
 

 

MANHEIM TOWNSHIP 
5191 Wool Mill Road 

Glenville, PA  17329 
 

Minutes, Manheim Township Board of Supervisors Meeting 

November 17, 2025 

 

The Manheim Township Board of Supervisors, York County, PA met on Monday, November 17, 

2025 to transact the regular monthly business. 

 

The following were in attendance: 

Larry Miller – Chairman 

Rose Kirkpatrick – Vice Chairman 

Nate Osborne - Supervisor 

 

Township Staff: 

Dennis Perks, Zoning Officer - Public Works Manager 

Michelle Hershey, Administrator-Secretary-Treasurer 

John Elliott, Solicitor 

 

There were 0 people in the audience. 

 

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

 

Executive Session – Chairman Miller stated that there were two executive sessions to discuss 

personal matters on October 27, 2025 & November 17, 2025. 

 

Announcements – None 

 

Public Comment – None 

 

Consent Motion Package  

Chairman Miller made a motion, seconded by Supervisor Osborne, to approve the consent 

motion package consisting of: Board Minutes of October 20, 2025, Tax Collector Report of 

October 2025, Planning Commission November 6, 2025 (draft) and reports from the following: 

Road Department (October 2025), Zoning Reports (October 2025), and NYCRPD Activity 

reports (October 2025). 

Vote 3-0         

                                                                                                                                        

A.   Board Correspondence – None 

 

B.    Solicitors Report –  

 

1. Civil Action Hearing Case Ridge Rd. property postponed until December 10, 2025 @ 

3:00 pm. The defendant asked for a continuance. This can remain tabled. 

 



 

 

2. Hiring Private Investigator for Abandoned Property located at 5115 Arnold Rd. 

 

Solicitor Elliott reported that he contacted Constable Barry Barts. Solicitor Elliott sent the 

letter and invoices to Mr. Barts a provided him the background information.  Mr. Barts is 

going to confirm his fee schedule but doesn’t feel that this should be too much of an issue 

locating the owner of the residence.  Solicitor Elliott stated that depending on where they 

residence is located we can decide to either mail the collection letter and invoices or if close 

enough Mr. Barts can hand deliver. 
 

3. Ag Security Draft Ordinance Amendment 

Solicitor Elliott reported that he had emailed a draft that he had prepared for the agricultural 

preservation amendments. Solicitor Elliott reported that what he prepared is just within the ag 

zone. These changes track essentially with what was recommended by the engineer who had 

looked into it and used the language that the agricultural board uses in their appendix for 

scoring the applications. Solicitor Elliott stated that's where the paragraph F comes in. 

Essentially, we'd add two sections, one to section 204.4A4, which would be the maximum 

area of the parent track that may be subdivided or developed, may not exceed 25% of the 

total track that's decided, defined in section 103. Then we'd also be adding a paragraph F, 

which is lots subdivided or developed to set forth in this section, shall be located on the least 

productive soils for the parent track. Solicitor Elliott stated again that sentence is essentially 

tracking the language used in the appendix for the scoring sheet for the preservation board. 

Chairman Miller asked if this is basically an addition to the existing ordinance. Solicitor 

Elliott stated yes, we wouldn't be taking anything out. This would just be an extra 

requirement under that section 204.4 laying out where there's one development right every 

five acres and there's a specific lot size and what you have there. This would be an additional 

requirement that would kind of limit that. Vice Chairman Kirkpatrick asked would that 

ultimately then improve the scoring for those individuals? Solicitor Elliott stated yes, 

presumably, the point of this is that you'd get the extra 25 points that they're not getting now.  

Solicitor Elliott stated the second point in his email was that the engineer had suggested 

pretty much identical language to be put in the conservation zone in the rural residential 

zone, presumably because there probably are lots of farmers in those zones that people might 

be interested in doing. However, for this particular kind of preservation, If you go outside 

that, our conservation in the rural residential zone have different purposes and they're 

intended for other uses besides primarily farming. The courts have said that kind of 

agricultural preservation is fine. Solicitor Elliott stated that it’s a legitimate municipal 

purpose, but the ordinance as a whole has to balance that preservation with other kinds of 

development in other areas within the township. So, if you were in the agricultural zone, this 

is not all that big of a change compared to what's already there. This would be a pretty 

dramatic change in any other zone, including rural residential, and commercial, where now 

you'd be changing the expectations people have probably had living there for years that, 

thinking they can develop their property or subdivide in accordance with the zoning as it's 

been for years, and now you're talking about being limited as though everything in that zone 

is farmland, and that can be problematic. That kind of thing has been challenged. Solicitor 

Elliott stated that the one particular case he sent was one example where, when the township 

is trying to implement those sort of preservation requirements outside of an agricultural zone, 



 

 

it's open to being challenged. Solicitor Elliott thinks if we were to just copy and paste this 

basic language and add it to conservation zone or rural residential, there's a good chance 

somebody there could legitimately gripe about that and challenge the legality of a provision 

like that outside of the agricultural zone. 

Chairman Miller asked would it be a better solution to rezone and bring farms out of the rural 

residential and conservation where possible? Solicitor Elliott stated it could be, particularly if 

there are a number of farms that are directly adjacent to the agricultural zone.  Vice 

Chairman Kirkpatrick asked what if you looked at all the available farms that are in rural 

residential as they sit today that are attached or adjacent to agricultural zones and say, okay, 

we're going to send a letter out to those particular landowners and say, would you be 

interested in returning back to the agricultural zone? Solicitor Elliott stated yes, you could. 

