
 

 

MANHEIM TOWNSHIP 
5191 Wool Mill Road 

Glenville, PA  17329 
 

Minutes, Manheim Township Board of Supervisors Meeting 

June 15, 2026 

 

The Manheim Township Board of Supervisors, York County, PA met on Monday, June 15, 2026 

to transact the regular monthly business. 

 

The following were in attendance: 

Nate Osborne - Chairman 

Larry Miller - Vice Chairman 

Rose Kirkpatrick - Supervisor 

 

Township Staff: 

Michelle Hershey, Administrator-Secretary-Treasurer 

Dennis Perks, Public Works Manager/Zoning Officer 

John Elliott, Solicitor 

 

There were 3 people in the audience. 

 

Chairman Osborne called the meeting to order at 6:00 PM with the Pledge to the Flag. 

 

Executive Session – None  

 

Announcements – None 

 

Public Comment – None 

 

Consent Motion Package  

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

motion package consisting of: Board Minutes of May 18, 2026, Tax Collector Report of May 

2026, Planning Commission Minutes June 4, 2026 (draft) and reports from the following: Road 

Department (May 2026), Zoning Reports (May 2026), and NYCRPD Activity reports (May 

2026). 

Vote 3-0    

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             

A. Board Correspondence –  

Chairman Osborne stated that we want to talk about the email we received. There were questions 

as far as how this township moving forward is going to handle data centers. There was just some 

kind of blanket accusations and concerns. This is one of the reasons we've opened up our 

comprehensive plan to review and from that we've also been looking at our current ordinances to 

see if they align with that comprehensive plan. Chairman Osborne stated after the revised 

comprehensive plan is adopted then we'll review the ordinances from there. Chairman Osborne 

stated we try to do everything that's transparent and public as we possibly can regardless of some 



 

 

people's preconceived notions. We will advertise and we will discuss it in public as we make 

changes 

 

B.    Solicitors Report –  

Solicitor Elliott asked if the draft comprehensive plan is ready for consideration. Does the board 

want him to have that advertised for hearing and potential adoption at the next meeting? 

 

Chairman Miller made a motion, seconded by Supervisor Kirkpatrick to authorize Solicitor Elliot 

to advertise for public hearing and potential adoption of the comprehensive plan for the next 

meeting. 

Vote 3-0 

  

Chairman Osborse asked is there any reason we should or shouldn't advertise it on our website 

and post the revised comprehensive plan.  Administrator Hershey stated that she will post it on the 

website, Facebook, Savvy Citizen and the electronic sign. 

 

Solicitor Elliott stated that he followed up on a request regarding Brodbeck Road. He confirmed 

that Kurt Blake is indeed representing Jackie Walker and that they've opened an estate property so 

he can use him as a contact person for purposes of dealing with the potential nuisance issues. 

Solicitor Elliot asked If Zoning Officer Perks could just confirm the current condition of the 

property so he can pass that to Attorney Blake and then he will be in touch with him with regard 

to their efforts to address that.  

 

Solicitor Elliott stated that he had passed along an email last week with some additional 

information about data centers and generally in some of the model or other proposed ordinances 

that some municipalities have considered, the kind of protections that they felt are necessary to 

protect residents from the potential impacts of data centers. As you said, that's part of the 

comprehensive plan process and then reviewing ordinances. That's not already contemplated. 

Solicitor Elliott stated, he thinks that's something the board should consider adopting is 

specifically having zoning ordinance provisions dealing with data centers because it's becoming a 

thing, so to speak. And there's a lot of places that, they're not ready for it when the data centers 

come to town. Vice Chairman Miller asked where would we go to find out the extent to which we 

can limit – we have to provide for all things. Solicitor Elliott stated yes, you can't write it out of 

existence and say they can't. But you can limit it to areas where that kind of intensity is 

appropriate. Solicitor Elliott stated in his view, that's basically industrial zoned areas. You can 

certainly limit it to that and similar high intensity commercial zones, depending on, what the 

board feels is appropriate. Solicitor Elliott stated that data centers are incompatible with your 

typical agricultural zones and often that's where there's a lot of area and sometimes that's where 

there's some other townships that I'm familiar with that they're dealing with proposals for 

proposed amendments by data centers to try to put them in areas where they're central agricultural 

zones. So, there  is a lot of pushback from the residents in those areas when that happens. 

Solicitor Elliott stated this would be one way – and without an ordinance in place, there's 

arguments to be had that kind of use is incompatible. Chairman Osborne asked so in general 

terms, when there's a use that's not provided for an owner coming in wanting to place that 

generally at a minimum they would have to apply for and prove a special exception to prove that 

that use is compatible with other similar uses in a particular zone. Solicitor Elliott stated the 



 

 

argument for anyone sort of pushing back on that is that, it's really only appropriate in high 

intensity either industrial or commercial areas depending on a particular municipality. But ideally, 

that limits the ability of a zoning board to place only a certain limit to the kind of conditions that 

they can put on something without an ordinance. Solicitor Elliott states that's why he’s pointed 

them toward the kind of ordinances that are being passed with, the kind of protections to, noise, 

water, energy usage, other nuisances. We're kind of in early stages. Solicitor Elliott stated that 

he’s sure some of those ordinances are bound to be challenged at some point or the other. But, in 

general, there's a part of the police power of the municipality to govern those kind of things. 

