweak our ordinances.  Supervisor Osborne stated that we are struggling right now tightening up 

problem areas in our ordinances, much less jumping in to expanding and opening things up. 

Supervisor Osborne stated that he is not on the positive side of this, he doesn’t want to see them 

waste money unless they are very adamant about this and really feel strongly about pursuing this.  

Supervisor Osborne stated for him to understand  what they are asking or where they want to go, 

he would be interested in seeing the proposal, but again would hate to see a cost incurred when 

he’s already on a negative slant regarding this.  Property owner Diane Boyd asked Supervisor 

Osborne what the negative is.  Supervisor Osborne stated that his concern is that they don’t want 

to get in to doing spot zoning and amendments for specific areas, he has a perception that this is 

one of those instances. He feels it’s important that they have a good uniform applied ordinances 

across the books for the entire township.  He’s concerned we are applying a lot of AG terms to a 

business, trying to make it sound like an AG but he doesn’t see any AG about it other than it 

looks like a barn, but is that really agricultural and he feels like they are mixing terms and trying 

to put the agricultural label on it.  Supervisor Osborne stated that one of his first questions would 

be have any of the neighbors of this parcel been solicited on what their views are on making this 

amendment and what that would mean to there property. Ms. Boyd stated not at this time, they 

wanted to get the boards input first. Supervisor Osborne stated that his concern is the residents in 

general, he would like to see them do what they want to do, but also don’t want to see that at the 

expense of the neighbors.  How are the neighbors going to feel when 150 cars come rolling in to 

this site.  Ms. Boyd stated that she already met with Lineboro Fire Department and they stated 

everything that they can do, the number of people in the social area, number of tables and chairs, 

or just having chairs or just having pub tables and they have no objections on this project. 

Supervisor Osborne stated  he wants to be open minded about new ideas and it’s just kind of out 

there right now. Solicitor Nyman stated that things that can be proposed is potential limits on 

capacity, hours of operation, limitation on the frequency of use, just some of the things to be 

considered.  Chairman Miller stated that another thing that they need to keep in mind is that if 



 

 

this goes through and it’s built and then it doesn’t work out. What does the property become for 

the township after that.  Chairman Miller stated that if something can be put together that they 

can read and digest to help them figure out what agritainment is and how it will help the 

township. 

 

ARPA Funds Discussion 

Randy Brady met with Public Works Manager Perks to discuss the option of putting up an 80 x 

100 building for maintenance.  Mr. Brady stated that an 80 x 100 building would not fit properly 

in the area and making it to close to the office building.  Mr. Brady stated that tearing down the 

current building doesn’t make sense because all that needs to be done is taking the siding and 

take the spout off that building and keeping it.  He can’t see tearing that building down and build 

another one when they can wrap around that one.  Mr. Brady proposed they go out the back 30 ft 

and came across 64 ft towards the ramp going towards the back property, come out 50 ft from 

that point and back 24 ft to the existing side door and that would allow room to put the 20 x 40 

salt building out front.  The back left corner then would be for storage.  Mr. Brady stated for the 

80 x 100 the concrete aspect was looking at a cost of $70,000.00 but by doing the construction 

proposed the concrete cost is about $39,000.00. Mr. Brady stated that Perks was working on 

getting a cost from Precision Engineer Buildings but they need a representative to come to the 

township building to provide a quote. Due to time constraints of having to have the ARPA funds 

allocated and contracted by December 31, 2024 Administrator Hershey stated that the 

$278,044.72 ARPA funds can be allocated to the Wool Mill Road Project for 2025 as we can get 

that under contract by December 31, 2025 and then put the funds that were going towards Wool 

Mill Road project in to the Capital Reserve Fund to allocate it to go towards the new building 

once plans, engineering, bidding and costs are completed. 

 

Chairman Miller made a motion, seconded by Supervisor Osborne to authorize the $278,044.72 

APRA funds to be allocated to the Wool Mill Road Project and that the funds allocated for the 

Wool Mill Road project will be put in to the Capital Reserve Fund to be allocated for the new 

storage building and salt barn. 

Vote 3-0 

 

Penn Waste Tipping Fee Increase as of January 1, 2025 

Administrator Hershey reported that effective January 1, 2025, disposal rates at the York County 

Resource Recovery Facility are increasing $4.00/ton. The York County Disposal Plan mandates 

that all municipal-like waste be disposed of at the York Incinerator. As a result of this disposal 

increase, Penn Waste will need to increase its quarterly rate per home by $3.39 per quarter. The 

original rate for January 2024 was $86.88 per quarter. The new quarterly rate for Manheim 

Township will be $90.27 per quarter effective January 1, 2025. This figure was arrived at by 

using the township’s 2023 tonnage figures for a total of 954.59 tons. The Pay-per-bag rate option 

will not be increased. 

 

Adopt and Advertise the 2025 Proposed Budget 

Chairman Miller made a motion, seconded by Vice Chairman Kirkpatrick to Adopt and 

Advertise the 2025 proposed budget. 

Vote 3-0 

 



 

 

G. Purchase Requisitions: None 

 

H. Training Notices: None 

 

Next Meeting –  

December 16, 2025 @7:00 pm  

With no further business Chairman Miller adjourned the meeting at 8:00 pm 