Supervisor Osborne asked what if 50% say no and 50% say yes, which is a force of action 

plan. Supervisor Kirkpatrick stated 50% say yes, 50% say no, you let it go. Solicitor Elliott 

stated it sort of depends on how many or what size of the area you want to change, whether 

it's more than just one or two owners. Vice Chairman Kirkpatrick stated we need to 

determine that first. The thing is that you can't just arbitrarily change it. When people already 

have purchased their land and think they're in rural residential, you're giving everyone the 

opportunity that could participate, to say yes, I want to opt in or not.  Solicitor Elliott stated 

it's the kind of thing you can engage with the public to find out if there are numerous 

property holders who would like to see their farms in the ag zone because of something like 

maybe they want to apply for the conservation easement or something like that or if it's 

advantageous, then, you know, it doesn't look like you're singling out one or two owners for 

special treatment, then, there's at least a possibility of doing that to know if there is interest. 

Solicitor Elliott stated that this will need to go to the Planning Commission for comments 

beforehand. Now, it's up to the board whether they want them to look at this and give you 

feedback before you advertise for a hearing because you think they may have some 

suggestions or changes or if they’re confident that this would essentially be approved in the 

form it's in now, and could advertise it for hearing on the matter as soon as the December 

meeting if they wanted. And in the meantime, if the board got feedback from the Planning 

Commission that made them want to think about it and continue that hearing before you vote, 

they could do it that way too. Chairman Miller stated that we're accepting this for 

consideration and passing the draft agricultural zoning amendments to the Planning 

Commission for comments. The proposed final version would be advertised for the 

reorganization meeting on the January 5th. 

C.    Committee Reports -  

 

1. Northern York County Regional Police Department –  

Sgt. Erika Eiker reported that the Toys for Tots drive will be held on December 3, 2025 from 

11:00 am – 1:00 pm at Baily Coach & police headquarters. Sgt. Eiker stated that she’s been with 

the department for 15 years.  One of her duties is that she does the aggressive driving detail and 

the DUI enforcement details.  Sgt. Eiker reported that they receive money from the state to go 

towards extra enforcement for problem areas.  On October 23, 2023 they did a 3.5 hours detail 

on Lineboro Rd. with resulted in 13 stops. 



 

 

 

2. EMA –  Hiring EMA Coordinator 

Chairman Miller made a motion, seconded by Supervisor Osborne to hire Paul Hill for the 

position of EMA Coordinator with an hourly rate of $20.00 per our and a not to exceed amount 

of 84 hours per year without board approval. 

Vote 3-0 

 

D.  Subdivision – None 

 

E. Unfinished Business – 

1. Ordinance Amendments 

This can remain tabled. 

 

A) Agricultural Entrance 

B) Timber Harvest  

C) Junk  

D) Police Citations for Zoning Violations  

E) Shooting Range  

 

2. Brodbeck Road Violation 

Public Works Manager Perks reported that he met with Mr. Walker today.  Mr. Walker had 3 

trucks cut up and will be getting hauled out and had a trash bin full of garbage. Mr. Walker 

informed Perks that he now has Power of Attorney for his mother.  The Board of Supervisors 

would like verification that this is accurate.   

 

3. Violation Enforcement Ridge Rd. property 

Administrator Hershey reported that the civil action hearing case was postponed until December 

10, 2025 @ 3:00 pm. The defendant asked for a continuance. 

 

4. Violation Blooming Grove Rd. Property – 

Zoning Officer Perks stated that it looks like the wood piles beside the barn are getting smaller 

and that is the only noticeable change. 

 

5. Road Department Radios and Repeater 

Supervisor Osborne reported that he provided 2 radios for the road department to test. 

 

5. Comprehensive Plan Steering Committee –  

Chairman Miller reported that they should have the draft description part of the comprehensive 

plan next month for the board to review. Once that’s complete they will start getting in to the 

ordinance section. 

 

 

 

 

F. New Business–  

1.   Adopt and Advertise the 2026 Proposed Budget 



 

 

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

the 2026 proposed budget as presented. 

Vote 3-0 

 

2.    Bucket Truck Discussion 

Due to a pricing description and review of the invoice received for hydraulic repairs and 

unauthorized charges from Stephenson Equipment Supervisor Osborne will be contacting them 

to discuss the unauthorized charges. 

 

3.    HRG Discussion 

The board has asked Zoning Officer Perks to contact HRG to discuss the Open Space Grant for 

our Comprehensive Plan update and when can the township apply for this.  Vice Chairman 

Kirkpatrick asked Zoning Officer Perks to send an email with the information that HRG comes 

back with. 

 

G. Purchase Requisitions:  

 

1. Road Dept. – Stainless Steel Oil Pan – Truck Specialties – $1,500.00 

 

2. Road Dept. – 55 Gallon 15W-40 Oil Drum - Napa – $653.61 

 

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

purchase requisition as presented. 

Vote 3-0 

 

H. Training Notices: None 

 

Next Meeting –  

Board of Supervisors Meeting December 15, 2025 @ 7:00 pm 

With no further business Chairman Miller adjourned the meeting at 8:47 pm 