Solicitor Elliott stated that he thinks they’re on pretty good footing, at least at this point, short of a 

very direct court case from an appellate court in Pennsylvania, limiting the ability of township to 

do that. Or, the other thing is if the state legislature acts and sort of preempts the field. But right 

now, that hasn't happened. So municipalities are, at this point, have the ability to regulate that to a 

fair extent. Chairman Osborne asked so in general, I'm just throwing a hypothetical, as a 

township, we can limit it to just say industrial or slash commercial zones and then beyond that, I 

guess the next step, rather than having improved compatibility, I'm wondering, do we get even 

more specific and say you cannot have an adverse effect on the neighboring communities' water 

supply? So these levels at a certain distance are, even more specific than just saying improved 

compatibility? Solicitor Elliott stated yes, absolutely. He thinks generally speaking, some of those 

model or proposed ordinances that he put have specific, for instance, noise level, requirements 

that it can't be over a certain amount of decibels outside the boundary of the property. There's, 

provisions that, they need to demonstrate that it will not negatively impact, the local power grid, 

water usage. There are, multiple ways that that's sort of been dealt with, but at least in general 

terms, he thinks, the answer is yes, there are ways to put specific limits or parameters on those 

kind of potential impacts and nuisances. Chairman Osborne asked do we have to be careful about 

putting those limiting things like water and noise specifically on data centers, or is that more of a 

generic requirement of any activity within the industrial or commercial center? Solicitor Elliott 

stated that most of these ordinances are geared toward data centers because they have, a specific 

or known quantity at this point as to the kind of potential impact. It goes, a lot of times, well 

beyond what you think of your typical warehouse or construction. So, he thinks you certainly 

could do that if you wanted to make it a blanket, zone-wide group. Chairman Osborne stated he 

was just concerned as far as defensibility from your end, if we have things that are very 

specifically targeting data center usage. Solicitor Elliott stated that he thinks he understands what 

he’s saying. The touchstone is whether it's reasonable. Solicitor Elliott stated you have to be 

careful that you're not making things so stringent that you're kind of de facto legislating it out of 

existence so that, no one could possibly reasonably meet these standards. But by the same token, 

some of these, depending on what those criteria are, they may not be appropriate 

for every single use that would appear in the industrial zone. So, he thinks currently there are lots 

of municipalities that are passing ordinances geared specifically toward data centers and the 

criteria are specifically to meet those potential challenges and problems. Solicitor Elliott stated 

that he would say at this point legally that it is defensible to do it that way. It doesn't necessarily 

have to be a blanket statement or condition on every use that would be in the industrial zone. At 

least that's his take on it. Obviously, like he said, this is kind of an emerging area. Solicitor Elliott 

thinks it makes sense as part of the comp plan process to also lean on, the engineers and see what, 

their take on what's reasonable. And as this process goes on, he thinks we'll probably see, more 

and more municipalities starting to pass these kind of ordinances. Solicitor Elliott stated that 

there's a potential then that one or more of them may get challenged at some point and then see 



 

 

how that plays out in the courts also. Resident Lynn Smith asked so you’re saying that a lot of 

these places being put in the industrial zone. We don't even have industrial zones here. We have 

commercial. Mr. Smith stated If we put in the zoning ordinance that they have to only go into an 

industrial zone and we don't have any, we're pretty well safe, aren't we? Solicitor Elliott stated 

well, yeah, you can't do that. Mr. Smith asked the other thing of it is, you consider commercial 

zones, we have two small commercial zones, can you put a stipulation on as to the size of the 

building? Supervisor Kirkpatrick stated having worked with data centers you're not going to be 

able to put a stipulation into the size. They're going to come and tell you what they want to put in 

because of their map, how they're mapping it out. I don't think we fall into any of the criteria that 

they're going to want here from an infrastructure standpoint. I think we're safe if we put the 

verbiage in, since we don't have an industrial area, but we have a commercial area, exactly what 

you said. Solicitor Elliott stated there's two ways to do it. You could create an industrial zone 

even if you don't have it now, you could say we need one. Or two, put it in whatever your most 

intense commercial zone is and say that's where it would be permitted. Mr. Smith stated the other 

question would be, and you call it a stipulation, but that any data center that would want you to 

come in would have to acquire or own a certain amount of acreage in that zone. Solicitor Elliott 

stated it would be reasonable to have, which is essentially a minimum lot size or minimum area 

that it would need and or basically buffer zone between other properties. So effectively they 

would either have to have a large enough piece of land or have multiple properties. Mr. Smith 

asked so if that much property is not available in that commercial zone, could they come in and 

buy neighboring property to meet a certain size piece of property and then have it rezoned to 

commercial? And then the zoning hearing board could shut it down right there. Solicitor Elliott 

stated they can try, they can't, when you say have it rezoned, that wouldn't be an automatic thing. 

