Manor Township Supervisors
Organizational Meeting
January 4, 2010

7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM in the Manor Township Municipal
Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. He led those in attendance in the pledge to the flag.
Roll call was taken noting all Supervisors present.
Members present: John May, Allan Herr, Allen Kreider, Jay Breneman and Richard Bauder.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Mark Harris, Ryan Strohecker, Chief Graeff and Rita Young.
Visitors present: See Attached.
Chairman Mr. May turned the meeting over to Vice Chairman Kreider. Mr. Kreider called for
nominations for Chairman. Mr. Breneman made a motion to nominate John May for Chairman of the
Board of Supervisors. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried. Mr. May abstained. Mr. Kreider
turned the meeting over to Chairman May.
Vice-Chairman Mr. Herr made a motion to nominate Mr. Kreider to continue as Vice Chairman of
the Board of Supervisors. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried. Mr. Kreider abstained.
Secretary-Treasurer Mr. May made a motion to appoint Barry Smith as Secretary-Treasurer for
Manor Township. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Treasurers Bond Mr. Bauder made a motion to establish the Treasurer’s Bond in the amount of
$1,500,000. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Supervisor’s Area of Responsibility
Mr. May stated that the Supervisors Area of Responsibility has been as follows.
Planning & Zoning Dick Bauder and John May
Public Works Allan Herr and Allen Kreider
Protection to Person & Property Jay Breneman and Allan Herr
Fire and Emergency Services Jay Breneman and John May
Parks and Recreation Dick Bauder and Allen Kreider
Mr. Breneman made a motion to keep the Supervisors Area of Responsibility the same as listed from
last year. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Appointments
Planning Commissions Mr. Kreider made a motion to re-appoint both Donald Witmer and Mark
Harman to the Planning Commission for another 4 year term each. Mr. Herr seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Zoning Hearing Board Mr. Breneman made a motion to adopt Resolution #1-2010, appointing John
Wenzel for a three year term to the Zoning Hearing Board. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Park and Recreation Board Mr. May noted there are four available positions for this board. He
stated three are being filled and have agreed to be re-appointed and the forth is a vacancy. Mr. May
stated that it has been recommended to appoint Maria Cattell, which has been serving on the Waste
and Recycling Committee. Mr. Smith added that the Waste and Recycling Committee will be
discontinued and she would like to stay involved in the Township and has agreed to serve on the Park
and Recreation Board. Mr. May made a motion to add Maria Cattell to the vacant position in the Park

and Recreation Board for a five year term. Mr. Kreider seconded that addition. The motion carried. Mr.
Bauder made a motion to re-appoint Brandon Danz, Karla Vinson and Courtney Barry for five year terms
for the Park and Recreation Board. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Waste and Recycling Committee Mr. May stated this committee has been inactive for the past
several months and they have discussed and decided to discontinue this committee on a temporary
basis or until such time as the committee is needed. Mr. Smith noted that the recommendation to
discontinue the committee came from the remaining members of the Waste and Recycling Committee.
Mr. Herr made a motion to discontinue the Waste and Recycling Committee for the present time. Mr.
Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Solicitor Mr. Kreider made a motion to appoint Goodman and Kenneff as Solicitor for the Township.
Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Special Counsel Mr. May made a motion to appoint Matthew Crème as Special Counsel for Manor
Township. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Labor and Personnel Counsel Mr. Kreider made a motion to appoint Ballard Spahr as the Labor and
Personnel Counsel for Manor Township. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
General Engineer Mr. May made a motion to continue Rettew as the General Engineer for Manor
Township. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Subdivision Land Development Engineer Mr. May noted there is a specialized area of Subdivision
Land Development Engineer and Rettew has represented the Township in the past. Mr. Breneman
made a motion to continue and appoint Rettew. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Alternate Subdivision Land Development Engineer Mr. Bauder made a motion to appoint Buchart
Horn as the alternate for the Subdivision Land Development Engineer should there be a conflict. Mr.
Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Storm Water Engineer Mr. Kreider made a motion to appoint Rettew as the Storm Water Engineer.
Seconded by Mr. Bauder, the motion carried unanimously.
Alternate Storm Water Engineer Mr. Bauder made a motion to appoint Buchart Horn as the
alternate Storm Water Engineer. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Traffic Engineer Mr. Breneman made a motion to appoint Rettew as the Traffic Engineer. Mr. May
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Select Planning Engineer Mr. Herr made a motion to appoint Hanover as the Select Planning
Engineer. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Vacancy Board Mr. Bauder made a motion to appoint Donna Taylor as the Vacancy Board. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Manager Mr. May made a motion to appoint Barry Smith as Manager of Manor Township. Mr. Herr
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Assistant Manager Mr. Bauder made a motion to appoint Ryan Strohecker as Assistant Manager for
Manor Township. Mr. May seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Public Works Director Mr. Breneman made a motion to appoint Mark Harris as Public Works
Director. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Assistant Public Works Director Mr. May made a motion to appoint Henry Hank as the Assistant
Public Works Director. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Zoning Officer Mr. May made a motion to appoint Bruce Ott as Zoning Officer for Manor Township.
Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Assistant Zoning Officer Mr. Kreider made a motion to appoint Sherry Myers of Rettew as Assistant
Zoning Officer. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Delegate to the State Convention Mr. May made a motion for Mr. Kreider to continue as the
Delegate to the State Convention. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

LIMC Land Use Advisory Board Member Mr. May stated in the past this has been Mr. Bauder and
that he does not wish to continue this. Mr. Bauder made a motion to nominate Pam Shellenberger on
the condition she accepts the position. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously. Mr. Bauder nominated John May as alternate for the LIMC Land Use Advisory Board. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Auditor Resolution #2-2010 Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve Resolution #2-2010 appointing
Hess and Hess as the Township Auditor. Mr. May seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission Mr. May stated in the past the Traffic Commission has been Chief Todd Graeff,
Jay Breneman and Mark Harris. Mr. May made a motion to nominate all three to continue to be on the
Traffic Commission. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

There being no further business, Mr. Kreider made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 7:45 PM.
Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
January 4, 2010

7:45 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order at 7:45 PM noting all Supervisors present.
Minutes Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the minutes from the December 7, 2009 meeting.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Bills Mr. Breneman asked if Mr. Harris could estimate a cost for treatment of the roads when we
get a snow storm adding that the crew did a great job. Mr. Harris stated he did not have a cost at this
time, but he could calculate that. He did note that each time the trucks salt, there is a cost of $5,000
and each storm varies due to overtime. Mr. Breneman made a motion to pay the bills as presented.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Financial Report Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the Financial Report as submitted. Mr.
May seconded the motion. Mr. Breneman thanked the department heads for keeping expenses down
and congratulated them for that. The motion being moved and seconded carried unanimously.
Solicitors Report Mr. Smith stated there is no solicitors report at this time.
Business From the Floor
Bill Boyd, 3028 Anchor Road, owns and operates the Brereton Manor Personal Care Home and stated
he has applied for a permit for a new water treatment system for his facility. He stated that DEP has
mandated that he change the current UV water purification system that works fine over to a chlorinated
purification system that will cost him thousands of dollars to install. Mr. Boyd asked the Supervisors if
they could help in getting public water run along with the Letort/Perth Hills Sewer project expressing
concerns of what this change will cost him only to have water run to the area a year or two later. Mr.
Boyd stated that if the public water is not possible at this time, then would they aid him by contacting
DEP requesting a waiver or delay installing the new system in anticipation of public water. Mr. Smith
suggested a letter from this office to DEP indicating what is happening and giving a projected time line
and appeal to the Department to provide Mr. Boyd with relief in anticipation of public water. Mr. Smith
also suggested we request the local legislators be aware of and ask for support of this. The Board
agreed that Mr. Smith write a letter to DEP in support of Mr. Boyd.

New Business
Resolution #3-2010- Meeting Dates Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve Resolution #3-2010
listing the meeting dates for the year 2010. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution #4-2010 Police Pension Mr. Smith stated this has been modified because we are
currently in arbitration, noting the last statement. Mr. May read the resolution stating the police
pension fund will continue with no deductions from police salaries being required unless stipulated by
labor agreement or arbitration award. Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve Resolution #4-2010. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution #5-2010 Bank Depositories Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve Resolution #52010, listing the bank depositories for the Township for the year 2010. Mr. Herr seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.

Resolution #6-2010 Sewage Enforcement Mr. Smith stated the fee proposal and information from
Mr. Lockard is adequate and his slight increases are justified. Mr. Herr made a motion to approve
Resolution #6-2010. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution #7-2010 Setting Fees for 2010 Mr. May stated this resolution sets the fee schedule for
permits and other types of applications for 2010. Mr. Bauder stated that he did not agree with there
being a fee charged for the meeting room. He stated that Manor Township does not have a community
facility so he thinks the meeting room should be available at no charge if the time permits. Mr. Smith
stated there are numerous organizations that ask to use this room. Mr. Harris stated the issue is that
when the room is scheduled for use in an evening, we are paying personnel overtime to come in and
open up and then come back to lock up after, plus set up and clean up of the facility. After some
discussion, the Board agreed to leave the fee in place. Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve
Resolution #7-2010 for the fee schedule for the Township as listed. Mr. May seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Resolution #8-2010 Managers Salary Mr. May stated that this resolution has no pay increase for
Mr. Smith and he stated that with the budget being so tight, he is approving it with regret. Mr. May
made a motion to approve Resolution #8-2010 keeping the manager’s salary at $83,104.44 for 2010. Mr.
Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
SALDO
Woods Edge Revised Subdivision Lot Consolidation Mr. Smith stated this was before the Planning
Commission as a briefing item and they moved it to an action item. He noted it has been presented
tonight as a briefing item and this Board could also move it to an action item. Mr. Burkhart, DM/A
presented the plan noting that they have modified the number of parking spaces and are changing the
lot-line configuration. Mr. Burkhart noted there is no construction included, the entire area has been
built and owned by Mr. Murry and no change in ownership is taking place. He noted the request is for
three separate tracts instead of the existing 40 plus separate tracts. Mr. Smith noted the planning
commission has recommended approval provided the comments listed on Rettew’s letter are addressed
as well as the parking recommendations from the LCPC. He noted the applicant has also requested a
modification of the required existing contours, capacity and condition of existing storm water facilities
and Wetlands and Rettew has recommended granting the request modification. Mr. May made a
motion to approve the Woods Edge Lot Consolidation Revised Subdivision Plan & Modification Request
based on the Nov. 19, 2009 Rettew Letter and the LCPC recommendations. Mr. Kreider seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously. Jim Huber, 113 Shannon Drive, asked for the location of this
project. Mr. Burkhart explained. Jeff Sensing, 135 Nicholas Road, expressed concerns that changing
from single properties to a large lot configuration would have an effect on the assessment and tax base
for the Township. Mr. Burkhart stated this is still the same number of units. After some discussion, Mr.
May noted that the assessment is determined by the County. Mr. Sensing questions the way deeds
would be and Mr. Burkhart noted that the individual townhouse would not be able to be sold. Mr. May
called for a vote and being moved and seconded for approval, the motion for Woods Edge Revised
Subdivision Plan carried unanimously.
Daniel Beiler Final Subdivision Plan and Planning Module Mr. Smith explained that the Planning
Commission moved this to an action. He noted this is for two separate issues, one being the sub division
plan and two the planning module. Mr. Masterson, Regester Assoc., presented the sub division plan for
Mr. Beiler. He explained the location along Letort Road, 4 ½ acres with an existing house that has been
reconstructed and the proposal to divide this into two lots. He noted they have addressed comments
made by Rettew. After some discussion, Mr. May made a motion to approve this project based upon
Rettew’s letter dated 12/14/09 with regards to the zoning comment as well as the sub division and land
development comments 1 thru 7, and the storm water management comments 1 thru 9 of that letter.

Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Smith noted also the DEP Sewage
Facilities Planning Module has been reviewed by Mr. Lockard and Mr. Smith and the Planning
Commission has signed off. Mr. Herr made a motion to approve Mr. Smith to sign the planning module
on behalf of the Township for this project. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Brenda Lehman Planning Module for Land Development and Subdivision Mr. Smith noted that he
has reviewed this request along with Mr. Lockard and the planning commission and all have
recommended approval. Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve Mr. Smith to sign the Planning Module
for Brenda Lehman. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Petition to Amend Manor Township Zoning Ordinance of 3200 Columbia Avenue Mr. Smith stated
a petition has been received, along with the $500 filing fee from 3200 Columbia Avenue, LLC for a text
amendment to amend the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance. He noted the request is to amend the
MRC Zone, for 3200 Columbia Avenue, LLC by adding banks and similar financial institutions as
permitted uses in that zoning district. Mr. May made a motion to refer this to the planning commission
for further action. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Jim Huber, 113
Shannon Dr, asked where the location is. The Board explained.
Frey Dairy Farms Zoning Petition Mr. Smith stated this request is from Frey Dairy Farms requesting
to rezone an area so they can purchase and use a tract of land, 32.64 acres that would be subdivided off
the parent tract. He noted the request would be from Rural to Industrial. The Board discussed the
location and noted this would not be spot zoning because there is already industrial zoning there. Mr.
May made a motion to pass this request to the LCPC and the Manor Township Planning Commission.
Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Ordinance #1-2010 Crash Scene Investigative Unit Addendum Mr. Smith explained that Columbia
Borough has expressed desire to join in with the membership of this Crash Team. After discussion, each
participating department agreed to include them. West Hempfield has prepared the necessary
documentation for the participating municipalities of East Hempfield, West Hempfield and Manor
Township. It has been properly advertised on 12/24/2009. Mr. Breneman made a motion to adopt
Ordinance #1-2010. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Act 68, 68, 127 Notice Star Rock Dairy Mr. Smith stated this notice is from Team Ag for Star Rock
Dairy to let us know they will be submitting to DEP for a General NPDES Permit for storm water
discharge for new agricultural buildings for their use.
Mr. Kreider stated he is making a request that the Board meet with Attorney’s in Harrisburg to find
out if the Township may have a case to file. He noted that the last time he and Mr. Bauder met with
them for a preliminary meeting, was to find out about a PA Supreme Court ruling on the White Deer
Township case. After reading the ruling, there may be an opportunity to recapture some outstanding
monies that the Township could be eligible for. Mr. Bauder stated this was a pension issue for
Supervisors that voted themselves benefits. Mr. Breneman stated he felt that the Board should be in
agreement before they incur any costs from this. The Board discussed whether or not this case had
been resolved and who should contact the attorney. Mr. Smith recommended that the Board utilize the
PSATS Attorney, Tom Wenger, because this affects Townships. The Board agreed and Mr. May stated he
will contact PSATS.
Release Letter of Credit Timson Place Mr. Smith noted that the Letter of Credit for Timson Place is
due to be released in the amount of $56,433.90. He recommended releasing this letter of credit noting
the final inspection has been completed and they have met all obligations. Mr. Herr made a motion to
release the Letter of Credit for Timson Place in the amount of $56,433.90. Mr. Bauder seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously.

Correspondence
PSATS 88th Annual State Convention Mr. Breneman made a motion that the Supervisors and any
other staff be authorized to attend the PSATS Conference April 18 thru 21, 2010. Mr. Herr seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously.
Amtrak Public Meeting Announcement Mr. May stated Amtrak will hold a meeting regarding their
intent to relocate the cap poles on the Enola Low Grade from the trussle bridge South and East to
Chester County. This will not be on Manor Township’s portion but it will affect us because we will own
½ mile into Conestoga Township. Mr. May stated he and Mr. Kreider will be attending for information.
Jonathan Forrester Mr. Smith noted a letter from Mr. and Mrs. Jonathan Forrester, 643 Letort Road,
about their correspondence and activity relative to their hook up with the extension of public sewer.
Mr. Smith noted this is information only and suggested they research this with LASA and get more
information. He stated that they are requesting exemption from the mandatory connection ordinance
because there is a dispute about the distance from the lines. The Board noted there are other issues
such as no basement in the house. Mr. Smith noted he will retain this and get more information.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff stated the Traffic Commission met on Dec 30, 2009 with all members present. He noted
no old business and no new business.
Police Report
Chief Graeff stated his monthly report has been submitted and went over the number of complaints
and traffic arrests.
Public Works Director Report
Mr. Harris stated his report has been submitted. He noted that they have had an increase in the
amount of card board being dropped off at the recycling area this month so they have placed a third
dumpster at Charlestown Park. He noted that even with the addition, they have had to take truck loads
to Gordon Waste. Mr. Harris also stated that he has been looking at the condition of the streets in Perth
Hills where the sewer is being installed and wants the Board to be aware that Holly Ann Circle and Tracy
Berg Road are in much worse condition than anticipated. He felt there will be much more repair when
this project is done than they first thought. He noted that this is not due to any neglect from the
contractor it is simply a deficiency from the original road construction.
Township Managers Report
Mr. Smith stated his report has been submitted. He stated there is a request from LCSWMA to extend
the working hours for the construction of the last cell being built on the existing Fry Farm Landfill. He
noted the request is to allow them to do construction work on Sundays because the contractor has
stated he would like to be more aggressive in getting the project completed and they have been losing
some days as a result of weather. Mr. Smith stated that the hours of operation were set in an
agreement and noted it has never included Sunday adding that this request is not to receive waste but
for the contractor to be inside moving dirt and placing the cell construction material for this project. Mr.
Kreider stated that if we would allow this what would the Township get out of it and could we have
them make some sort of contribution to the Township. Mr. Breneman was not in favor of allowing
Sunday hours. Mr. Smith stated that he felt the only benefit would be to have the project completed
sooner.
Building Permit Report

Mr. Kreider read the Building Permit Report noting 11permits for the month and 219 permits for the
year 2009.

There being no further business, Mr. Breneman made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:25 PM.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
February 1, 2010

7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the monthly meeting to order in the Manor Township Municipal Building,
950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. He led those in attendance in the pledge to the flag. Roll call was
taken.
Members present: John May, Allan Herr, Jay Breneman, L. Allen Kreider and Richard Bauder.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Ryan Strohecker, Mark Harris, Chief Graeff and Rita Young.
Visitors: See Attached.
Minutes Mr. Herr made a motion to approve the Organization Meeting Minutes from January 4,
2010. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Breneman made a motion to
approve the regular Minutes from the January 4, 2010 Meeting. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Bills Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve payment of the bills as listed. Mr. Herr seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously.
Financial Report Mr. May made a motion to approve the Financial Report as presented. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Solicitors Report Mr. Smith stated there was no Solicitors Report at this time.
Fire Company Report Chief Eshleman, Millersville Fire Company, presented the yearend report to
the Supervisors. He stated volunteers have done an outstanding job for the year and have spent a lot of
time training. Mr. Bauder asked what they plan on doing with the piece of land along RT 999. Mr.
Eshleman stated they have applied to the Federal Government for a grant of 1.2 million dollars and they
are waiting for the results. He noted everything is on hold until they hear if they have been approved or
denied. Mr. May noted the hardship of recruitment. Mr. Eshleman stated it becomes more difficult
each year because of additional rules and requirements.
Business From the Floor
Carol Shane, 104 Velma Lane, presented a petition signed by homeowners from 246 homes,
representing 96% of the residents of Letort Manor and Perth Hills. She stated they are asking the
Supervisors to borrow the money from LASA and pay for this sewer project instead of the residents
involved. She stated they are asking the Supervisors to make a firm financial commitment to pay a share
of this project. She added that now they may be asked to pay for public water to be run to the area also.
Old Business
LCSWMA Mr. May noted that last month they discussed a request from LCSWMA for extended
hours of operation on Sundays to complete the construction of a cell. Mr. Smith stated that as
requested by the Board, he has asked LCSWMA for justification of the request. He noted a letter from
Dave Wilhelm, project manager, stating that the request is for internal operations only and there would
be no receiving of waste or materials. Mr. Wilhelm has stated the project completion date is August 13,
2010 and with the tough winter and wet weather, they may need extended hours to meet this deadline.
Mr. Kreider stated that since all the work will be done on site, he has no objections to the request for
extended hours. Mr. May had concerns with being able to hear the construction noise. Mr. Breneman
had concerns with the noise on Sundays. Donna Bare, 107 Chestnut Grove Road, asked what hours they
are requesting. Mr. Smith stated the same hours they currently have and he believes they are 6 AM to 6
PM. She felt 6 AM is too early for a Sunday. After some discussion, Mr. Bauder made a motion to

approve the request by LCSWMA for extended hours on Sundays, as needed, to complete the cell
project having those working hours limited to 9 AM through 5 PM. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion.
The motion carried with a 4 – 1 vote with Mr. Breneman against.
LASA Financing Project Mr. May stated that the Board had asked LASA to consider extending the
interest free loan with extended terms to the Township should they choose to contribute to the sewer
project. He noted a letter dated Dec. 28, 2009 from LASA stating they would. Mr. May stated he would
be in favor of a contribution above the cost of the roadwork that has been promised. Mr. May made a
motion for the Township to subsidize the sewer project in the amount of $255,000 over and above the
expense of the road restoration. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion. Mr. Bauder asked if this would
include the five empty lots in Letort. Mr. May noted his motion is for a flat dollar amount per household
and not an amount per lot. The Board discussed this and noted they would make the motion to include
current residences and not empty lots. Mr. May stated this amount would not require the Township to
float a bond which would include interest because it would be interest free from LASA the same as for
the residents. Mr. Kreider disagreed stating he is not in favor of the Township subsidizing the extra
amount of money for this project. He explained that when all this started he was in favor of a
decentralized system but it was rejected by many of the residents and now they are asking the tax
payers of the Township to foot the bill for sewer. He stated that he cannot support this because there
will be other households in the township that will be faced with replacing their septic systems and they
would have every right to come back to the Township and ask for help the same way. Mr. Kreider stated
that he still feels that LASA should be responsible and provide the infrastructure for this project. Mr.
Herr stated that he also does not support the contribution because of the Township budgets hardships
and they already know that the commitment to restore the roads for this project will be higher than was
anticipated. Mr. Herr added that when the Township goes to a mandatory pump out of on lot systems,
he is sure there will be residents that will be faced with replacing their system and when that happens, it
will be more costly than this sewer project per household and the Township will not be helping them.
Mr. Breneman agreed and stated that he thinks when the mandatory pump- out starts, we may see a lot
of systems that need to be replaced and those residents will not be getting interest free loans.
Brian Flaharty, 121 Carol Drive, asked what happens when you can’t pay for the sewer and will he
loose his house. Mr. May stated a lien will be placed against the house by LASA but you would need to
ask them questions about that. Mr. Kreider noted no one in Manor Township will lose their home over
the sewer project.
Jan Garber, 113 Spring Meadow Lane, stated that he feels if the Township would have required on lot
systems to be pumped every two years, none of this would have happened. Mr. Garber discussed when
the lots were for sale years ago there were already problems with them. He felt it was previous
administration that has allowed this to happen and this Board should help because of that.
Ed Shane, 104 Velma Lane, stated he would have supported decentralized system and added that
there may have been other solutions also. He noted that he feels this sewer project was the Board’s
decision not the residents so they should help pay. He also expressed concerns that these residents will
be paying to bring sewer to the area to help develop the Barley tract. Mr. May noted that when the Act
537 Study was done, it was not with the Barleys property in mind, it was a State mandated study.
Carol Shane, 104 Velma Lane, stated most people do not need or want the sewer and they have all
paid for their systems and repairs so she feels that is not a reason for the Township not to contribute.
Joanne Farley, 115 Carol Drive, stated each house is being charged $4,450 infrastructure fee to LASA
on top of everything else so if the Township would only be willing to contribute $255,000 what would
that be for each household. Mr. Bauder stated that would be about $1,000 per household. Ms Farley
stated that is short about $924,000 and is hardly even a significant help. She was against paying for the
infrastructure.

Being moved and seconded to contribute $255,000 to the Letort Manor/Perth Hills project, Mr. May
called for a vote. The vote was 2/3 with Mr. May and Mr. Bauder voting yes, Mr. Kreider, Mr. Herr and
Mr. Breneman voted against. The motion was denied.
Old Business
Mr. May stated that at last month’s meeting he stated he would call Tom Wanger, solicitor for PSATS
about information from the White Deer Run case. He noted that he has called him but has not received
any returns calls. Mr. Smith stated that to date he has provided what Township information he can
regarding the Township’s current issue and asked if there was anything else they wanted. Mr. May
stated no.
New Business
SALDO Country Manor Preliminary/Final Plan Conditional Approval – Time Extension Mr. May
stated the request if for additional time. Mr. Smith stated this is a standard request and noted the MPC
protocol is to grant this. Mr. Breneman made a motion to grant the request from Manorvest LLC, for an
extension of time. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
A Petition to Amend the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance for 3200 Columbia Avenue, LLC. Mr.
May stated that the planning commission has recommended approval of this text amendment. Mr. May
made a motion that the Mr. Smith consult with the solicitor regarding implementing that text
amendment into an ordinance. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Jim
Huber, 113 Shannon asked where that property is located. Mr. May explained.
Crash Scene Investigative Unit Agreement Mr. May noted that this Official Agreement is between
East Hempfield, Manor Township, West Hempfield and Columbia Borough. Mr. Smith stated the Board
has passed the ordinance authorizing the Township to enter into this agreement. Mr. Herr made a
motion that Chairman John May and Secretary Smith sign the agreement. Mr. Breneman seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously.
Ryan Landgraff Isolation Distance Waiver Request Mr. May noted a letter from the Township SEO,
Dave Lockard, recommending approval of the waiver request for the well isolation distance. Mr. May
made a motion to approve the waiver request for Ryan Landgraff, 3016 Miller Road. Mr. Breneman
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Act 67 – Act 68 Notice Hidden Springs Farm Mr. Smith noted this is notification that Hidden Springs
Farm has applied for a permit for a concentrated animal operation. The Board questioned several items
and if this is a new operation to the existing one or if something has been added. Mr. May stated this is
a notice and does not require any action but the Board would like more information.
Bill Beck, 106 Velma Lane, stated that in reference to the public water survey being conducted, he
would like to see a third party be appointed to count the votes. Mr. Smith stated that Columbia Water
Company is a private entity and they may choose to honor or disregard that request. Mr. Smith noted
that there is no mandatory connection to public water as there is when public sewer is available.
Steve Rice, 3028 Miller Road, expressed concerns that if the public water comes to this area Barley’s
will build town houses on their tract of land. Mr. May noted that they cannot comment on that issue.
Correspondence
PELRAS Conference
Mr. Smith requested he be able to attend the 28th Annual PELRAS Training
Conference at a cost of $125.
2010 APMM Conference
Mr. Smith requested he attend the 2010 Executive Development
Conference held by APMM at a cost of $385.
Taser Recertification
Chief Graeff requested that Officer Moser attend the Taser Recertification
Course because he is the instructor for Manor Township.

MAGLOCLEN Chief Graeff has requested that Det. Michael Phenneger attend the 2010 MAGLOCLEN
Information Sharing Conference.
Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the four requests with the necessary expenses paid. Mr. Herr
seconded the motion. Mr. Bauder asked if this meets the budget and Mr. May answered yes. Being
moved and seconded, the motion carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff stated the Traffic Commission was held January 27, 2010. All
members were present and reorganization was held resulting in Mark Harris, Chairman. There was no
old business and no new business.
Police Report
month.

Chief Graeff stated his report has been submitted and went over some statistics for the

Public Works
Mr. Harris submitted his report. He stated that an exchange program went on again
between our department and Conestoga Township. They used our brush mower for two days and they
will be giving us their paver for two days this summer. He also noted a violation of the Township storm
water ordinance where the Township has had to disconnect a private drain line that an individual had
connected into a Township catch basin located on Manor Church Road.
Township Manager’s Report Mr. Smith stated his report for the month has been submitted. He stated
the Act 111 Interest Arbitration has not had the final award yet and they hope to have that this month.
He added that the loss of Mountville Police Coverage and whatever comes out of the arbitration will
mean that they must reevaluate the man power issues.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the Building Permit Report listing the number of permits
issued for the month of January 2010 at 15 with a dollar value of $ 1,141,420.

Chairman John May called for an executive session at 8:45 P.M. to discuss a Personnel Matter.
Chairman John May reconvened the meeting at 8:50 PM. Mr. Breneman made a motion to adjourn
the meeting at 8:51 PM. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Respectfully Submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary,
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
March 1, 2010

7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM in the Manor Township Municipal
Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. He led those in attendance in the pledge to the flag.
Roll call was taken.
Members present: John May, Jay Breneman, Allan Herr, L. Allen Kreider and Richard Bauder.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Mark Harris, Ryan Strohecker, Chief Graeff and Rita Young.
Visitors present: See attached.
Minutes Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the minutes from the February 1, 2010 meeting.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion which carried unanimously.
Bills Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the bills as listed. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion. The
motion carried unanimously.
Financial Report Mr. Herr made a motion to approve the financial report as submitted. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion and noted how much of an impact the past snow storms have had on
the budget. Mr. Breneman also stated that the public works department has done an outstanding job in
the recent snow storms. The motion carried unanimously.
Solicitors Report Mr. Smith stated there is no report at this time.
Business From the Floor
Ed Shane, 104 Velma Lane, noted he has read the Act 537 Plan and made comments about it. He
noted that since this plan classifies the Letort Manor and Perth Hills developments as needs areas then
the Township should pay their fair share of the special purpose fees. He expressed concerns with the
amount of discharge from the Letort Elementary School and inaccuracies found in the Act 537 Plan. He
stated that the Act 537 Plan there is reference to septic system maintenance and in his opinion the
Township has failed to mandate that a resident properly maintains their septic system. He also
expressed concerns that he has with grinder pumps.
Ken Asche, 116 Spring Meadow Lane, expressed concerns with installing grinder pumps with the
sewer systems. He described the use of them and how they fail and told the Board that they need to see
that LASA extends a 5 to 10 year warranty with them. Mr. Asche also commented on the wind towers
that are to be installed at Turkey Hill. He noted that it was stated that they will be lighted and he has
concerns that this will create light pollution. Mr. Bauder stated the Board did address that to some
extent in the new sub-division ordinance where we no long require street lights but that each residence
must provide a light. Mr. Smith added that we do require shoebox lighting.
Joanne Farley, 115 Carol Drive, expressed concerns that the Supervisors have not decided to pay any
of the special purpose fee from LASA. Mr. May stated that at the last meeting he made a motion that
the Township pay $1,000 per household noting that the motion did not carry. Ms Farley stated that
1,000 dollars is not enough and she would like to know what they are going to do. Mr. Bauder stated
there is a difference of opinion from this Board that if we help this group financially, then we would be
obligated to help others outside this area when they have septic or sewer issues.
Ray Dyer, 139 Nicholas Road, asked what will happen to homeowners that are unable to pay for the
sewer installation. Mr. May stated that if any homeowner does not make the connection, LASA can file
the municipal lien against the homeowner. Mr. May stated that if a resident would get to that point,
they should seek legal consul.

New Business
Woods Edge, Phase II, Section 4 Mr. Smith noted there is a request for two extensions for the
Woods Edge, Phase ll project. He stated the first is a request for a 90 day time extension to satisfy
conditions and record the plan. Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the request for the 90 day time
extension for the Woods Edge Phase ll, Section 4 Final Two-Lot Subdivision Plan. Mr. Breneman
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Smith stated the second request is for a
Preliminary Final Plan time extension. Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the request for the Woods
Edge, Phase ll, Sections 4 Preliminary/Final Plan – Time Extension. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which
carried unanimously.
Manor Corporate Center Time Extension Mr. Smith noted this request is for a Five Year Extension of
effective time period of Preliminary Plan Approval for Manor Corporate Center – Risco Partners. Mr.
Smith added that this plan was through the County and this Board can only recommend, which will
weigh strongly with LCPC, however the final decision is theirs. After some discussion, Mr. May made a
motion to approve the extension with the recommendation that the LCPC approve the extension as
requested. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Country Manor Modification Mr. Smith noted that there have been some new developments for
this site and they are requesting a modification. Mr. Venarchick reviewed the plan for Country Manor
and noted that the reason for this request is because they have now acquired the property located at
the corner of this project. Since the developer now owns that property they would like to incorporate
the parcel into the plan. He noted they are requesting the waiver to avoid refilling a new plan and added
that they feel this would be an improvement to the site. Mr. Venarchick stated it has been reviewed by
the Township Engineer and the MTPC, both recommending approval. He explained that the driveway
to Duke Street will be removed and improvements will be made across the front of the property. Mr.
May made a motion to approve the modification request for Section 307.D.7, based upon the letter
from Mr. Ott dated February 9, 2010 and the recommendation of the MTPC. Mr. Kreider seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously.
George and Linda Syder Final Subdivision Plan Mr. Smith noted that this plan is from 2007 and has
gone through the whole process, however there are a few things that do need addressed. He stated the
modifications requested are: Section 502.5, 502.11, 502.12 – Reconstruction of Perimeter Streets. Mr.
Smith noted that Staff and MTPC have recommended approval of this modification. Mr. Smith noted
this will be under the Township for subdivision. Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the modification
based on the information provided and that it meets the conditions of the February 15, 2010 by Rettew
regarding the items listed. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
New Business
Rezoning Petition – Frey Dairy Farms
Mr. Smith stated this request is for Frey Dairy Farms,
approximately 33 acres from a parcel of 61 acres currently zoned Rural (R) and requesting Industrial (I)
Zoning. He noted that Frey Dairy Farms in interested in subdividing and selling 33 acres to Turkey Hill,
LP. Mr. Smith noted the MTPC has recommended approval with a 4 to 3 vote and County comments
have not been received yet. The Board discussed the rezoning process they are currently working on.
After some discussion, Mr. May made a motion to refer this to the Township Solicitor to prepare and
advertise. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Declaration of Disaster Emergency Mr. Smith noted this request is based on the Emergency
Management Coordinator for the County, where each Municipality formally declares a disaster relative
to the February 10, 2010 blizzard. Mr. Smith noted that he and the Chairman of the Board enacted
verbally a decision on behalf of the Board, to declare February 10, 2010 at 4:00 PM that this was a
blizzard where travel should cease until an appropriate time. Mr. Smith noted this will give the

township the ability to submit for Federal Funding. Mr. Breneman moved to ratify the action taken on
February 10, 2010. Mr. Herr seconded the motion. The Motion carried by a 4 to 1 vote with Mr. Bauder
opposing because he was against too much government.
Letter of Credit, Manor Oaks Lot 146 Mr. Smith explained this Letter of Credit for Manor Oaks Lot
146 with M&T Bank # SB-909554-0001 is in the current amount of $35,938.11. He stated they have met
their obligation and staff is recommending the Letter of Credit be released. Mr. Bauder made a motion
to release the Letter of Credit for Manor Oaks, with M&T Bank #SB-909554-0001 in the amount of
$35,938.11. Mr. May seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Bids Sale of Exmark Mower - Mr. Smith stated, being properly advertised, there was a public bid
opening today. He noted twelve bids for the Exmark Mower with the highest bid being Carl
Longenberger for $4,864.00. Mr. Smith noted they had a trade in of $3,000. Mr. Bauder made a motion
to accept the bid of $4,864.00 from Carl Longenberger. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Bids Sale of Progressive Mower Mr. Smith stated there were four bids for this mower with the
highest bid being CF Contractors for $3,666.00. He noted that the trade in value was $2,000. Mr.
Breneman made a motion to accept the bid of $3,666.00 for the Progressive Mower from CF
Contractors. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Letter of Resignation Mr. Smith noted a letter from Eugene Schock, resigning from the position of
Emergency Management Coordinator beginning March 1, 2010. Mr. Smith noted he will notify the
Governor’s office and they will make the appointment of the Emergency Management Coordinator. Mr.
May made a motion to accept Mr. Schock’s letter of resignation with regret and appreciation for his
dedicated services over the years. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Westwood Green Letter of Credit Mr. Smith noted the letter of credit for Westwood Green had
been transferred from one bank to another and that bank had opted not to renew the Letter of Credit.
He noted that it is the responsibility of the developer to submit a replacement letter of credit and they
had not done that so Mr. Smith called the letter of credit. He noted the developer worked with a bank
and has produced a letter of credit for the remaining improvements at Westwood Green. Mr. Smith
recommended accepting the letter of credit. Mr. May made a motion to accept the Letter of Credit with
Fulton Bank, for Westwood Green # DU - 00543 for $141,657.80. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which
carried unanimously.
Alternate Zoning Hearing Board Mr. May moved to appoint Mr. Brandon Clark as the Alternate
member of the Zoning Hearing Board. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Correspondence
Mr. Smith noted there are two requests. Supervisors to attend the Lancaster County Association of
Township Supervisors Spring Meeting and Chief Graeff has requested Officer Gary Gardner attend the
Total Station and software training, a the three day seminar to train him and then he will train additional
personnel. Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the necessary Staff and Supervisors attend the
Spring Meeting and Officer Gary Gardner to attend the training seminar, with necessary expenses paid.
Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff stated the Traffic Commission met on Wed. February 24, 2010 with all members present.
There was no old business and no new business.
Police Report
Chief Graeff noted his monthly report has been submitted and went over the number of calls, arrests
and complaints.

Public Works Director Report
Mr. Harris stated he has submitted his report. He noted that it was a very busy month for snow
removal and he has received a document to fill out for FEMA. He noted he has submitted to FEMA
$51,000 for the storm of February 10 and 11, 2010. Mr. Harris discussed the outside help that was
brought in to help with the volume of snow plowing that took place. He stated that LCSWMA did provide
a loader and operator for three days with no charge to the Township. Mr. Harris stated he was pleased
the way all worked together and the dedication of his staff. Mr. Smith thanked Mr. Harris and his crew
for the excellent job and efforts they all put forth along with the cooperation they got from people in
the community that were contacted to help. Mr. May asked that a letter of gratitude be sent to
LCSWMA. After some discussion the Board agreed to send thank you letters to all those that helped.
Township Managers Report
Mr. Smith noted his report has been submitted.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the Building Permit Report listing the number of permits and dollar value.