They'd have to prove that rezoning it is appropriate. Solicitor Elliott stated that he takes it from 

Mr. Smith’s hypothetical here, they want to purchase land in an adjacent zone that's not industrial 

or commercial and want to use that for that purpose Solicitor Elliott stated if it's a rezoning it 

comes before the supervisors. They have to prove to the supervisors that it makes sense and that 

it's reasonable to change it. That's not something that the supervisors automatically have to 

approve. Mr. Smith stated that he’s just looking at all kinds of scenarios because what we see in 

the news, a lot of these places, these data centers are 300 to 400 acres. So, he can say for a fact, 

there's not that much acreage they could come in and ask to have adjacent land rezoned. Solicitor 

Elliott stated they can ask to do anything. It's not a requirement that it be approved by the 

supervisors. Solicitor Elliott stated as long as there's, an area that's reasonably set aside. If that 

land happens to be taken and there's not enough space for the data center, that does not in and of 

itself invalidate the zoning ordinance, or provide a basis that, would be, that necessarily has to be 

expanded. Chairman Osborne stated he thinks it's a good thing for us to start kicking around and 

having these conversations.  

 

C.    Committee Reports –  

 

1. Northern York County Regional Police Department –  

Lieutenant Eicker reported that for the month of May, the township had 48 calls, two crashes, 

issued 25 citations and three warnings. They worked a lot on Glenville Road, so they are trying to 

get out there. The difference in calls, May of 2025, we're at 63 as of May 2026, we have 50, so 

we're down 13. Year to date, we're at 233 calls on the township. Lieutenant Eicker reported 

department news, they hired Jackie Kaufman. She has prior police experience. She worked in 



 

 

Carlisle. She'll get sworn in tomorrow and be assigned to the forth platoon. So, with her, it puts a 

female officer on each of our four platoons, and we have one female detective. it's good news, and 

good to have another female on the shift. Lieutenant Eicker reported that they have three guys 

graduating from the academy next Friday, and then they'll be assigned to field training. We have 

our Fields of Honor concert this Saturday, at the Inch Farm in Manchester at 2750 Lewisberry 

Road. Lieutenant Eicker stated this is a concert that proceeds will be going to a memorial garden 

at the station, and they will put it behind the flag poles in honor of our three fallen brothers. It will 

be something that will be established, and then they'll maintain.  Lieutenant Eicker reported that 

the gates open at 3:00, and then you can get in at 5:30 into the concert area, and the concert starts 

at 6:00, can buy tickets up until that day. Lieutenant Eicker stated the weather's supposed to be 

nice, so we're looking for a good turnout. Our old station on East Canal Road is completely 

cleaned out, so that goes up for auction on July 24th. 

 

2. EMA –  None 

 

D.  Subdivision –  

1. Accept for Review and Consideration the Andrew and Amanda Weaver – Final Add on 

Subdivision Plan 

 

This plan was accepted for review and consideration on 05.18.26 and can remain tabled until all 

reviews have been completed. 

 

E. Unfinished Business – 

 

1. Ag Security Draft Ordinance – Remain Tabled 

 

2. Ordinance Amendments -Remain Tabled 

 

A) Agricultural Entrance 

B) Timber Harvest  

C) Junk  

D) Police Citations for Zoning Violations  

E) Shooting Range  

 

3. Brodbeck Road Violation 

Zoning Officer Perks reported that Mr. Walker has been slowly removing trash.  Zoning Officer 

Perks is going to go over to the property on Wednesday, June 17th to take pictures of the property 

to send over to Solicitor Elliott for Solicitor Blake. 

 

4. Violation Blooming Grove Rd. Property – 

Administrator Hershey reported that Mr. Hensel is up to date with all permits that were required. 

Zoning Officer Perks reported that Mr. Hensel is still cleaning up the property and that DEP has 

been to Mr. Hensels property.  The board requested that Zoning Officer Perks contact DEP to 

verify that they have been to the property and that they are monitoring the situation. 

 

 



 

 

5. Road Department Radios and Repeater 

Chairman Osborne reported that this is on the School Board agenda for their next meeting.  

Chairman Osborne will provide the representatives contact to Public Works Manager Perk 

regarding radios to purchase. 

 

6. Ford Explorer on Municibid 

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

the 2002 Ford Explorer to the highest bidder on Municibid. 

Vote 3-0 

 

F. New Business– None  

 

G. Purchase Requisitions: - None 

 

H. Training Notices: None 

 

Next Meeting –  

Next Board of Supervisors Meeting July 20, 2026 @ 6:00 pm 

With no further business Chairman Osbore adjourned the meeting at 6:32 pm 

 