Mr. May noted that Mr. Breneman has received the findings and recommendations for the task force.
He noted that this is an excellent report for population and finance.

There being no further business, Mr. Bauder made a motion to adjourn he meeting at 8:45
PM. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
April 5, 2010

7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West
Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA 17603. He led those in attendance in the pledge to the flag. Roll call was
taken.
Members present: John May, Jay Breneman, L. Allen Kreider, Allan Herr and Richard Bauder.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Chief Graeff, Ryan Strohecker, Mark Harris and Rita Young.
Visitors present: See Attached.
Minutes
Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the minutes as drafted. Mr. Breneman seconded
the motion, which carried unanimously.
Bills
Mr. Herr made a motion to approve the bills as listed. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Financial Report
Mr. May made a motion to approve the Financial Report as presented. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion which carried unanimously.
Solicitors Report
Mr. Smith stated there was no Solicitors Report.
Fire Services Task Force Recommendation to Consolidate Mr. May stated that the discussions were
positive for the consolidation of the fire services. He noted that he is strongly in favor of moving
forward. Mr. Breneman stated that as a member of the task force, he appreciates all the hard work
everyone involved has put into getting this far. He noted that with the number of hours the volunteers
have to put in with fund raisers and training mandates, consolidation may be a solution to some issues.
Mr. Breneman was in favor of going forward with the biggest issue ahead being the funding. Mr. Herr
stated these volunteers must go out in all weather, noting a fire in his area during a big snow storm this
year. Mr. Herr made a motion to move ahead with the consolidation of the fire services. Mr. Breneman
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Jim Huber, 113 Shannon Drive, asked several
questions about the funding for the consolidation. Mr. May stated they are still in that process stating
they have looked at several things including the possibility of a fire tax. Mr. Breneman added that the
amount of funding noted in the findings report is approximately $500,000 a year and this includes
Millersville Borough. Mr. Breneman noted the task force can move ahead now and will be discussing
not only the funding but also the bylaws. Mr. Bauder noted that the compliance with the mail in that
the fire companies do for their funding drive is only a 35% response, but if each household would
donate approximately $35. 00 we would not need to fund this.
Business From the Floor
Ken Asche, 116 Spring Meadow Lane, expressed concerns about the sewer project, starting with the
survey and Arro ‘s presentation that was made. He referenced the statements in the study that homes
without an acre of ground cannot support a septic system and noted there are some properties that are
not connecting to the sewer and they are not one acre. Mr. Asche asked that this Board and LASA look
at this and make them connect. Mr. Smith noted that the ordinance of mandatory connection can only
apply to those that fall within the perimeters listed in the Act 537 Plan, noting that those outside that
area may choose to hook up. Mr. Asche also stated he has a problem with the amount of dust from the
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construction of the installation of the sewer in Letort and Perth Hills. He felt there should be rules
followed with the construction that would not allow this dust. Mr. Asche also addressed the fact that he
is in agreement with the plans for Funks Farm Market and if Amos Funk really did not want his land
developed, then he would have put the land in the preserve himself.
Clair Becker, 18 Money Hill Road, expressed concerns that a lot of the boundary pins are being
removed by the construction crews. He asked the Supervisors if resurveying and replacing the pins is
part of the restoration process. After some discussion, Mr. Smith noted that the issue will be addressed
with LASA and they will make sure the pins are replaced.
JoAnne Farley,115 Carol Drive, asked if the Supervisors have explored any other possibilities for
grants or monies available to the residents of the sewer project. Mr. May stated all areas have been
explored. There is a grant available but the people that qualify must fall into the income level provided.
Mr. Kreider stated that most of the people within the Letort Manor/Perth Hills project area are above
the income level to qualify for any grant money. Mr. Smith stated they have looked into all areas and
the assistance that is possible for everyone is LASA offering the no interest loan. Mr. Kreider stated that
the problem is this area is not a low income area.
Tina Peterson, 121 Townhouse Lane, presented a petition from the residents along Townhouse Lane
that are upset with cardboard dumpsters that have recently been placed in the Manor Township Parking
Area bordering their back yards. She noted that the residents have complaints that the area is unsightly,
subjects them to more traffic, noise and will eventually draw rodents and lower their property value.
They also had issues with the commercial dumpster being used in the Township and stated it should be
centrally located in the Township. Mr. Smith stated this is the only dumpster and it is located at this
end of the township because of the population. Ms Peterson stated it is very unsightly the way it was
placed in the parking lot and felt there will be many problems ahead including contamination of their
water shed area.
Frank Perugini, 105 Townhouse Lane, expressed concerns that this dumpster is right outside his
property and in his view. He also noted that it is a blind corner and the dumpsters make it even harder
for the police to see.
Dan Beck, 112 Townhouse Lane, also expressed concerns with the cardboard bins and felt that the
biggest issue is the safety factor for people putting cardboard in the dumpster when police cars go out
at a higher rate of speed. He also had concerns with the amount of trash that may be left behind. He
asked if this recycling program could possibility be combined with the recycling bins at the landfill where
other recycling programs are run such as the yard waste pass. The Supervisors agreed they could look at
this area. Mr. Smith stated the dumpsters have been placed here on a temporary basis and they can
reassess the situation. Mr. Bauder felt the maintenance building might be a good place. Mr. Kreider
stated that in the beginning of this recycling program a dumpster for cardboard was placed at the
maintenance building and people did not use it because they felt they had to drive too far. Mr. Beck
suggested we approach a business in the area and place it there.
Susan Perugini, 105 Townhouse Lane, stated that all the residents along the Township parking lot
have fixed up their back decks and now they have to look at this. Mr. May noted that they will review
the program.
Daphanie Toland, 103 Townhouse Lane, noted that the dumpster is directly behind her house and
expressed concerns that she feels this is an eye sore to her property, it creates noise and there is a
speeding problem at that location. She noted she has already had to pick up trash in her yard from it and
asked that they reconsider the placement.
Glenn Hess, Highville Fire Company, submitted a letter from their fire chief noting that their company
is 100% behind the consolidation and is in agreement for them to move forward.
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Act 111 Arbitration Award Announcement
Mr. Smith stated that they have received the
arbitration award. He noted Ryan is working on the administrative details stating this is retroactive to
2009 and they will be working to implement the provisions of the award.
Approve six months extension of LASA Service Agreement
Mr. May stated there is a current
agreement with LASA established in 2005. Mr. Smith noted that this agreement ran out in March and
LASA has proposed a six month extension of this agreement to give both sides time to work for the
creation of a new agreement. Mr. May moved to accept the six months extension of the agreement.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion. Mr. Bauder questioned the capital projects. Mr. Smith stated they have
not done anything without the concurrence of the Township. After some discussion, the motion carried
unanimously.
Country Manor Improvement Guarantee Agreement
Mr. May stated this is to establish a Letter of
Credit in the amount of $293,347.00. Mr. Smith noted that the developer has proposed this agreement.
It has been reviewed and he noted the developer has put the $293,347.00 on account with Manor
Township as an escrow account so there is no Letter of Credit proposed. Mr. Bauder made a motion to
approve the Improvement Guarantee Agreement between Manor Township and the developer Manor
Vest in the amount of $293,347.00 escrowed in the bank. Mr. May seconded the motion. Mr. Huber,
113 Shannon Drive, questioned who the developer is and Mr. Smith answered. Being moved and
seconded, the motion carried unanimously.
Penn Manor, Request to Waive Improvement Guarantee Agreement Requirement
Mr. May stated
this waiver would save the school district a substantial amount of money and ultimately saves the tax
payers money. He noted that after talking to Mr. Smith and Mr. Goodman, most of this is for private
areas and not public roads and they have decided it would be a good thing to grant this waiver request.
Mr. Smith noted that Staff is recommending approval of this waiver request, being part of our Township
Sub-Division Ordinance. Mr. May moved to waive the Improvement Guarantee Agreement for Penn
Manor. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Crossgates Phase VII Request for Reduction of Letter of Credit Mr. Smith stated that Staff has
reviewed this request and is recommending it be granted as presented. Mr. Bauder made a motion to
approve the request for the reduction in the Improvement Guarantee, Fulton Bank Letter of Credit
#DO03971, to the amount of $318,831.13. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution #12-2010 Mr. Smith noted this is done prior to awarding bids on an annually basis. Mr.
May made a motion to adopt Resolution #12-2010 to adopt the Escalator Clause as published in
PennDot Specifications Publication 408 Section 110.04 Price Adjustment of Bituminous Materials. Mr.
Bauder seconded the motion , which carried unanimously.
Award Bids Mr. Smith noted that the bids for materials were opened this morning at 10 AM. He
listed the bids as follows.
Seal Coat - Stewart & Tate
CRS-2PM @ .35 gal per sq yd, Unit Price 1.0349, Total 65,358.08
Martin Paving
CRS-2PM @ .35 gal per sq yd, Unit Price 1.007,
Total 63,596.08
HRI
CRS-2PM @ .35 gal per sq yd, Unit Price 1.193,
Total 75,342.72
In Place Paving - Highway Materials Superpave 9.5 mm, Unit Price 65.95,
Total 189,606.25
Superpave 19 mm, Unit Price 57.95
Total 75,914.50
McMinn’s Asphalt Superpave 9.5 mm, Unit Price 69.87,
Total 200,876.25
Superpave 19 mm, Unit Price 67.87
Total 88,909.70
Micro Surfacing - Stewart & Tate Double Application Type A Unit Price 2.28, Total 21,322.56
E.J.Breneman Double Application Type A Unit Price 2.85, Total 26,653.20
Asphalt Paving Systems Double Application Type A Unit Price 2.54, Total 23,754.08
Materials Highway Materials
Superpave 9.5 mm, Unit Price 52.50, Delivered 57.75
Highway Materials
Superpave 19 mm, Unit Price 46.50, Delivered 51.75
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Highway Materials
Superpave 25 mm, Unit Price 43.25, Delivered 48.50
County Line
2 A Stone,
Unit Price 5.00, Delivered 8.35
Mr. Smith recommended accepting the low bids. Mr. May made a motion to accept the low bids as
listed, Seal Coat – Martin paving, In Place Paving – Highway Materials, Micro Surfacing – Stewart & Tate
and Materials – Highway Materials for Superpave and County Line for 2A Stone. Mr. Herr seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously.
Letter of Intent – Police Consolidation Exploration - Mr. May stated that he and Mr. Kreider have
been attending meetings with Columbia Borough and for DCED to continue to help with this, they would
like a letter of intent of our interest. He noted that there is no down side to this and recommended they
pursue further and stated it would include Columbia Borough, Manor Township, West Hempfield,
Millersville, Mountville and Wrightsville. Mr. May made a motion to enter into the Letter of Intent to
explore the police consolidation. Mr. Kreider felt an obligation to explore this and it will only cost their
time. Mr. Bauder asked who started this. Mr. May stated it was Leo Lutz, Columbia Mayor. Mr. Bauder
noted he would be in favor of County police. After some discussion, Mr. Kreider seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Appointment to Park and Recreation Board Mr. Smith stated that Mr. Maher Y. Hattar, 2510 Valley
Drive has expressed interest in serving on the Park and Recreation Board. After some discussion, Mr.
Breneman made a motion to appoint Mr. Hattar to the Manor Township Park and Recreation Board.
Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Lancaster County Special Emergency Response Team Mr. Smith noted that Chief Graeff has
requested that Officer Wayne Smoker be allowed to be a member of the Lancaster County SERT upon
his successful completion of his six-month training probation period. He noted that Officer Smoker has
already been through tryouts and basic schooling for the SERT team completing them both. After some
discussion, Mr. Herr made a motion that Officer Wayne Smoker be placed on the Lancaster County SERT.
Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Correspondence
Mr. Smith noted two letters from concerned groups that have expressed issues and opposition with
the proposed Wind to Energy Project for the LCSWMA. He noted they have stated their objections to the
wind turbines on Turkey Hill. Mr. May noted they have been approved for the temporary structure that
is there now. Mr. Smith stated he would research to see where we are in the process.
APMM Annual Conference – located in Harrisburg and Mr. Smith requested he and Mr. Strohecker
attend.
Government Finance Officers Association – Mr. Smith requested Mr. Strohecker attend.
CDL Records Management and CDL Supervisory Training - Mr. Smith requested Mr. Harris and Mr.
Strohecker attend both.
Mr. Smith noted a request from Chief Graeff, for Cpl. Strock and Cpl. Geyer to attend the Crime
Prevention Symposium.
Mr. Kreider made a motion for the above requests to be approved. Mr. Herr seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff reported that the Traffic Commission was held March 31, 2010. There was no old
business and no new business.
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Police Report
Chief Graeff stated his report has been submitted. He listed the number of calls and events that took
place for the month of March.
Public Works
Mr. Harris stated his monthly report has been submitted. He stated they hope to do base repairs this
month and hope to have paving work completed as quickly as possible. He noted that water has been
turned on in the parks. Mr. May stated that the Township has received a letter from Kris Kelly noting
how well we maintain our parks and also that the great job done by the road crew this winter was
greatly appreciated.
Township Managers Report
Mr. Smith stated he has submitted his report but noted they have received notice that the agreement
for the Rail Trail Project is getting closer and closer. Mr. Breneman questioned moving the poles in the
project. Mr. Smith stated the poles will not be moved in the Manor Township area. Mr. Smith noted he
would like to schedule the next joint Planning Commission/Supervisors Meeting for April 12, 2010. He
noted Rettew is ready to finalize what needs to be reviewed. After some discussion, Mr. Smith noted he
will send out the advertisement for the meeting for April 12, 2010.
Mr. May called for an Executive Session at this time. 8:55 PM.
Mr. May called the meeting in session again at 9:20 PM. He noted they have concluded their
Executive Session for a Personnel Matter. Mr. Smith noted this has been a lengthy process to evaluate
the Act 111 and the Arbitration. After evaluating the components of the award and our means, they
have included the process of losing the contract of Mountville Borough with Police Protection and at this
point the Staff is making a recommendation to reduce the Police Force by three persons. Mr. Bauder
made a motion to adopt the recommendation by Staff to reduce the Manor Township Police Force by
three persons. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. May noted that this
decision is with some regret but a necessary business decision.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the building permit report as submitted.
There being no further business, Mr. Kreider made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:25 PM.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary,
Rita J. Young
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Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
May 3, 2010

7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM in the Manor Middle School, 2950
Charlestown Road, Lancaster, PA. He led those in attendance in the pledge to the flag. Roll call was
taken.
Members present: John May, Jay Breneman, Richard Bauder, Allen Kreider and Alan Herr.
Staff present: Chief Todd Graeff, Mark Harris, Barry Smith and Rita Young.
Visitors present: See Attached.
Minutes Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the April 2010 minutes. Mr. Kreider seconded
the motion, which carried unanimously.
Bills
Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the bills as listed. Mr. Herr seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Financial Report Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the financial report as presented. Mr. Herr
seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Solicitors Report Mr. Smith stated there was no solicitors report.
Business from the Floor
Mr. May noted the procedure for the meeting. He stated the Board will take comments about the
police layoffs but not questions will be answered tonight. He noted that as a result of an Executive
Session held at the April 5, 2010 Supervisors meeting, a decision was made to lay off three Manor
Township police officers. Mr. May noted he was not happy to lay the officers off and he feels Manor
Township has one of the finest police forces in Lancaster County.
Ed Shane, 104 Velma Lane, expressed concerns with the ongoing issues with the sewer project in
Letort Manor/Perth Hills area and the drainage effects from the Letort School. Mr. Shane also felt the
school should share the cost of this along with the Township paying the special purpose fee.
Ed Tome, 1805 Hemlock Road, noted a problem with vandalism in his neighborhood and was not in
favor of police layoffs. He also would like to see the website updated.
Pat Karkotsky, 121 Wellington Road, expressed concerns with vandalism and the police response time
and now you have less police. Mr. Karkotsky questioned the Supervisors if they got raises, and stated if
there is a township account with 8 million then why not pay three officers to remain on the force. Mr.
May stated they are not permitted to give themselves raises and their pay is $104 every two weeks. Mr.
Karkotsky expressed concerns with the way the Supervisors handled the officers being laid off prior to
this meeting where comments could be heard before it was done.
Kevin Manuel, 102 Velma Lane, expressed concerns that there was no help financially with the
infrastructure of the sewer and if we don’t have enough money then he felt we could cut back and have
three Supervisors like before.
Deb Forbes, 19 Cartledge Lane, was in favor of keeping the three officers noting the safety in her
community and noted it is the job of the Supervisors to provide safety to the public.
Becky Reever, 120 Stonewyck Drive, expressed concerns that the officers were laid off after the
results of the police arbitration and not in January. She had concerns with conflicting answers she
received from the Supervisors and that the Supervisors did not conduct a study. Mr. May answered that
the Supervisors did their own study through reports. Ms Reever stated when calling the Supervisors at
home, Mr. Bauder stated we could save money to go to State Police, Mr. Kreider stated there were

three officers dedicated to Mountville Borough and three were laid off since that contract was lost, and
Mr. May told her that the union had their way for so long and the police would not negotiate anything.
Ms Reever stated Manor Township is the largest township in Lancaster County and noted taxes should
have been raised according to the needs of the Township and she stated they should try to work it out
and save the jobs of the three officers.
Richard Ochs, 509 Fairway Drive, expressed concerns that the Manor Township Police Department
received AED life saving devices from a federal grant and they are now not in use. When asked why, the
Chief stated that the batteries for them were cut from his budget.
Ron Matterness, 107 Eagle Path, felt there will not be adequate coverage now with three less police
officers. He noted a large increase in homes and rental units in his area and the fact that Manor
Township is so large they should not consider fewer officers.
Kent Weinholdt, 133 Wellington Road, stated he is the Constable for Manor Township and feels there
is concern for residents and officers safety. He expressed concerns for officer back up in a township as
large as Manor and the amount of available staff.
Pete Anders, 1748 Colonial Manor Drive, stated he appreciates all the employees of the township and
he voted for this Board because of open and honest government. He feels the procedure that was done
for leaving the three officers go was total opposite from open and honest and represents poor
leadership. He expressed concerns that this Board is going in the wrong direction and requested that the
Board reinstate the three officers and do a proper study.
Michael Gerace, 343 Banyan Circle Drive, was not in favor of getting rid of three officers and hoped
for the safety of the township residents. He felt this Board is making poor decisions.
James Reever, 120 Stonewyck Drive, stated that in 2006 there were discussions on police mergers,
and Mr. Kreider was in favor of going to State Police coverage. He stated that he was with Manor Twp.
Police force for 35 years and retired as chief, and he is very disappointed with the events that have been
taking place.
Frank Rizzo, 202 Fieldgate Drive, stated he is disappointed with this Board getting rid of three officers
and requested they reconsider. He noted the economy is bad which increases the need for officers.
Joan Matterness, 213 Sutherland Road, felt the Board has displayed poor planning by not spending
more time on this and making it a public issue. She expressed concerns with holding an executive
session late in a meeting when they knew only two or three people were present, and when she called
Mr. Bauder to discuss it, he was only concerned about money and too many pensions and raises and
would not even answer her questions. She stated that Mr. Bauder and Mr. Kreider have spent more
time researching the sewer than on the safety of this Township. Ms Matterness asked if they ever
considered putting one officer on the drug task force to save a job. She expressed concerns that this
Board does not support the police chief and the reasons for this move reflects personal issues by some
of the Board members and not sound decisions being made for the good of the Township.
Don Miley, 165 Victoria Road, stated his area use to be safe to live in and in the last two years they
have had four break-ins on his street alone. He stated an increase in residents and an increase in
incidents justifies keeping the police force staffed at the present level.
Tina Liddick, 148 Stonewyck Drive, stated she does not want to see the force cut for both the
residents and the officer’s safety. She also expressed concerns that this Board lost the police contract
with Mountville Borough after 30 years of patrolling there.
Keith Soders, 1832 Hemlock Road, asked that the Supervisors bring the three officers back to the
force for the safety of the Township.
Bonnie Miller, 113 Bent Tree Drive, expressed concerns on how the Township is being run. She stated
that she supported these Supervisors in the past but that Manor Township is now a laughing stock. She
was unhappy with decisions that are being made and felt the Supervisors are not doing the job they
were elected to do.

George Geisler, 2413 N. Front St., Director with Team DUI, noted that not having these three officers
may have an effect on arrests for drunk drivers. He went over statistics and stated criminals will be
aware that Manor Township has fewer officers. He asked that they complete a study.
Christine Fisher, Attorney for the Manor Township Police, stated they did try to negotiate and this
Township has never gone to arbitration before. She felt the Board should reinstate the three officers
and not put this Township in danger.
Jim Alexander, 95 Penn Street, stated he is a Manor Township police officer and president of the
Township Police Association. He stated there was never any officer personally appointed to patrol
Mountville. He stated Manor Township is the largest township in Lancaster County and gave statists on
the number of officers they need, noting that in 2006 Mr. Breneman attended a workshop and stated
the number of officers needed then, and now we have less than statists stated back in 2006.
Sheri Reever, 113 Harvard Avenue, expressed concerns that crime has been steadily increasing in her
neighborhood.
Stacy Lindsay, 125 Rembrandt Drive, asked the Supervisors to reconsider and try to keep the three
officers on the force.
Cris Erb, FOP president Red Rose, stated why he was in support of reinstating the three officers. He
noted why he felt the negotiation process did not take place.
Les Lieri, FOP president PA State Lodge, was in support of bringing the three officers back and stated
that they would be willing to sit down with this Board, The Township Manager and talk with the
association to work this out for the good of the citizens.
Ruth Rielly, 152 Kent Road, expressed concerns that young officers were laid off when there are
others soon ready to retire, and now we will have to rehire and train all over again.
Mike Schaeffer, 7 Applewood Lane, expressed concerns with losing three officers and noted several
budget items. He felt it would have been more beneficial to have the three officers continue to work for
the six months that their salaries have been extended.
Arthur White, 1531 Manor Blvd., expressed his feelings about voting the current Board of Supervisors
out and return to a Board of three Supervisors to save on the budget.
Jim Huber, 113 Shannon Drive, stated he has been a resident here for 50 years and was a Supervisor
with Manor Township. He expressed concerns with the police issues and asked that the Supervisors
consider doing an independent study be done.
Peter Savage, 1444 Hollywood Drive, stated he is a retired from Manor Township Police after 30 years
and felt the problem with losing the Mountville coverage resulted from a lack of communication. He
expressed concerns with the executive session held at the end of a meeting for such an important
decision. He felt they should do a study with an independent group and noted Manor Township has
always been a good sound police department and asked that the Supervisors take a step back and look
at what the people are saying to them here tonight.
Della Kreider, 13 Newswanger Road, works with the school district and explained that as a result of
this change in the Manor Township police force, they will lose the Dare program. She stated that Manor
Township is growing not declining and the police force should not decline either.
Bennett Vonderheide, 3113 Main Street, stated that in his opinion he would be in favor of disbanding
the entire police force. Mr. Vonderheide stated in his opinion citizens were afraid to come tonight
because of the intimidation of the police and the union.
Terry Longacre, 4128 Jasmine Place, and retired Manor Township Police, went over statistics and
asked the Supervisors to reconsider bringing back the three officers because they are needed.
Brian Liddick, 148 Stonewyck Drive, Manor Township Officer and member of the bargaining unit,
asked that they listen to the people tonight and make a motion to bring the three officers back to the
force. Mr. May stated they will not be making any motion.
Mr. May called for a short recess.

Mr. May reconvened the meeting.
New Business
SALDO Mr. Smith noted the developer has requested a time extension for Woods Edge Phase II
Section 4 Preliminary/Final Plan – Time Extension. Mr. Herr made a motion to approve the time
extension request for Woods Edge. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Ordinance 2-2010 3200 Columbia Avenue Zoning Amendment
Mr. Smith stated this request has
been before the Supervisors, the MTPC and the LCPC with their endorsement enclosed. Mr. Smith noted
this is a public hearing based on the provisions of the MPC. Mr. Smith stated this ordinance amends the
Manor Township Zoning Ordinance by adding banks and similar financial institutions as a permitted use
in the MRC Zoning District. He noted the request is for the corner of Weaver Road and Columbia
Avenue. Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the request for the zoning amendment. Mr. Breneman
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Petition of LCSWMA to Rezone Two Tracts from Rural to Excavation Mr. Smith stated this is required
to be submitted to the Township by way of the April 15, 2002 agreement when the Authority was
required to petition Manor Township to have tracts of land to be rezoned from Rural to Excavation, all
parties in the Court action agreed to that stipulation. Mr. May made a motion to accept this petition
and forward it to the Manor Township Planning Commission and ask the Manager to have the Township
Solicitor prepare the necessary document. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution # 13-2010 HRA for Manor Township Uniformed Officers Mr. Smith stated this resolution
is a stipulation of the arbitration award and will be establishing the adoption of an HRA for the Manor
Township Uniformed Officers. Mr. Breneman made a motion to adopt Resolution #13-2010, seconded
by Mr. Herr. Ann Funston, 38 Derby Lane asked under what circumstances a motion can be made. Mr.
May explained. Being moved and seconded the motion carried unanimously.
Resolution # 14-2010 Designation of Agent for 2010 Blizzard Mr. Smith stated one person needs to
be appointed as an agent for the February 2010 Blizzard to qualify for funding through FEMA. Mr. May
made a motion to approve Resolution # 14-2010 formally designating Mark Harris to be the Agent in
the application for the Financial Assistance Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act. Mr. Bauder
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Barley Farm Letter of Credit Mr. Smith explained this Letter of Credit is to replace a cash escrow in
the amount of $160,500 for a storm water project. He noted this Letter of Credit will replace that
escrow and does meet all requirements. Mr. May made a motion to accept Letter of Credit #D00529, in
the amount of $160,500 with Fulton Bank, for the Barley Farm. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously. Mr. Herr made a motion to authorize the Staff to release the amount held in
escrow that is being replaced by the Letter of Credit. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Cornerstone Letter of Credit Release Mr. Smith stated there are two Letters of Credit, for
consideration of release. The first is Letter of Credit #617 Manor Oaks remaining lands Section 2, in the
amount of $47,576.84 and Mr. Smith stated all obligations have been fulfilled. Mr. May made a motion
to approve the release of Letter of Credit #617 for Manor Oaks in the amount of $47,576.84. Mr. Bauder
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. The second is Letter of Credit #566 for Manor Oaks.
Mr. Kreider made a motion to release Letter of Credit #566 for Manor Oaks in the amount of
$71,830.56. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Farmland Preservation Township Challenge Grant Mr. Herr abstained from this discussion. Mr.
Smith explained that this is an updated communication from the Ag Preserve Board, and is for the
Boards consideration.
Rettew Update Mr. Smith stated that our current Assistant Zoning Officer, Sherry Myers, an
employee of Rettew, has retired and we are proposing the appointment of Greg Underwood, also an
employee of Rettew , to serve as the Township’s assistant zoning officer. Mr. Smith stated both he and

Mr. Ott, the township zoning officer recommend Mr. Underwood. Mr. Breneman made a motion to
appoint Greg Underwood to the position of assistant zoning officer for Manor Township. Mr. Bauder
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Fireworks Permits Mr. Smith stated he has three fireworks permit requests to be presented. He
stated the current fireworks ordinance has a provision for the application to be presented 90 days prior
to the event. However the 90 days is already past at this point for all three applications. Mr. Smith noted
he is not able to process the permit without a waiver from this Board for the permits to be issued. Mr.
Smith listed the applications as follows. 1) John Campbell, 20 Herr Street, Washington Boro requesting
an annual fireworks display at his house on July 3, 2010. 2) Conestoga Country Club, an annual fireworks
event scheduled for July 2, 2010 and 3) Crossgates Golf Course, proposed for three nights of fireworks
displays on July 2, 3, and 4, 2010. Mr. May made a motion to waive the 90 day requirement and
consider the permit requests. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion. Ruth Rielly, 152 Kent Road, objected to
the fireworks permits. Dan Wall, 1125 Colonial Road also objected to the request. Mr. Bauder stated if
the requests meet the ordinance, they cannot just reject the permit. Being moved and seconded, the
motion carried unanimously.
Mr. May commended Craig Lefever for achieving the rank of Eagle Scout and requested the Board
honor him with a Certificate of Achievement if the Board agrees. The Board agreed and Mr. May noted
he will take care of it.
Peter Anders, 1748 Colonial Manor Dr., asked that the Board reconsider reinstating the three officers
or at least discuss the possibility. Mr. May stated he could not promise anything.
Correspondence
Wind to Energy Project Mr. May noted a letter from Katherine Hurst requesting the Supervisors
reconsider the placement of wind turbines on Turkey Hill. She expressed concerns about endangering
the birds along the river. Mr. Smith stated that this project has met all the obligations and has been
granted zoning hearing approval. They will be submitting a building permit and if they meet the
requirements, we will not be able to deny that permit.
LIMC Annual Dinner Mr. Smith requested approval for attendance to the LIMC Annual Dinner for
Supervisors and any board members that wish to attend, and to pay the $35.00 expense per person as
done in the past. Mr. May noted he will be paying for his own. Mr. May made a motion to authorize
those wishing to attend the LIMC Dinner may do so with the necessary expenses paid. Mr. Bauder
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff reported that the meeting was held and the commission discussed an issue about “no
parking” signs in Westwood Green. He noted his report has been submitted.
Police Report
Chief Graeff stated his report has been submitted and noted that qualifications have been completed.
Mr. May asked about the AED’s. Chief Graeff stated there are 5 total and the last time they worked was
two years ago when he requested batteries. The Board asked Chief Graeff to check the price of the
batteries. Dan Harnish, 1263 Manor Blvd. expressed concerns that the Supervisors would put the
expense for the AED’s into the budget in the future.
Public Works Director
Mr. Harris noted his report has been submitted for the month of April.

Township Managers Report
Mr. Smith stated his report has been submitted. He stated that information from Dave Lewis,
Columbia Water Company, states that a survey for public water extension to Perth Hills/Letort Manor
area has resulted in 25% in favor and 75 % does not want it. The survey stated that each homeowner
would help fund the extension. To date, Columbia Water has dropped the funding attempt and will
extend the water into Donnerville Road at no cost. Mr. Smith stated their long range plan is to begin the
extension to Donnerville Road area, with no mandatory hook up. Mr. Smith noted there is no mandatory
capital improvement contribution by the Township or by residents. Mr. Bauder asked if we could aid Bill
Boyd and clarify his situation with DEP and the water system for his business on Anchor Road. Mr. Smith
noted that he will communicate this to the necessary parties.
Clair Becker, 18 Money Hill Road, asked how all this effects the repairs of the roads from the sewer
project. Mr. Smith stated he and Mr. Harris will have to look at all the options are and the plans that will
be worked out for the restoration of the roads.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the building permit report noting the amount of permits forth the month.

There being no further business, Mr. Kreider made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:50 PM.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer

Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
Monday, June 7, 2010

Time: 7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. in the Manor Township Municipal
Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. He led those in attendance in the pledge of allegiance
to the flag. Roll call was taken.
Members present: John May, Jay Breneman, Richard Bauder, Allen Kreider and Alan Herr.
Staff present: Chief Todd Graeff, Barry Smith, Ryan Strohecker and Evie Rineer
Visitors present: See attached.
Minutes - Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the minutes. Mr. Herr seconded the motion and the
motion carried unanimously.
Bills – Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the bills. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion and the
motion carried unanimously.
Financial Report – Mr. Kreider moved to approve the financial report as issued. Mr. Herr seconded the
motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Jim Huber, 113 Shannon Drive asked for the total of the bills. Mr. Smith gave the totals of the
individual funds.
Solicitor’s Report - Mr. Smith advised there was no solicitor’s report.
Business from the Floor
Peter O’Donoghue, 388 Hershey Mill Road, questioned when the upgrade of the bridge on
Rohrer Road would take place. Mr. O’Donoghue was advised discussion on the bridge would take place
during the 2011 budget planning. Mr. O’Donoghue feels there is a problem with Rohrer Road Bridge
being able to handle the stormwater as well as Parkfield retention pond not retaining water. Mr.
O’Donoghue had questions on the process of correcting erosion issues on private property. Mr.
O’Donoghue was advised that the resident should contact Mr. Smith as each issue must be handled
individually.
Tina Peterson, 121 Townhouse Lane, expressed her dislike of the cardboard dumpster in the
Township parking lot noting there is loud noise when they are emptied and they are dirty. Ms. Peterson
commented that there are more rowdy people out on the road since there are fewer officers on duty.
Becky Reever, 120 Stonewyck Drive, stated through the Right To Know she had requested the
study that the decision was based on to lay off three officers. What she received was the Mountville
proposal and she did not see statistics showing a valid study. Ms. Reever questioned what the findings
were based on and if there was growth in the Township. Ms. Reever listed the addresses of sex
offenders in Manor Township indicating there are quite a few and stating police officers are being taken
away. She referred to the amount of overtime being paid out with the decrease in officers. She stated
the police report statistics without Mountville Boro are the same as last year when they included
Mountville. She asked if the AED machines have been replaced and indicated the number of cardiac
arrests calls in the Township. Ms. Reever had questions on a fire tax and whether it would be on a
referendum for voters. Ms. Reever referred to an editorial of February 7, 2010 suggesting the
Supervisors read it.
Ron Vogel, 131 Spring Meadow Lane, questioned rumors of water coming into Letort Manor.
Mr. Smith stated he publically mentioned at the last Supervisor’s meeting that Columbia Water
Company is extending water to Letort Manor and Perth Hills. Mr. Vogel asked the results of the survey
by Columbia Water and Mr. Smith stated it was overwhelming that people were not willing in paying for
it. Mr. Smith advised that no one will be forced to hook up to public water, it will be an option.
Joanne Farley, 115 Carol Drive, was speaking on behalf of Perth Hills and Letort Manor asking if
they could find money to help the residents with the infrastructure. Ms. Farley referred to the public
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water that was coming in with no mandate to hook up and she felt that the sewer could have been
handled the same way. Mr. May advised that the water and sewer are not comparable. The sewer is
an authority governed by law and the water company is a private company owned by private stock
holders.
Brian Liddick, 148 Stonewyck Drive, stated that he is a Police Officer with Manor Township
Police, present as part of the association, part of the bargaining unit and a resident of Manor Township.
Mr. Liddick referred to a comment made by Mr. May on WGAL regarding the police department. Mr.
Liddick pointed out pending calls and overtime being spent through the roof that is a result of people
laid off. Mr. Liddick asked that the officers be called back. Mr. May stated if they see safety is being
jeopardized and crime is going rampant they would have to reconsider, but they have not received that
information. Mr. Liddick asked if a study is going to be done and Mr. May said they would look at it,
but he cannot say that a formal study will be done. Mr. Liddick stated the bargaining unit has offered
to pay half of a formal study.
Kathy Dimitrius, 1105 Richmond Road, stated she is a retired police officer and advised the
Supervisors to ride in a radio car, see what occurs in the neighborhoods, then make decisions and do
reports.
Joan Matterness, 213 Sutherland Road, commented since the police officers have been laid off
she sees less police presence in Woods Edge. Ms. Matterness had statements and questions regarding
an officer on the drug task force. Ms. Matterness had questions on the work being done at Wilshire
Hills with straightening the road and asked whose project that was. Mr. Smith advised when the
original subdivision was done for those properties the land development plan required the extension of
Royal Road to eliminate the dog leg section. The plan was approved and one of the conditions was the
extension of the road. Mr. Murry provided a letter of credit to guarantee that the project would be
completed. Mr. Smith stated they had advised Mr. Murry this project had to be done and he was in
agreement. The cost of the project is totally the responsibility of Murry/Sher Wal Inc.
Mark Burkholder, Vice President of the Manor Township Police Officer’s Association 950 West
Fairway Drive and present representing 17 members of the association. Mr. Burkholder stated that the
association will fund their fair share of a reasonable study. He feels there needs to be more dialogue
between the Supervisors and the Association, and that a study needs to be done. He suggested the
Supervisors consider using the Department of Community and Economic Development which he
understands is offered free of charge. Mr. Kreider thanked Mr. Burkholder for his demeanor and the
way he presented himself. Mr. Bauder stated that he and Mr. Burkholder has met several times in
private and tried to look at some alternatives. Mr. Bauder stated he would like to continue looking at
some things, especially the cost of medical coverage that is very large. Mr. Bauder stated as long as
there is litigation, they must be careful of what is said.
Jim Reever, 120 Stonewyck Drive, asked if the AEDs will be replaced. Mr. Smith stated the
current ones need batteries and are not useable. Mr. Reever advised he works with an individual who
has a thorough study on all the AEDs available, the batteries and a financial way to obtain them. He will
provide the information. Mr. Smith advised there is a resident who would like to contribute. They are
giving consideration to the brand and model. Chief Graeff advised they have applied for a grant.
Ruth Rielly, 152 Kent Road, had questions on the AED units. Chief Graeff advised the batteries
need to be replaced to operate the units but the units no longer meet certification. Ms. Rielly
recommended if new units are purchased that the units work with pediatrics and Chief Graeff indicated
that is what they are looking at doing.

Old Business
Mr. Breneman gave an update on the fire company consolidation stating the consolidation is
moving forward. There was a meeting with Millersville Boro regarding the inter-municipal agreement
and the four fire companies also met the same night.
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New Business
SALDO – Stephen & Deborah Shertzer Final Subdivision Plan – Mr. Smith advised some issues
have developed for the Shertzers and they have a submitted a letter that Mr. Smith read withdrawing
the Shertzer proposed subdivision plan from the June 7th Supervisor’s Meeting due to changes in
project requirements.
Lancaster County Letter Notice of Public Hearing, Creek Road Bridge – Mr. May advised he has
received a letter stating the Commissioners will be holding a hearing on July 8th with regard to ultimate
disposition of the Creek Road Bridge. The meeting will be held at the Ann Letort Elementary School on
July 8th at 7:30 p.m.
Lancaster County Solid Waste Management Authority Permit Renewal - There is no action
required but they must notify the Township of their application to renew the permit for the Frey Dairy
Farm Landfill.
Safe Harbor Dam Causeway – Bank Stabilization General Permit #3 - Mr. May stated a permit
must be applied for to repair the riprap near the dam. Mr. Smith advised this is an Act 14 notice and no
action is required.
Rohrer Dairy Farm – Act 14 Notification - Mr. May stated the Rohrer Dairy Farm is applying to
renew their CAFO permit and there is a form the Township must fill out stating the Township has a
comprehensive plan. Mr. May made a motion that Mr. Smith fill out the form that was submitted to the
Township and return the form within the 30 day window given. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion
and the motion carried unanimously.
Correspondence
Mr. Smith advised that Chief Graeff would like to make an alteration. They want to continue to
have a request before the Board for the PA Chief’s Association Conference. They would like to defer
the Taser International Technician Course which is full. They would like to have Officer Moser attend
that course at the next available date. There is a request for Officer Gary Gardner to attend the
AR15/M16 Armor School presented by the Defensive Edge. Mr. Bauder questioned the agenda item for
the PA Chiefs of Police Association Conference and asked why the Association is taking a political stance.
Chief Graeff advised he could not answer Mr. Bauder. Mr. Breneman questioned if there was any closer
training location and was advised this is the closest location. Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve
Chief Graeff and Officer Gardner to attend respective courses. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion and
the motion carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff reported that Officer Gardner had completed traffic studies for Houffman Place in
Westwood Green and Kilgannon Lane and Broadstone Street in Woods Edge. A motion was made that a
stop sign be placed at the intersection of Broadstone Street and Stone Mill Road and post 25 mph speed
limit signs. “No Parking” signs were posted on one side of the street based on Mr. Harris’s discretion.
A motion was made to post stop sign and 25 mph speed limit signs at Kilgannon Lane and Stone Mill
Road and “No Parking” on one side of the road at Mr. Harris’s discretion. A study was done for
Houffman Place and Officer Gardner recommended “No Parking” signs remain at the above intersection
with an additional sign stating “No Parking From Here To Corner”. There was a study done several years
ago and was revisited due to the residents asking for additional parking as there is no parking on both
sides of the street.
Police Report
Chief Graeff reported on the number of complaints, calls, accidents, criminal arrests for adults
and juveniles for the month and year to date. The Officer Phil Program was run again in all the
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elementary schools for kindergarten and first grade. It was a big success and they completed DARE with
one more graduation next weekend.
Mr. May stated he has had people ask why more investigations are not reported in the police
log that is published in the Lancaster Newspapers. Mr. May indicated that after inquiries he was told
the newspapers take what is sent in. Mr. May provided Chief Graeff with guidelines for submission for
the police log. Mr. Bauder questioned the benefit of the information put in the newspaper police log.
Chief Graeff advised they do have a crime alert that Corporal Strock puts out. Mr. Breneman stated he
occasionally reads the log and if he sees numerous thefts from unlocked vehicles it reminds him to lock
his and he sees that as a benefit. Chief Graeff stated he will take responsibility and make sure more
information is provided. Chief Graeff commented they are working about half the staff of a month or
two ago. Mr. Liddick stated many of the police log listings are Manheim Township and that is due to
the fact they have a dedicated officer to handle nothing but press relations. Mr. Kreider commented
that this has been a problem even before he was a Supervisor and this is not something that just
happened because of the change in manpower. Mr. Kreider talked about a site that is available for
anyone with authority in the Township to put comments in such as crime, activities, etc. to let residents
know what is going on and he believes people want to be informed. The site is Nixle and there is no
charge to use the site. Chief Graeff advised there is a program that is $99.00 a month and every incident
the police are dispatched to automatically appear on a crime map. Chief Graeff advised he would bring
it up in the budget workshop.
Public Works Director Report
Mr. Smith stated there is a written report and if there are any questions Mr. Smith may be able
to answer them. Mr. Breneman commended the Public Works Department on the job they have been
doing with the clean up after all the storms.
Township Manager’s Report
Mr. Smith stated he has provided a written report on the various activities. Unless there are
any questions, the report speaks for itself.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the permit report noting permits issued and the dollar amounts.
There being no further business Mr. Kreider made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. May
seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously. The meeting was adjourned at 8:35 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Barry L. Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer
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Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
July 6, 2010

7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM in the Manor Township Municipal
Building, 950 West Fairway Dr., Lancaster, PA. He led those in attendance in the pledge to the flag. Roll
call was noted showing all Supervisors were present.
Members present: John May, Jay Breneman, Allen Kreider, Allan Herr and Richard Bauder.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Mark Harris, Ryan Strohecker and Rita Young.
Visitors present: See attached.
Minutes Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the minutes as drafted. Mr. Kreider seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously.
Bills Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the bills as listed and accept the Financial Report.
Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Herr noted that the payment listed
under the Capital Fund for an X Mark Mower should have been for the leaf collection machine.
Solicitors Report Mr. Smith noted there is no solicitors report at this time.
Business From the Floor
Carol Shane, 104 Velma Lane, asked when the Supervisors are going to commit to paying their part of
the infrastructure for the sewer being installed in Letort Manor/Perth Hills. Mr. May stated that if it
were his decision, they would pay a portion, however, since there is no consent to do that with the
other Supervisors, there is no advantage to make a motion or approach this subject anymore. Ms Shane
noted the condition of the construction and the roads from the sewer project and stated that she will
continue to come back and ask the Supervisors to pay their fair share of the infrastructure.
Ruth Rielly, 152 Kent Road, expressed concerns with the recent fireworks accident injuring 11 people.
She suggested that the Supervisors consider creating an ordinance where an ambulance and perhaps a
fire truck are required to be at any public fireworks display.
Old Business
There was no old business.
New Business
Ordinance #3-2010 Amending the Zoning Map by Changing Two Tracts of Land on Chestnut Grove
Road from Rural Zone to Excavation Zone. Mr. Smith noted this action is a result from a consent order
issued from the Pale vs. LCSWMA case. He stated this ordinance has been properly advertised, been
before this Board previously and has been recommended by the MTPC and the LCPC. He noted this is a
public hearing. Stacey Morgan, council for LCSWMA with Hartman/Underhill, explained this rezoning is a
result of litigation, she explained the area that will be rezoned and noted this will allow LCSWMA to
extract sub-soil and then be replaced with top soil. She noted that upon completion all of tract 5 and
most of tract 4, will be converted to and rezoned to conservation, which will then be conveyed to an
entity for passive recreation. Mr. Bauder asked if the cost of advertising is covered. Mr. Smith explained
that the applicant covers the fees for advertising. Ruth Rielly, 152 Kent Road, asked what they are
extracting. Mr. May explained that they are extracting the sub-soil for use in their work. Mr. Breneman
made a motion to adopt Ordinance #3-2010. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Mr. May noted that the Supervisors will be breaking for a brief Executive Session this evening.

Peace of Mind Request modification for surface material. Mr. Smith noted that Peace of Mind Self
Storage is requesting permission to install a vehicle maneuvering surface constructed with compacted
gravel in lieu of hard pavement that would create a means for trucks to exit the fenced-in area of the
storage grounds. Mr. Smith stated the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance, Section 3.11, requires a black
top of bituminous material unless the Board of Supervisors approves another material. After some
discussion, Mr. May moved to authorize Peace of Mind to install the surface listed in lieu of blacktop.
Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution #16-2010 Opposition to Forced Local Government Mergers and Consolidations. Mr.
Smith stated this document is a result of a distribution sent out by PSATS, the State organization that
does favor municipal mergers and consolidations however they do not favor legislation that would force
a municipality into that. Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve Resolution #16-2010. Mr. Kreider
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution #17-2010 Authorizing the Destruction of Specific Records Mr. Smith stated that with
limited area to store records, this will allow them to dispose of certain public records by State
authorization through the Records Retention Act when done by resolution. He listed nine types of
documents that this allows. Mr. Herr made a motion to approve Resolution #17-2010 as listed. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion. Bonnie Freeman, 2646 Pike Lane asked if this would include fatal
accidents. The Board stated no. The motion carried unanimously.
Letter of Credit Mr. Smith noted this was for storm water on an individual lot and we have retained
$5,104.55. He noted all work has been completed and inspections have been done, recommending
release of the Letter of Credit. Mr. Breneman made a motion to release the Letter of Credit for Lot 3,
224 Creek Road, Millersville in the amount of $5,104.55. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Turkey Hill Rezoning Mr. Smith noted that in February the Planning Commission recommended to
move forward with the process to rezone this tract of ground. He stated all is in place and
recommended that the Board authorize sending this to both planning commissions and complete the
necessary advertising. He stated the tract is 33 acres to be rezoned. Mr. May made a motion to refer
this to the Lancaster County Planning Commission and the Manor Township Planning Commission for
their next scheduled meetings and advertise accordingly. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which
carried unanimously.
Woods Edge Phase 2, Section 4 Mr. Smith stated this plan has been reviewed and Woods Edge has
provided an Improvement Guarantee Agreement, with a Letter of Credit to follow. They have also
provided a Storm Water Management Agreement and a Declaration of Easement with a second one for
Southerland along with a Private Street Agreement. They have been reviewed and signed, but Mr. Smith
stated he does not recommend signing this until he and the Solicitor review everything. He suggested
they authorize this contingent upon staff and solicitors review. Mr. Bauder made a motion that they
authorize to execute the documents listed contingent upon an acceptable Letter of Credit and
contingent upon the Staff and Solicitors review and approval. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which
carried unanimously.
Mr. May stated that the Board will take a brief recess for an Executive Session at 8:00 PM.
The Board reconvened the meeting at 8:15 PM.
Mr. May noted that this Board has taken action with regards to a grievance that was filed by Justin
Kinard regarding payment of his severance pay which had been denied by Mr. Smith. Mr. May stated
that the Supervisors have overruled that decision and the severance pay will be paid. Mr. Smith noted
that he will follow with correspondence to the appropriate people.

Correspondence
Mr. May stated there is a dinner, August 26th sponsored by the Lancaster County Association of
Township Supervisors. Mr. Breneman made a motion authorizing any Supervisor or Staff that wishes to
attend with the necessary expenses paid. Mr. May seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission
Mr. Harris reported that there were no action items for the month of June. He noted they did review
previous items.
Police Report
Mr. May stated Chief Graeff did file a monthly report but he was not present tonight.
Public Works Director Report
Mr. Harris went over some seal coating that will take place and a schedule of micro surfacing. Mr.
Harris updated the work at Royal Rd/South Centerville Road. Mr. May thanked Mr. Harris for his
thorough reports. Mr. Kreider commended Mr. Harris for the great job they do in maintaining the
Charlestown Park.
Township Managers Report
Mr. Smith noted that his report has been submitted. Mr. Bauder asked where things stand on the
rails for trails. Mr. May stated that Norfolk Southern wanted to be the one to develop a sales contract
and they have just finally got a draft for us to look at. Mr. Smith added that we have acquired some
funds and grants, but we cannot move forward because they are contingent upon the contract and
acquiring the deed for the property.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the permit report for the month of June noting new home construction continues to
be down.
There being no further business, Mr. Breneman made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 8:25 PM.
Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
August 2, 2010

7:30 P.M.

Chairman John May called the meeting to order in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West
Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA at 7:30 P.M. He led those in attendance in the pledge to the flag. Roll call
was taken.
Members present: John May, Jay Breneman, Allen Kreider, Allan Herr and Richard Bauder.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Todd Graeff, and Rita Young.
Visitors: See Attached.
Minutes Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the minutes from the July 6, 2010 meeting. Mr. Herr
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Bills Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the bills as listed. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion.
The motion carried unanimously.
Financial Report Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the Financial Report as presented. Mr. Herr
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Solicitors Report Mr. Smith noted there was no solicitors report.
Business From the Floor
Les Neidig, 137 Carol Drive, asked if there was a schedule for repairing the roads in Letort Manor and
Perth Hills and what the incentive was for Columbia Water to come to the area. Mr. Smith stated the
Township is planning on some repairs before winter but total restoration will not be this year. He noted
that Columbia Water has made the decision to run water to the area. It is not mandatory for residents to
hook up but the water company must believe it will be beneficial to them. Mr. Neidig asked if Columbia
Water will be run to the Barley Farm. Mr. Smith stated that the Barley farm is not in the Columbia Water
franchise area. Mr. Neidig urged the Board to make the repairs to his area as soon as possible.
Ken Asche, 116 Spring Meadow Lane, expressed his concerns with the manner in which the
contractors left certain areas of the roads in Letort Manor. He also noted the driveways need to be
fixed. Mr. Smith noted that the contractors are to be doing repairs the next three weeks and then the
Township will come in and survey what they will do for repairs at that time.
Jim Quinn, 33 Dublin Drive, asked questions about development in the Low Density Flex zoning area.
Mr. Smith noted that the flex zoning, gives flexibility for setbacks in design and development. Mr. Quinn
asked if the sewer project is behind schedule. Mr. Smith noted as far as he knows it is on schedule and
should be ready for inspections in October or November. Mr. Quinn expressed concerns that after
inspections are completed, and the residents get the notice for hook up, they only have 90 days, and if it
is during the winter, they will have difficulty being able to meet the 90 day requirement. Mr. Smith
stated that he is sure the Supervisors will take all that into consideration before any notices for hook up
are mailed to the residents.
Jan Garber, 113 Spring Meadow Lane, stated he called Columbia Water Company and he was told
water will be in Letort this fall. After some discussion, Mr. Smith stated he is sure that someone
misunderstood in giving that answer, because it would be impossible for them to complete that task by

fall. Mr. Smith noted that his information from Columbia Water Company was that the water will come
down Donnerville Road and into Perth Hill first and then Letort Manor and the project could take 2 to 3
years to complete. He also stated they are planning to stay outside the roadway whenever possible and
bore under the road if necessary.
Bill Beck, 106 Velma Lane, also expressed his concern with the shape of the roads. He noted that
when his mailbox was put back in, it is now 2 feet into his yard farther than before and it is creating ruts
for the mail service. Mr. Smith noted that would be for Lasa to correct and urged Mr. Beck to contact
them.
Clair Becker, 18 Money Hill Road, asked questions on the size of the water pipes that would be run
and if there would be access to fire hydrants. After some discussion, Mr. Smith stated he did not know
but hoped Columbia Water would be scheduling a public meeting to inform the residents with that
information.
Joanne Farley, 115 Carol Drive, asked if there was any way that the Supervisors could find money to
help the residents pay for the sewer infrastructure. Mr. Smith noted that all avenues were approached
but the income level for the area does not qualify.
Ken Asche, 116 Spring Meadow Lane, stated he feels that the survey information should be redone to
be able to apply for grants for the sewer project and that they did not try hard enough to get money for
them. Mr. Smith stated all results from applications were that the income level does not qualify.
Mr. Bauder stated that two of the Supervisors had looked at paying part of the infrastructure, but
received comments and complaints from residents that had to pay for their own septic issues by
themselves. Mr. Asche also asked who paid for the changes that were made to Royal Road onto South
Centerville Road. Mr. Smith stated that was part of the original sub division land development plan for
Mr. Murry’s Development requiring them to relocate that road, and it was funded entirely by him.
Old Business
There was no old business.
New Business
SALDO Woods Edge, Phase II, Section 4 Preliminary/Final Request for time extension. Mr. Smith
stated the purpose of this extension is that they have not acquired their letter of credit for the
Township. He noted all other documentation has been reviewed and is in order. Mr. Herr made a
motion to grant the request for the time extension as requested. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Country Manor Request for Letter of Credit Reduction Mr. Smith stated inspections have been
completed to satisfaction and he is recommending that the Letter of Credit be reduced as presented by
$145,000 leaving a balance of $148,347 to cover the remaining cost improvements. Mr. Breneman made
a motion to reduce the Letter of Credit for Country Manor, Manorvest Development by $145,000
leaving the balance of $148,347. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Act 14 Notification Long Level Bank Stabilization Mr. Smith stated this is a standard notification in
accordance with Act 14, p.l. 284, from Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation that they plan to submit a
General Permit #3 Bank Stabilization application to the Lancaster County Conservation District for the
project located along Long Level, York County. No action required.
Act 67-68 Notification Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation Renewal of NPDES Permit Mr. Smith
stated this is a required, standard notice that Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation will be submitting
an application to the PA Dept. of Environmental Protection for the renewal of NPDES Permit No.
0032379, which provides for industrial, sanitary and storm water outfalls to the Conestoga River and the
Susquehanna River from its Manor Township facilities. This renewal is required every five years.

Mr. Breneman noted that for public information, the Fire Companies had their vote on the Fire
Consolidation last Thursday night and the official vote was 78 to 4 in favor, almost unanimous.
Correspondence
There was no correspondence for review.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff reported that the Traffic Commission met on July28, 2010. He noted that no parking
signs and speed limit signs have been posted on Kilgannon Lane and Broadstone Street.
Police Report
Chief Graeff stated his report has been submitted and he went over the number of calls, reports and
arrests for the month. He did report that the National Night Out will be held at the Manor Middle
School, August 3, 2010 from 6 to 9 P.M. encouraging all to attend. Chief Graeff also noted that after a
rash of thefts, three juveniles have been arrested through the efforts of Det. Phenneger, Sgt. Gundel and
Cpl. Strock.
Public Works Director Report
Mr. Smith stated that Mr. Harris could not be here tonight, but his report has been submitted.
Township Manager Report
Mr. Smith stated he has submitted his report for the month of July. There were no questions.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the July building permit report listing the amount of permits for the month of July at
17 with a dollar value of $423,622 bring the total for the year to $25,940,302.
Ted Gingrich, 110 Bent Tree Drive, expressed concerns with the drop created when paving RT 741 at
the intersecting of Charlestown Road. Mr. Smith noted that he has talked to Penn Dot about it and they
have informed the construction company that they will not accept this as a finished project.
There being no further business, Mr. Kreider made a motion to adjourn the meeting . Mr. May
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Meeting adjourned at 8:10 P.M.
Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary-Treasurer
Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
September 7, 2010

7:30 P.M.

Chairman John May called the meeting to order in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West
Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. He asked that there be a moment of silence in memory of James Huber
who recently passed away.
Mr. May led those in attendance in the pledge of allegiance to the flag. Roll call was taken, noting all
Supervisors present.
Members present: John May, Richard Bauder, Jay Breneman, L. Allen Kreider and Allan R. Herr.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Mark Harris, Ryan Strohecker, Todd Graeff and Rita Young.
Visitors: See Attached.
Mr. May stated that an Executive Session was held August 25, 2010, at 8:45 AM for a personnel
matter.
Minutes - Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the minutes from the August 2, 2010 meeting,
as drafted. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Bills – Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve payment of the bills as presented. Mr. Herr seconded
the motion, which carried unanimously.
Financial Report – Mr. Herr made a motion to approve the Financial Report as submitted. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion. Mr. Bauder asked Mr. Strohecker if they expect to meet the earned
income tax number for the year. Mr. Strohecker stated he has contacted the Lancaster County Tax
Collection Bureau and the fourth distribution in November will be the reconciliation amount for the year
and he is hoping we will meet that expectation. Being moved and seconded, the motion carried
unanimously.
Solicitors Report Mr. Smith noted there was no Solicitors report.
Business From the Floor
Scott Haverstick, 1970 Water Street, questioned if the Supervisors had any more information about
the bridge on Creek Road. Mr. May stated he has not heard anything since the meeting at Letort
Elementary School. Mr. Haverstick felt the County is waiting to hear from the Township and suggested
that the Supervisors contact the County. Mr. Breneman noted that he recently attended a Pitt’s function
and there was a comment made that we will be pleased with a decision. Mr. May noted that he will
contact the County tomorrow about the bridge.
Ted Gingrich, 110 Bent Tree Road, asked if there was any progress with the fire company merger
agreement. Mr. Breneman stated there is a meeting tomorrow with Millersville Boro, and he hopes that
will be the finalization of the Inter-Municipal Agreement and that it will be on the next Supervisors
meeting.
Joanne Farley, 115 Carol Drive, stated there were some new avenues that were opened up for grant
applications and asked if there has been any news on qualifying for a grant for the sewer project in
Letort Manor/Perth Hills due to income level. Mr. Smith stated they did look into that possibility again
but the income level is valid when the project starts, so nothing would change now for this project
application. Mr. Smith stated they continue to be in contact with the local representatives for any
updates that might be available. Mr. Bauder stated that he met with Rep. Smucker and was
disappointed that there was no funding they could apply for.
Jim Quinn, 33 Dublin Drive, asked if there were any plans for a park in the Letort/Perth Hills area as
listed in the Park and Recreation Open Space Plan. Mr. Smith stated there are no proposed plans for

that area that would give the Township any dedicated lands. Mr. Quinn stated that in 1990 the
Township Recreation and Open Space Plan it is recommended that a park be put in the Letort area. Mr.
Smith stated that is correct, but he explained the process that provides for park land when a
development is proposed where the Township would receive land for a park or money in lieu of, and
there are no development plans for that area at this time. Mr. Bauder explained we now have our own
Sub Division Ordinance requiring more park land than in the past if development comes to the area. Mr.
Quinn stated he felt there is a need for a park in their area. Mr. Herr referenced a question from last
month, answering that correspondence received from Columbia Water states that they hope to have
water as far as Abilene Lane by the end of 2010 and are expecting to include fire hydrants throughout
the entire route to the Letort/Perth Hills area.
Old Business
There was no old business.
New Business
LCPC Mary Gattis-Schell, LCPC, Senior Environmental Planner for the Lancaster County Planning
Commission, requested the support of the Manor Township Supervisors in the process of revitalizing the
Columbia Avenue corridor. She noted they will seek grant monies from the US Environmental
Protection Agency to help move projects along. She went over the Columbia Avenue Corridor and the
potential for re-growth. Ms Gattis-Schell noted they need to apply for more funding for grants and the
EPA has expanded the work that can be done with these grants. She stated that the County will be
preparing an application asking for one million dollars as a coalition application with the Lancaster
County Housing and Redevelopment Authority and the Economic Development Company of Lancaster
County and the City of Lancaster. She noted that they are interested in having Manor Township sign up
to be a partner in this project and requested to meet with the MTPC. Mr. May felt this would be a good
idea. Mr. Smith stated that he believes the MTPC would be interested and noted that this Board could
send a letter in support of this. Ms Gattis-Schell stated they are not looking for financial support, but
they may ask for someone to participate on a committee that would involve some time. Mr. Bauder
asked what they would do to improve a site and who would pay for the improvements to the property.
She explained the usual procedure would be a partnership between the business owner and the public
sector and who could access what resources and the process they would go through. Mr. Kreider asked
if East Hempfield is open to supporting this. She stated yes. After some discussion, the Board
unanimously agreed to send a letter of support.
Ordinance #4-2010 Amend the Zoning at Turkey Hill LP Mr. Smith stated this is a public hearing
for the rezoning of the Turkey Hill tract from ® Rural Zone to (I) Industrial Zone. He stated this has been a
lengthy process and has been met with approval from the LCPC and the MTPC. Howard Kelin, KKAG,
attorney for Turkey Hill Dairy along with John Cox, Turkey Hill Dairy, noted they have presented
everything in the past. After some discussion, Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve Ordinance #42010. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Ordinance #5-2010 Police Pension Mr. Smith explained that this ordinance will amend the Police
Retirement Plan, adding the definition of Act 51 and amending Article 5, Section 501. He noted it has
been presented by the consultant that handles the Police Pension Plan. Mr. Smith explained the changes
and stated it is Staff’s recommendation that this ordinance be adopted putting the Township in
compliance of State Legislature. Mr. Bauder asked if this changes our exposure and obligation
financially. Mr. Strohecker stated yes, it would mean a change of $4800.00 dollars a year in insurance.
He stated the Township had to purchase this insurance when the federal government put a law into
effect giving a spouse a death benefit if the officer was killed in the line of duty. He noted Act 51 repeals

that benefit and we can drop that insurance. Mr. Bauder made a motion to adopt Ordinance #5-2010.
Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Cable Franchise Agreement Mr. Smith stated the agreement was drafted several months ago, and
for this agreement to be effective, the ordinance needs to be in place. Mr. Kreider made a motion to
forward the agreement on to the Township Solicitor for review and preparation of the necessary
advertisement to be ready for the October meeting. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Resolution #18-2010 Broadstone Street Mr. Smith stated Broadstone Street is located in the Woods
Edge Development and has met all the necessary inspections. The deed has been reviewed and he is
recommending this resolution be approved. Mr. Bauder made a motion to adopt Resolution #18-2010,
allowing the Supervisors to sign the prepared deed for ownership of Broadstone Street. Mr. Breneman
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution #19-2010 Royal Road Mr. Smith stated Murry has completed the construction of the
extension of Royal Road. He noted all work has been inspected and meets the necessary requirements.
Mr. Herr made a motion to adopt Resolution #19-2010, allowing the Supervisors to sign the prepared
deed for Royal Road. Mr. May seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Kreider asked
what will happen to the part that is no longer used. Mr. Smith stated that is in the discussion process at
this point because there are storm water issues that need to be resolved first.
Resolution #20-2010 Kilgannon Lane Mr. Smith stated Kilgannon Lane has been inspected and
found to be acceptable. Mr. Breneman made a motion to adopt Resolution #20-2010. Mr. Herr
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Sewer Service Agreement Mr. Smith explained that this is an agreement to amend the original
agreement with LASA for the maintenance of our sewer system, which has expired. Mr. Smith noted
that this agreement also includes the Crossgates section of sanitary sewer which will take away the
burden for Manor Township of any inspections and potential maintenance of the facilities. Mr. Bauder
asked when the Crossgates sewer system will become the Township’s. Mr. Smith stated that we take
position as they build and that process could go on for 10 to 15 years before they are built out. Mr.
Bauder made a motion to enter into the service agreement with LASA including the amended document.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Frank Hess Letter of Credit Mr. Smith stated he has received a request from Hess,Hess & Kauffman
for a reduction in Letter of Credit #D004125. Mr. Smith noted he has reviewed the request and
recommended the release. Mr. May made a motion to release the referenced Letter of Credit. Mr.
Kreider seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Murry Letter of Credit Mr. Smith noted a request from Murry/Sher Wal on the Royal Road
improvement and relocation project, to release two letters of credit. The first is Sher/Wal at Farmers
First #0130988986, remaining Letter of Credit balance is $31,171.21. Also, Murry at Fulton Bank
#D003162, remaining Letter of Credit balance is $31,171.21 also. Their request is for a Letter of Credit,
#D005629 in the amount of $9,352 presented by the joint venture of Murry/Sher Wal. Mr. Smith
recommended that this Letter of Credit from Fulton Bank, be accepted. Mr. Kreider made a motion to
accept Letter of Credit #D005629 in the amount of $9,352. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which
carried unanimously. Mr. Smith recommended that the previous two letters of credit be released. Mr.
Herr made a motion to release the two letters of credit, #D003162 and #0130988986, each in the
amount of $31,171.21, to Murry and Sher/Wal as Mr. Smith has indicated. Mr. Bauder seconded the
motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Murry Woods Edge II Section 2B Mr. Smith presented Letter of Credit #D005628 in the amount of
$61,903 for 18 months for the Woods Edge Phase II Section 2B. Mr. Herr made a motion to accept Letter
of Credit #D005628 in the amount of $61,903. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously. Mr. Smith noted release of the Sher/Wal, Susquehanna Bank Letter of Credit

#0130988987, balance $40,382.68 along with Murry Companies Fulton Bank Letter of Credit #D003240,
balance of $40,382.68. Mr. May made a motion to release the two referenced Letters of Credit each in
the amount of $40,382.68. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Country Manor, Letter of Credit Mr. Smith noted this request is for a reduction in the Letter of
Credit for Manorvest Development, in the amount of $60,000, leaving a balance of $88,347. Mr. Smith
stated he has reviewed the request and finds it to be appropriate. Mr. Bauder made a motion to reduce
the Letter of Credit in the amount of $60,000. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Workers Compensation Physicians Panel Mr. Smith explained authorization of this will allow the
management team to have Workers Compensation Physicians Panel, listing a variety of physicians for
the base panel, to be used when there is a worker’s compensation claim. If the need arises, they may
expand the panel for possibly an ear specialist. He noted in the event of an emergency, the person will
go to the hospital, but in cases of a non-emergency, they will be required to go to a panel physician.
After an emergency event at the hospital, the follow up will be required through the workers
compensation panel. Mr. Kreider made a motion to establish a Workers Compensation Physicians
Panel. Mr. May seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. Mr. May asked how we choose
this list. Mr. Smith stated they have been recommended by both Benecon and Work Net. Mr. Herr
made a motion to approve the list presented by Mr. Smith for the Workers Compensation Physicians
Panel. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Smith stated that this will
immediately affect all our fire services, our public works, and the administration. He noted that they will
be in negotiation about this with the bargaining unit for the union.
Minimum Municipal Obligation for Pension Plans
Manor Township Uniform Employee Pension Plan 4-42868 Mr. Strohecker presented the amounts
and stated that the overall cost is down about $5,000 from last year, due to a change of three in the
police department. He also discussed Act 44 and the possible $182,000 reimbursement we should
receive. Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the Manor Township Uniform Employee Pension
Plan 4-42868 in the amount of $263,161. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion. Mr. Bauder asked if there
was a contribution from employees awarded. Mr. Smith stated yes. The motion carried unanimously.
Manor Township Non-Uniform Employee Pension Plan 4-42877 Mr. Bauder made a motion to
approve the Manor Township Non-Uniform Employee Pension Plan 4-42877 in the amount of $249,599.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Budget transfer Mr. May noted a request for the transfer budgeted amounts of $735,000 from the
Capital Fund and $75,000 from the Sewer Fund to the General Fund. Mr. Bauder made a motion to
transfer these budgeted amounts of $735,000 Capital Fund and $75,000 Sewer Fund to the General
Fund Account. Mr. May seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Kreider stated he has been made aware of some issues with trash haulers in reference to
recycling. He stated he would like to meet with Ryan Strohecker and discuss what to do about it and
present it at the next meeting.
Ted Gingrich, 110 Bent Tree Drive, asked if the fire companies will be notified with the procedure
they need to follow with the workers comp panel. Mr. Smith stated yes, they will be notifying all
involved.
Correspondence
Mr. Smith noted a request for Mr. Ott to attend the PA Planning Conference in Lancaster at a cost of
$80.00. He also requested that Mr. Harris be part of a tele-conference on Storm Waters Best

Management Practice Inspection and Maintenance at a cost of $219.00, presented by Public Works
Resource, if they choose to do so.
Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the request for Mr. Ott to attend the Planning Conference and
for Mr. Harris to participate in the Tele-conference if deemed appropriate, and pay the necessary
expenses. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff reported that the Traffic Commission met August 25, 2010 with all members present. He
noted a request for speed bumps on Royal Road and stated that Mr. Harris had placed a traffic counter
between Kimberly Rd and South Centerville Road with results showing the average speed on Royal Road
was 25 MPH, which is what the road is posted. There was also a request for brake retardant signs to be
placed on Millersville Road and the Commission will contact Penn Dot since it is a State Road. He added
that they will also look into the regulations for that.
Police Report
Chief Graeff stated his report has been submitted. He went over the number of calls and traffic
complaints for the month. He stated the National Night Out was good but not as many as last year and
added that they are going to explore the possibility of having the night out for next year being a tri area
event and include Millersville Borough and Millersville University. Mr. May asked if Chief Graeff would
find out what the rules are for placing brake retardant signs in the entire municipality.
Public Works Report
Mr. Harris submitted his report and noted that the Traffic Signal repairs have increased his budget
items due to lightening striking two separate traffic signals. Also Mr. Harris stated that as listed on his
report, the Sanitary Sewer trench restoration has started in the Perth Hills/Letort Manor sewer project.
He noted that they are trying to complete as much as possible before the cold weather sets in. Mr.
Smith added that snow plowing will become an issue with the trenches left undone and for that reason
he and Mr. Harris have surveyed the area and find they are in need of expanding the present budgeted
amount for this restoration. Mr. Smith and Mr. Harris felt they would need an additional 10 to 15
thousand to complete the restoration for winter. The Board agreed for the additional budgeted
amount. Mr. Bauder stated he felt the contractors in that area did an excellent job with their end of the
construction so far. Mr. May asked Mr. Harris where they removed trees on the Little Conestoga Creek.
Mr. Harris noted it was at the back side of the Manor Township Community Park, removing them before
they had a bad situation. Mr. Harris also commended Dan Funk, a member of the Township road crew,
for being attentive and reporting the buildup of trees before it became a major problem. Lisa Lewis,
2542 Valley Drive, stated that the road crew did an excellent job removing the trees on the Little
Conestoga Creek that had been building up behind her property.
Township Manager’s Report
Mr. Smith requested that he send a Letter of Intent to the Manor Township Police Association
notifying them of the intent to go to arbitration and that the arbitrator for the Township will be Patrick J.
Harvey, of Ballard Spahr, Philadelphia. Mr. May made a motion to obtain Mr. Harvey and proceed in the
arbitration. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Smith made comments
on the MS4. He noted a 2 day on site inspection by EPA for small municipal storm water systems and
they have listed a number of protocol deficiencies. Mr. Smith stated we will do what we can to be
compliant and effective. He noted it could take two to six months before their official report is received
in this office. He noted that when this office does receive that report, they will comply if possible. Mr.
Smith stated one of the deficiencies listed is that he has not educated this Board and for that, Mr. Smith

passed out formal documents of what storm water run-off is, what the problem and effects are of storm
water and what pollution is. He noted the steps that can be taken. Mr. Smith did add that the Staff had
been addressing issues as they see them.
Mr. Kreider asked if there have been any regulations put out from the County about burning since it is
so dry. Mr. Smith stated he has not gotten any information at this point. Chief Graeff stated they did
get information today that they may put a burn ban on in their individual municipality if they feel the
need or you can call EM and be put on the list for a county wide burn ban. Mr. May made a motion to
follow the County lead if they issue a burn ban. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion. The motion carried
unanimously.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the Building Permit Report listing the number of permits issued for the month of
August was 24 bringing the total for the year to 193. Total dollar value for the year is $28,623,310.
There being no further business, Mr. Kreider made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. May
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 9:15 PM.

Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer

Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
October 4, 2010

7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West
Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. He led those in attendance in the pledge to the flag of allegiance.
Members present: John May, Jay Breneman, Richard Bauder, L. Allen Kreider and Allan R. Herr.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Mark Harris, Ryan Strohecker, Todd Graeff and Rita Young.
Visitors: See Attached.
Minutes Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the September minutes as drafted. Mr. Herr
seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Bills Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the bills as listed. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which
carried unanimously.
Financial Report Mr. Herr made a motion to approve the financial report as presented. Mr. Bauder
seconded the motion. Mr. Breneman questioned the amount of mowing liens listed and Mr. Smith
explained the process that takes place for that. Being moved and seconded the motion carried
unanimously.
Solicitors Report Mr. Smith stated there was no solicitors report at this time.
Business From the Floor
Brad Hepfler, 930 Letort Road, questioned the division of Manor Township for State Representative
districts. He stated he would like to see it changed back to having one representative for the Township
and asked if the Supervisors were in favor of that. Mr. Bauder stated that the Supervisors have no
jurisdiction over that decision but he has expressed his opinion to them. Mr. May agreed. Mr. Bauder
suggested that Mr. Hepfler organize a petition for the reorganization of the district. Mr. Smith noted
that would have to be done in an overall redistricting.
Bill Reinshaw, 26 Dublin Drive, asked if they have a schedule for the sewer hookup in Perth Hill/Letort
Manor project. Mr. Smith stated LASA believes their completion will occur in October. Mr. Smith stated
that when LASA gives their final notice the system is approved and ready, anyone will be able to
complete the hookup process. However, this Board will have to determine the time frame they want
when mailing notification letters to the homeowners to connect to the sewer because notification starts
a 90 day time frame too complete that process. Mr. Reinshaw also asked if public water is coming to
their area. The Board informed him that Columbia Borough has started the process, coming out
Donnerville Road to RT 999 and they are hoping to have this project to the Letort/Perth Hills area in two
years. They stated public water will not be subject to mandatory hookup requirements. Mr. Smith
noted that their projection is for a 3 to 5 year depending on unforeseen issues.
Clair Becker, 18 Money Hill Road, expressed concerns because the first eleven grinder pumps
installed in the Perth Hills/Letort sewer project were not put in correctly. He stated all eleven pumps
have to be taken back out because specifications were not followed. He noted it was clearly explained
how they were to be installed, and he is very upset because of this mistake. He has a concern that this
will happen more on the construction. The Supervisors stated they were also upset with this mistake.
Mr. Bauder stated he felt this project was flawed from the beginning.
Joanne Farley, 115 Carol Drive, read a letter from Ed and Carol Shane, 104 Velma Lane expressing
their concerns that the Township did not pay their share of the sewer project. Ms Farley also expressed
her concerns with not getting any help or grants for this project.

Old Business
Mr. Kreider stated that he and Mr. Strohecker have been compiling information and doing a study on
the amount of recycling that the licensed trash haulers of Manor Township are doing. He noted that
their study should be complete with the year end reports and they hope to give the numbers of how
much recycling each hauler is doing. Mr. Smith noted the goal is not to revoke any haulers license, but
to bring all into compliance.
New Business
Ordinance #6-2010 Blue Rock Fire District Mr. Smith stated this Ordinance authorizes an
intergovernmental cooperation agreement between Manor Township and the Borough of Millersville to
create the Blue Rock Fire District. Mr. Smith stated that Millersville has already passed their ordinance
for this. He added that this has been properly advertised and is being presented tonight for
consideration. Mr. Kreider made a motion to adopt Ordinance #6-2010 for the creation of the Blue Rock
Fire District. Mr. Herr seconded the motion. Mr. Bauder noted that the Agreement calls to establish a
full time administrator and also lists other job descriptions. Mr. Bauder had concerns about what
commitment this will be for the Township. Mr. Smith explained that the commission will be set up to
include two representatives from Millersville Borough, two from Manor Township and one from the fire
companies being a five member commission. The stipulation is that at least one elected official must
represent Manor Township. Mr. Bauder questioned working out details for hiring and the budget issues
noting that Manor Township will be responsible for approximately 75% causing a large increase to the
Township. Mr. Breneman stated they are hoping to acquire grants to help and that they will still
maintain a volunteer fire company and will not acquire the expense of paid firemen. Mr. Kreider stated
that in his opinion things cannot continue the way they are. Volunteers are at their limits for fund raisers
and extra work to qualify for things, plus donations from Township residents is very low. After some
discussion, being moved and seconded, the Board voted 4 to 1 to adopt Ordinance #6-2010, with Mr.
Bauder opposing. Mr. May made a motion for Jay Breneman to be appointed as the Township elected
representative for the 5 member commission for the Blue Rock Fire District. Mr. Kreider seconded the
motion, which carried with Mr. Breneman abstaining. Mr. Breneman made a motion to appoint Mark
Lauriello as the second representative for Manor Township to the commission. He stated that Mr.
Lauriello has been involved with the task force the whole way through and has agreed he would serve.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Ordinance #7-2010 Cable Franchise Agreement Mr. Smith stated this is the final form of the
ordinance for the Cable Franchise Agreement which is the same as in the past. Mr. Breneman made a
motion to adopt Ordinance #7-2010 and enter into the agreement for the cable franchise. Mr. Bauder
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Crossgates Letter of Credit Mr. Smith stated this is a standard request for reduction in the Letter of
Credit for Murry/Crossgate Place Phase 7. He stated it has been reviewed and he gave the updated
figures that apply. Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the request for reduction of the Letter of
Credit for Murry/Crossgate Place, in the amount of $ 238,072.08, leaving a balance of $ 209,512.42 to be
held for 18 months. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Award sale of Leaf Collector Mr. Smith stated it had been properly advertised to receive sealed bids
for a Tarco Leaf Collector and bids received were opened at 2 pm today. He noted there was only one
bid from Morresy Holding, Myerstown, PA in the amount of $1,301.00. After some discussion, Mr. Smith
and Mr. Harris agreed they would have liked more, but to re-advertise or keep it would be even more
expense. Mr. Bauder made a motion to award the bid to Morresy Holding in the amount of $1,301.00
for the Tarco Leaf Collector. Mr. May seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Amend Worker Compensation Physicians Panel Mr. Smith noted they have added several providers
to the workers compensation panel and it is now complete. He stated this panel is for the non

uniformed employees and he will be submitting this to the police department for negotiation and
approval. Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the Workers Compensation Physicians Panel for the
non uniformed employees of Manor Township. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Agricultural Security Area Addition Mr. Smith stated this request is for the Robert and Robin Rohrer
and Mike and Lori Rohrer. They are requesting the 180 day procedure. Mr. Breneman made a motion to
accept the Agricultural Security Petition for the Rohrer’s property with the 180 day procedure. Mr.
Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Act 14 Notification Mr. Smith stated this notification is from Turkey Hill Dairy, Inc. as Notice of
Application for DEP Permit to upgrade its wastewater treatment facility.
Act 14 Notification Mr. Smith stated this notification is from Jay Bleacher for a CAFO Permit Renewal
of his existing NPDES permit for a Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation.
Pension Obligation Mr. Smith stated the Board had accepted the Municipal Obligation for the
uniformed Employee Pension Plan at the September meeting being calculated at $263,161. He noted
that the new amended minimum municipal obligation for the uniformed employee pension plan is
$193,049. Mr. Herr made a motion to accept the amended minimum municipal obligation for the
uniformed employee pension plan. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution #21-2010 Deed dedication Houffman Place Mr. Smith stated he and Mr. Goodman
have reviewed the deeds and Mr. Harris has completed inspections and recommend approval for the
streets in the development of West Wood Green off Duke Street. Mr. Bauder made a motion to
approve Resolution #21-2010 accepting the deed for Houffman Place. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously.
Resolution #22-2010 Deed dedication Aletha Lane Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve
Resolution #22-2010 accepting the deed for Aletha Lane. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which
carried unanimously.
Correspondence
Mr. Smith listed several requests for attendance to seminars or training as follows:
APMM Fall Managers Meeting & PELRAS Regional Workshop requesting he and Ryan Strohecker attend.
PA Municipal Planning Educational Institute for Land Development seminar requesting Ryan Strohecker
attend.
Smart Growth Training Session on the Chesapeake Bay Issues seminar requesting that any of the
Supervisors that wish to attend do so.
He noted the police request that Officer Wolf attend a class on Mock Crime Scenes along with a
request for Sgt. Gundel, Cpl. Geyer and Officer Tatara to attend the Operation Night Hawk which is a DUI
training enforcement session.
Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the listed training sessions with the necessary expenses paid.
Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff stated the Traffic Commission met Wednesday September 29, 2010. He noted under Old
Business a letter was received from Penn Dot stating that Millersville Road does meet the requirements
regarding the Jake Brake restrictions. New Business was a letter from Mr. & Mrs. Jack requesting
handicapped parking which the commission approved. He also noted that they are requesting Officer
Gardner do a traffic study for Sawgrass Drive, Cooperstone Court and Chambers Street in Crossgates
Phase Seven to determine parking restrictions, stop signs and speed limits.

Police Report
Chief Graeff stated his monthly report has been submitted and went over the statistics and the
number of complaints.
Public Works Director Report
Mr. Harris noted that his report has been submitted and stated that leaf collection for the Township
will begin October 18th. He noted a request from the Chief of the Millersville Fire Company to conduct a
training session tomorrow night at the Manor Township Maintenance Building. He stated that he has
approved that session. Mr. Harris stated they had submitted items to FEMA for the February 2010 snow
storm and they have received a reimbursement check for that in the amount of $41,000.
Township Managers Report
Mr. Smith stated he has provided his report to the Supervisors. Mr. May stated it was a busy month.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the Building Permit Report. He listed the number of permits for the month was 22
bringing the total to 215 for the year 2010. Total dollar value for 2010 to date is $31,379,870.

There being no further business, Mr. Breneman made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Kreider
seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 8:40 PM.
Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
November 4, 2010

7:30 PM

Chairman John May called the meeting to order in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West
Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. He led those in attendance in the pledge of allegiance to the flag. Roll call
was taken.
Members present: John May, Jay Breneman, Richard Bauder, L. Allen Kreider and Allan R. Herr.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Mark Harris, Ryan Strohecker, Todd Graeff and Rita Young.
Visitors: See Attached.
Minutes Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the minutes from the October 2010 Supervisors
meeting as drafted. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Bills Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the bills as listed. Mr. May seconded the motion.
The motion carried unanimously.
Financial Report Mr. Herr made a motion to approve the financial report as presented. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Solicitors Report
Mr. Smith stated there was no solicitors report at this time.
Business from the Floor
Carol Shane, 104 Velma Lane, noted that for the past three years they have been asking the Township
to pay their fair share of the Letort/Perth Hills sewer project special purpose fee. She noted that three
Supervisors, Mr. Bauder, Mr. Kreider and Mr. May had stated they wanted to help but contend there is
no money in the budget for this. She listed items in the budget where she felt the Township could find
the money for this if some things like supplemental medic al were to be cut for retirees. Ms Shane noted
that the LCPC is now recommending decentralized sewer systems for rural areas.
Pat Weidinger, 2025 Manor Ridge Drive, commended the Supervisors for supporting the
consolidation of the local volunteer fire companies. He stated this has been a long hard process and this
is the cutting edge of the way to go. Mr. May stated it has been a long time, but he is pleased with it all.
Ed Shane, 104 Velma Lane, questioned a fee charged in a Many 2010 document for Manheim
Township sewer project for LASA. He noted that their hook up fee was listed at $750 and stated the fee
for Letort/Perth Hills is $4,600. Mr. Shane asked why there is such a big difference and asked Mr. Smith
to answer. After some discussion, Mr. Smith stated he will contact LASA and get the information.
Elizabeth Rackley, 1930 Water Street, expressed concerns with water runoff on her property. She
explained that the alley behind her property allows the water to come through her property causing
flooding in her basement and damage. She expressed concerns with things her neighbor has done that
she feels has made the problem worse. Mr. Smith noted he has been out to this property on several
occasions and the alley is an unmaintained public access alley and a public right of way. He stated the
neighbor did have permission to fill in the wholes with stone and level the areas and Ms Rackley was
advised that she should build a swale on her property. Ms Rackley noted that since the Township owns
the alley, she is asking for their help to do something about the way the water comes over her property.
After some discussion, Mr. Bauder asked by what authority the Supervisors have to do something. Mr.
Smith stated that as Supervisors they could choose to grade or macadam the alley or put storm water
pipes in, however it has always been an unmaintained alley and there are quite a few unmaintained
alleys in Washington Boro and also West Lancaster. Mr. May stated that they will look into it, talk to
Mr. Harris and get back to her. Mr. Herr and Mr. Kreider stated they will look at the alley.

Old business
There was not old business at this time.
New Business
Frey Dairy Farms - Revised Final Land Development Plan & Modification Request Mr. Smith stated
that this was moved from a briefing item to an action item at the last MTPC meeting. Mr. Howard Kelin,
KKAG, representing Turkey Hill Dairy, which has a contract to purchase this 32 acre parcel from Frey
Dairy Farms was present to answer any questions. He noted the Supervisors had approved a zoning
change for this parcel in September this year, from Rural to Industrial and added that last month the
MTPC approved this subdivision. Mr. Kelin stated that Turkey Hill Dairy will be purchasing 32 acres of
this subdivision. There is also a 150 foot strip owned by PPL, which Turkey Hill has agreement to
purchase and lease back to PPL. Mr. Kelin stated they are asking for approval of the waivers requested
including the waiver of the briefing and conditionally approve the subdivision plan this evening. Mr.
Smith stated the packet includes the Letter of Recommendation from LCPC, the Letter of
Recommendation from the MTPC for approval, the requests for modifications and the zoning
subdivision land development issues. Mr. Smith noted the issue of land dedication or fee in lieu of is still
remaining. Mr. Kelin stated that the last item on the Sept. 28, 2010 letter from Rettew listed under the
heading Subdivision and Land Development number 7 states the applicant needs to satisfy the Park and
Recreation land requirements and noted there has been discussion on the fee in lieu of, based on the
Manor Township ordinance, in the amount of $15,504. Mr. Bauder asked Mr. Smith if this meets the
requirements. Mr. Smith stated he will have to review the calculation but believes it meets satisfaction.
Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the Revised Final Land Development Plan and Modifications for
Frey Dairy Farms plan based on meeting all the requirements in the Rettew, September 28, 2010 letter
and that they satisfy the fee in lieu of requirement listed on page 3, item 7. Mr. Herr seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously. Mr. Smith stated that with regards to the fee in lieu of for this plan
he has had discussions with representatives of Turkey Hill and the Conservancy who is proposing to
purchase the Miller Tract along RT 441 in this area of Turkey Hill. The Conservancy is requesting that
Manor Township consider transferring this fee in lieu of to the Conservancy for the purpose of
purchasing the Miller tract. Mr. May noted the Miller tract is 11 plus acres coming up for bankruptcy
sale and would be adjacent to the Conservancy tract. After some discussion, Mr. May made a motion to
transfer the fee in lieu of from the Frey Dairy Farms plan after Mr. Smith ‘s computation of that amount
are met, to the Conservancy contingent upon the Conservancy being the successful bidder for the
Miller tract on RT 441 and that they settle for the property. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which
carried unanimously.
Manor Oaks Lot 146 – Minor Subdivision Plan & Modification Requests Mr. Smith noted this has
been before the MTPC with advancement to an action item. Mr. Bill Swiernik, DMA, presented the
subdivision plan for the remaining lands of the Manor Oaks tract, Lot 146 for consideration. He noted it
is 11.7 acres along Letort Road with 12 townhouse units and 4 partially constructed units. He stated
their request is a consideration for three items, one, to subdivide the property into two parcels
establishing lot 145 and lot 146, two, the establishment to redesign the swale and easement along
Letort Road and three, the placement of plants along the frontage of Letort Road to finalize the
development. Mr. Swiernik reviewed problems over the years and that they would now like to finalize
this development through the requested changes. Mr. Bauder asked what type of screening will be
planted along Letort Road. Mr. Swiernik explained the plant selection and how they will be placed
because of the amount of limited space they have to work with. Moving this to an action item, Mr.
Bauder made a motion to approve the Manor Oaks Lot 146 Minor Subdivision Plan & Modification
Requests based on meeting the requirements listed in the October 14, 2010 letter from the MTPC. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

2011 Budget Proposal
Mr. Strohecker made a presentation of the proposed 2011 budget for Manor Township. He went over
the summary of taxes noting the real estate millage will remain at .78, the real estate transfer tax at ½%
and the earned income is ½%. He added that sewer fees remain at $55.00 and Crossgates is $152.75.
Mr. Strohecker stated there is no outstanding debt of the Township however we do use reserves and
transfers to balance the budget. He went over the General Fund Revenue, listing about 4.8 million
coming in and where those monies come from. He discussed a decrease of 5% in the expenditures
noting the major portion is the reduction of personnel for 2011. He went over rising operating costs,
unemployment, benefits, medical and other items such as State and Local Government mandates that
affect the Township budget. Mr. Strohecker stated that all this information is available on the Manor
Township web site as well as the details to go along with it. Mr. May thanked Mr. Strohecker for his
informative presentation and the Board agreed. Mr. Breneman made a motion to advertise for the
adoption of the 2011 budget for Manor Township. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried
unanimously.
Award Purchase of Police Motorcycle Mr. Smith stated this has been properly advertised. He noted
any received sealed bids were opened 11/3/2010 at 2:00 PM in the Township Meeting Room. He noted
there was only one bid for the 2008 Police Motorcycle, from Lancaster Harley Davidson, Beaver Valley
Pike, Willow Street, in the amount of $11,500. Mr. Smith along with Chief Graeff recommended that the
bid be accepted and pay them $11,500 for the motorcycle that we now lease. Mr. Kreider made a
motion to accept the bid of $11,500 from Lancaster Harley Davidson for the leased police motorcycle.
Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Rettew – Proposal for Manor Township Rail Trail Design Mr. Jim Caldwell, Rettew, presented the
proposal for the Manor Township Rail Trail Design located at the Cresswell Station running through to
the Safe Harbor Dam. Mr. Caldwell went over the proposal for the engineering of the trail project
noting the surveying phase, bridge engineering, Rettew vs Township responsibilities, and the preliminary
trail design. He talked about the trail construction plans and noted that the total proposed fees came in
at $147,905 which is way under the first estimate. Mr. Bauder questioned the equestrian trail listed
noting that they would also have to provide parking for horse trailers. Mr. Caldwell stated the proposed
parking area could accommodate that. Mr. Bauder stated he feels an equestrian trail would benefit a
limited number of people in Manor Township and he could not support that added cost. Mr. Caldwell
explained that it is a minimal cost. Mr. Caldwell explained that because this project is subject to grant
funding all things must be covered and recorded properly to be submitted for the grant. Mr. May
expressed his concerns with the grants and the changes in government where they could put a hold on
these grants. The Board discussed the issue with starting to survey before the weather becomes an
issue. After some discussion, the Board agreed that they should move forward with surveying as soon as
possible.
Woods Edge Phase II Section Four Letters of Credit - Mr. Smith read information for the release of
two letters of credit for the Woods Edge Development. A replacement letter of credit has been received
and approved. Mr. May moved to release the two Letters of Credit, Fulton Bank D003365 for Murry and
Susquehanna Bank 0130988988 for Sher-Wal requested in a letter dated October 19, 2010. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion which carried unanimously.
Westwood Green, Streets of Dedication Mr. Smith explained that this is to reduce the Letter of
Credit for Westwood Green to 15% for the 18 month period in the amount of $102,497.85. Mr. Kreider
made a motion to approve the reduction in the Letter of Credit for Westwood Green. Mr. Herr seconded
the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Agricultural Security Area Addition – Jay and Pam Funk Mr. Smith explained this parcel owned by
Jay and Pam Funk, 3591 Blue Rock Road. He noted they are requesting to be added to the Agricultural
Security Area, using the 180 day procedure and Mr. Smith recommended approval. Mr. May stated this

area is 85.1 acres. Mr. Bauder made a motion to approve the Funk farm for the Agricultural Security
Area using the 180 day procedure. Mr. Herr seconded the motion. Mr. Breneman questioned this farm
being placed in Ag Security and being adjacent to the maintenance building, and asked if this would limit
the Township if they would want to expand in that area. Mr. Smith stated that this would limit the ability
for eminent domain, if the farm is preserved then it stays preserved. Mr. Bauder questioned if this farm
should be in Ag security since it borders some properties that are not agricultural. Mr. Smith explained
that the Ag security gives you several benefits, one limiting the issue of eminent domain and second you
qualify to become a preserved farm. After some discussion, Mr. Bauder withdrew his motion and the
Board noted that since a portion of the farm is zoned differently they agreed to table this and requested
that Mr. Smith talk to the Ag Board about this.
Act 67-68 PPL Notification Mr. Smith stated PPL is notifying the Township that they will be doing
some structural work in the Safe Harbor Dam area on the York County side.
Bleacher Farms Mr. Smith noted that the Bleacher Farms have made a permit application request to
renew a CAFO project located at 2794 Safe Harbor Road.
Correspondence
Mr. Smith stated there is no correspondence.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff stated the Traffic Commission was held Wednesday October 27, 2010 with all members
present. He referenced a thank you note from Mr. & Mrs. Jack for a handicapped parking sign. He noted
there was a letter from Penn Dot in reference to a request for brake retarders on Millersville Road. Chief
stated that Penn Dot has reported that this does meet the regulations to restrict engine brake retarders.
He went over the signs to erect, which would be the responsibility of the Township to erect and
maintain. He noted that after a lengthy discussion and a 2 to 1 vote, it was moved and seconded to
install the signs along Millersville for brake retarders. He noted after studies were completed, a 25 MPH
speed limit was established for Sawgrass Drive, Copperstone Court and Chandler Lane. He also noted
stop signs to be erected at these locations. Chief Graeff stated that after some discussion the Traffic
Commission moved to hold the traffic commission meetings every other month beginning January 2011.
Mr. May expressed a concern with erecting brake retardant signs noting it could be a safety issue
especially for a heavily traveled road like RT 741. Mr. Smith explained that if the Board takes no action
and accepts the traffic commission report, then what the commission has done would become official.
However, if the Supervisors choose not to have this, then they would not approve a ruling. The Board
discussed the safety issue along with the complications of enforcing the ruling. Mr. Herr expressed his
concerns with the safety issue since he drives trucks using this safety feature and noting his experience
in the past. Pat Weidinger , 2025 Manor Ridge Drive, and Joan Matterness, 213 Sutherland Road,
expressed their concerns with ruling against brake retarders usage. After some discussion, Mr. Bauder
stated that he feels the safety issue here overrules the noise issue. Mr. Herr made a motion that they
do not erect the signs for break retarders on Millersville Road as approved by the Traffic Commission
due to safety issues and enforcement reasons. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion. The motion carried
with a vote of 4 to 1, with Mr. Breneman voting no. Mr. May made a motion to approve the balance of
the Traffic Commission Report from the October 27, 2010 meeting. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion.
The motion carried unanimously.

Police Report
Chief Graeff stated his report has been submitted and he went over the statistics for the month of
October.
Public Works Director Report
Mr. Harris noted he has submitted his monthly report listing a lot of time spent in the Letort /Perth
Hills area for trench restoration. He stated there has been a series of water line leaks in the parks. He
stated the leaks in Charlestown Park seem to be corrected, but a leak in Greider Park remains to be
causing a problem. Mr. Smith added that they do have some long range plans to update water lines in
the parks.
Township Managers Report
Mr. Smith stated he does not have a written report this month. He did at this time inform the Board
that as a result of the MS4’s and EPA regulations he is required to provide information on a regular basis
about storm water management. He requested that the Board or any resident, notify the office of any
discharge that they might observe or hear about. Mr. Smith stated there is educational information
available in the Township lobby, on the website and listed in the Township newsletter about storm
water runoff and management.
Mr. Breneman reported that the Fire Consolidation held their first Fire Commission on Monday night
involving the five members. He noted they are preparing a schedule to be advertised for public
meetings probably at Millersville Borough.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the building permit report listing the number of permits and the dollar value for the
month.

There being no further business, Mr. Breneman made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 10:10 PM.
Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary,
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Supervisors Meeting
December 6, 2010

7:30 P.M.

Chairman John May called the meeting to order in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West
Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA at 7:30 PM. He led those in attendance in the pledge of allegiance to the
flag. Roll call was taken showing all Supervisors present.
Members present: John May, Richard Bauder, Allan Herr, L. Allen Kreider, and Jay Breneman.
Staff present: Barry Smith, Mark Harris, Ryan Strohecker, Chief Graeff and Rita Young.
Visitors present: See attached.
Minutes Mr. Breneman made a motion to approve the minutes from November 2010 as drafted.
Mr. Bauder seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Bills Mr. Herr made a motion to approve payment of the bills as listed. Mr. Kreider seconded the
motion, which carried unanimously.
Financial Report Mr. Kreider made a motion to approve the Financial Report as submitted. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
Solicitors Report

Mr. Smith stated there is no Solicitors Report at this time.

The Board agreed to rearrange the agenda at this time.
SALDO
Shertzer One lot Subdivision Plan Mark Deimler, Strausser Surveying, explained the one lot
subdivision plan for Mr. Shertzer. He stated this farm is in Agricultural Preservation, approximately 20
acres of land and the request is to keep two acres with the dwelling and convey 17.8 acres as a separate
property. There are no plans at this time to put any structures on the 17.8 acres, however they are going
through the procedure as required by DEP for a dwelling. He noted the plan has been reviewed by the
MTPC and moved from a briefing item to an action item, based on the conditions of the Rettew letter.
He stated Coffee Street does not have a posted speed limit and discussed the speed restriction study
that was conducted. He stated they have provided proof that a driveway would be possible for the 17
acre tract. Mr. May asked if the speed study is adequate for Penn Dot purposes. Mr. Deimler stated not
completely, it is adequate for a driveway but not for the Penn Dot standards to post an entire stretch of
roadway for speed limit signs. After some discussion, Mr. May made a motion to approve the Final
Subdivision Plan & Modification Request for the Stephen Shertzer property on Coffee Street, based on
being compliant with the conditions set forth in the letter from Rettew dated November 5, 2010. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Rezoning Petition, Charles/Risco Charlestown Road Chris Venarcuick, RGS Associates, representing
Dave Charles, 26 Millersville Road, presented the Rezoning Petition to rezone two lots along
Charlestown Road in the Manor Corporate Center, from Industrial Zoning to High Density Residential
Flex Zoning. He noted one lot is owned by Mr. Charles and the other is owned by Risco Partners. He
went over the sites and explained the reason they feel the change to High Density Residential Flex would
make a better transition from the residential area behind the lots to the industrial zoning in front of the
lots on the other side of Charlestown Road. He stated the two lots do have public water and sewer

available and explained that if rezoned, projected one or two bedroom Garden style apartments would
be rental units with internal private streets, with the buildings being owned and maintained by the
developer. He went over access issues and plans for walking trails to the rear of the 15 acre tract. Traffic
was discussed and noted that they type of development should not have a huge impact on the school
district. Mr. Venarcuick noted that these two tracts of land have been on the market for some time and
industrial potential companies have been discouraged because they say an industrial company has
concerns with being against a residential area due to complaints of noise and also concerns for the
distance to major highway access. Mr. Charles stated that he is looking at this location because he is in
the building business, he has three other developed areas like this proposal where he owns and
maintains the rental community and when talking to Risco, and after purchasing one property, he
proposed this plan to him. Mr. Kreider stated it looks like a good fit for the location but expressed traffic
concerns. Ken Asche, 116 Spring Meadow Lane expressed concerns with the traffic. Mr. Bauder noted
that any development proposed for this area would have to complete a traffic study as part of the plans
and that would address any of those issues. Mr. Breneman made a motion to refer this request to the
LCPC and the MTPC for review. Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Business From the Floor
Dave Millsock, 102 Spring Meadow Lane, expressed concerns with water that has been directed to
the foundation of his home and his swimming pool, due to the installation of the LASA sewer project.
He noted he has been in contact with Mike Kyle from LASA and they are aware of this situation. Mr.
Millsock explained the procedures they have gone through to identify the problem and stated that LASA
has accepted responsibility but they need response from DEP stating that this problem has not been
caused by the blasting to go any further with turning this into their insurance company. Mr. Millsock
asked the Supervisors if they could help get DEP to respond. Mr. Bauder asked if Mr. Millsock has
contacted his State Representative. Mr. Millsock stated he is starting with this local Board of Supervisors
since they are already aware and involved in the sewer project. He did not feel he needed to go to that
level. Mr. Smith stated he will contact Mr. Kyle and follow through. Mr. Millsock stated he would
attend any meeting if needed. Mr. Herr stated there is another situation about a bridge where they will
be writing a letter to DEP and they could also do the same for this issue.
Ed Shane, 104 Velma Lane, explained what residents have gone through over the last three and a half
years to try to get this Board to pay for the Townships share of the Letort Manor/Perth Hills Sewer
project with no progress. Mr. Shane stated that in order to help residents handle this financial burden
they are proposing a compromise that will cost the township no money. He asked that the Supervisors
amend the ordinance that requires hook up to the sewer within 90 days of notice and allow
homeowners to delay hooking up until either their septic system fails or the house is sold. He noted
those with failed systems would have to hook up immediately. Mr. Shane also requested that the
Township have a procedure to address the needs of residents who have a failing septic system but will
have a financial hardship hooking up.
William Rackley, 1930 Water Street, stated his wife was present at last month’s Supervisors meeting
to address a problem they have with water runoff from the alley behind their property causing a lot of
damage. He stated she presented pictures and evidence of this and he asked what the Board has done
about it. Mr. Herr stated that he, Mr. Kreider and Mr. Harris did check the elevation of the alley which is
unmaintained. He noted that the area next to the house is lower than anything else. He suggested that a
swale be put in to raise the level of the ground to divert water away from his house. Mr. Herr stated
that this is not the responsibility of the Township. Mr. Rackley stated his garage is sliding off the hill and
this is increasing in the past two years. He explained issues with his neighbor over this and stated that he
has started to construct a swale along his house. Mr. Rackley asked the Township to re do the alley and
grade the water to the street and he offered the Township $3,000 to help grade the alley. Mr. Kreider

stated that the alley is private property and the Township cannot do anything and he suggested he and
the neighbor try to work this out. Mr. Kreider suggested they get a professional in to assess the
situation and see what would be the best solution. Mr. May stated the other way is to get an attorney
and be advised on the common law rules on where water can be diverted. Mr. & Mrs. Rackley stated
they feel the alley is the Township’s responsibility because they did not go through the legal process to
turn it over to the properties affected. Mr. Rackley felt he should not have to take water from the whole
neighborhood and direct it along his property and felt the township is being unfair to ask him to solve
the issue for everyone. Mr. Bauder stated that to improve the alley would mean they would have to
change the grade and install a storm water system to take the water out to the street and they would
have to work that out with the neighbor. After some discussion the Board agreed that Mr. Rackley
would need to get an attorney and find a solution to this problem. Mr. Bauder asked why they can’t put
the swale in. Mr. Rackley stated that the neighbor feels there should be a water way or creek between
their properties. The Board advised that Mr. Rackley put a swale in. Mrs. Rackley asked if the
Supervisors would help fund this issue. Mr. May stated the Township cannot pay for this and advised
that they get an estimate for the swale and get an attorney. Mr. Bauder stated the rules on storm water
are that when a storm water management system is installed by the Township, after completion it
becomes the responsibility of the homeowner.
Ken Asche, 116 Spring Meadow Lane, commented on Mr. Millsock’s issue with water damage and
stated that the street drains are clogged with silt and the water is running down the street instead of the
storm water system and the swale in that area was improperly designed in 1976 which he complained
about at that time. Mr. Herr felt Mr. Millsock’s issues are being caused by water coming along the newly
installed sewer pipe and not run off water. Mr. Asche also addressed nutrient credits and explained the
way that program works. He stated that he feels the Supervisors should look into this because he feels
the homeowners own two thirds of the nutrient credits from this project because of what they have to
pay. He noted that if the Township would pay 1/3rd of the project, then they could have nutrient credits
also and could make money from them in the future. Mr. Asche also expressed concerns with the
calculation that LASA used for the special purpose structure fee in the number of homes they used. He
proposed to extend the 5 year limit to a 10 year limit due to the economy. Mr. Asche asked the
Supervisors when the residents are going to be required to hook up to the sewer and asked if a letter
could be sent to let them know the time frame.
Clair Becker, 18 Money Hill Road, reviewed the sewer project, stating it started out with two pumping
stations proposed and now ending up with 50 grinder pumps installed increasing the future cost of
sewer to the homeowners. He stated LASA is turning the maintenance of this sewer system over to the
homeowner by using grinder pumps. He expressed concerns that work is not being done correctly,
proper materials are not being used and this work will cause failures when the system is in use. Mr.
Becker asked if the people doing this work are qualified. Mr. Becker questioned where the inspectors for
this project were when all this incorrect work was being done. He noted all systems were installed
incorrectly and grinder pumps were installed incorrectly. He stated that trust was placed in LASA to
complete this work as directed and it is not being done. He stated his work and a few others were
installed correctly because they stood over the workers to make certain it was done right. He noted the
people with faulty systems will not take ownership and will not pay for the grinder pumps and
demanded that this situation be remedied from the short cuts that were taken. Mr. Becker submitted
proposed remedies for consideration and action before mandating any grinder pump homeowner
connections to the pressurized force main system. Mr. Bauder asked if Mr. Becker has had corrections
done and asked if the others are being corrected also. Mr. Becker stated his is being corrected and he
has heard they are planning to make corrections but he cannot verify that. Mr. May stated they will
continue to look into this. Mr. Kreider stated he has talked to Mark Lauriello from Rettew and he was
unaware of some of these issues and he is in the process of overseeing all the problems. He will also be

checking out whose responsibility it is to have these inspections done and will get back to Mr. Kreider.
Mr. Becker urged that they check out the grinder pumps and follow through with this.
Doris Chickering, 17 Dublin Drive, stated she has watched three instillations and none of them have
been done correctly and she has pictures showing that.
Tom Ecker, 2 Dublin Drive, stated he has a grinder pump and has concerns that his has not been
installed correctly. He stated he feels Rettew and Anrex are incompetent from the electrical installation
that has been done along with the pipe being put in. He stated that LASA told him his pipe had to be 4 “
above grade level so no ground water can enter the tank and when installed, his pipe is 2” below ground
level where his downspouts come out. He stated he wants his redone and that he has concerns what
else is incorrect.
Shawn Callahan, 14 Money Hill Road, stated that he holds the Supervisors responsible for not seeing
that correct inspections have been done. He noted that he took off work to oversee when his
installation was being done. He stated this company has been covering up bad work from the start.
Dennis Griffith, 111 Bender Mill Road, stated his installation was done incorrectly also. He stated he
will no longer allow the workers to come on his property unless he gets a call and he is present, due to
the mistakes that have been made and he noted he will not be responsible for this system. Mr. Griffith
also stated the wrong wiring has been used. Mr. Kreider stated he was assured that the wiring will be
corrected. Mr. Bauder asked if the Board of Supervisors could have the Township engineers make sure
all this is remediated and done correctly and charge it out to LASA or the contractor. Mr. Breneman told
Mr. Bauder that our engineer is Rettew and they have been there on site inspecting and overseeing this
but evidently not enough. Mr. Smith stated there have been inadequate inspections done by LASA and
Rettew, which should have been there all the time to make sure things were being done correctly not
just periodically. Mr. Smith stated he feels we can go to LASA and have them address the issue with the
contractor as well as Rettew to correct the problems. Mr. Bauder stated we have to make sure every
system has been installed correctly.
Jim Quinn, 33 Dublin Drive, thanked the Township Maintenance Crew for the fabulous job that they
did this year with leaf collection. Mr. Quinn asked what is going to happen if and when this system fails
and if there is any protection for the homeowner that they will not have an increased debt and pay for
all these mistakes. Mr. Bauder stated that LASA would be responsible for any failure of their system
however anything from the house to the street is the homeowner’s responsibility. Mr. Bauder stated
that it is being documented that things are not being installed properly and that will be a case for
correctness. Mr. Quinn stated that if it were not for the few homeowners that have caught these drastic
mistakes, this system may have already been completed and major problems would occur. Mr. Quinn
asked that the Supervisors find some kind of assurance to protect the homeowners from being
responsible down the road for major issues from these mistakes that have been made.
Joanne Farley, 115 Carol Drive, expressed concerns with the lateral line coming into her house. She
noted a discrepancy in the depth of the line and talked to LASA and they assured her it is ok, but if not
she will have problems from that also.
Bill Renshaw, 26 Dublin Drive, asked if the Supervisors could provide the time frame for hook up. Mr.
May stated it will not be this winter. Mr. Smith stated they have not received notification from LASA for
completion of the project. Mr. Herr stated that at the last Supervisors meeting the Board had stated that
they will not start any hook ups until spring of 2011.
Mr. Bauder stated that the Shanes asked if the Board could provide relief on the hook up time frame
based on sale of property or if the individual on lot system was failing. Mr. Bauder stated the Board had
no response to that question and he asked the Board again what their response would be to that. Mr.
May stated he is sympathetic to the problem but he does not think they would be able to amend the
ordinance at this time because LASA started this project under a set of rules and you cannot change the
rules in mid stream. He noted it would alter the mathematics of the calculations.

Carol Shane, 104 Velma Lane, stated she would like to ask LASA and see what they say about
changing the hook up stipulations. She noted that they plan on talking to Mike Kyle and see if LASA
agrees to this. Ms Shane asked the Board individually that if LASA would agree to not have a mandatory
hook up at this time by changing the ordinance, then would this Board agree to follow through and
amend the ordinance. Mr. May stated yes, Mr. Bauder agreed. Ms. Shane reminded the Board that the
Lancaster County Planning Commission had stated that this type of sewer system being installed is
inappropriate for a rural area and had recommended a smaller, sleeker more updated decentralized
system be installed. Mr. Bauder stated that he believes the Board will agree if LASA agrees. Mr.
Breneman stated he will have to see what LASA says until he makes any decisions. Mr. Bauder stated
there are some real hardships in this and felt it would be good for some of the residents.
Dennis Griffith, 111 Bender Mill Road, stated the residents did not want grinder pumps but LASA
changed the plans and gave them grinder pumps.
Jeff Sensenig, 135 Nicholes Road, asked who will be paying for all these mistakes. Mr. Smith stated
that contractors are bonded to cover problems like this. Mr. Bauder also stated there was a cap on this
project.
Mr. May called for a recess at 9:30 P.M.
Mr. May re-convened the meeting at 9:40 P.M.
Ordinance No.8-2010 LASA Sewer Amendment – Industrial Waste Treatment Regulations Mr.
Smith stated that DEP sets levels and regulations and each municipality must adopt an ordinance to
comply. He stated this ordinance will amend the Code of Ordinances of Manor Township, Part 1,
Chapter 18, Sewers and Sewage Disposal, by amending Ordinance No.3-2002, by revising Section 7.02
relating to LASA’S rules and regulations applying to industrial waste treatment. Mr. Kreider made a
motion to adopt Ordinance No.8-2010. Mr. Herr seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
2011 Budget Adoption Mr. Smith stated the 2011 Budget for Manor Township has been prepared
and properly advertised. Mr. May stated it has been a challenging year and thanked all who worked
hard to keep it in line. Mr. Herr made a motion to accept the budget as advertised. Mr. Bauder
seconded the motion. Andy Kalbach, Mountville Fire Company, asked the Supervisors if they were
going to have a donation for the Mountville Fire Company for 2011. Mr. May stated that Manor
Township has gone to the Blue Rock Fire Consolidation of four districts and they have not included
Mountville Fire Company in the budget for 2011. After several questions about the way Mr. Strohecker
presented the budget, being moved and seconded the motion to adopt the 2011 Budget carried
unanimously.
Resolution No.23-2010 the 2011 Budget Certification Mr. May made a motion to adopt Resolution
No.23-2010 to certify the 2011 Budget presented to the Board at the Manor Township Supervisors
Public Meeting on November 4, 2010 and approved by the Board at the December 6, 2010 Manor
Township Supervisors Public Meeting. Mr. Kreider seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Resolution No.24-2010 Fire Service Area Mr. Kreider made a motion to adopt Resolution No.242010 approving the Blue Rock Fire Rescue as volunteer fire companies to operate in Manor Township
and provide fire prevention and protection. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion. Dean Gantz,
Mountville Fire Company, expressed concerns that Manor Township is not supporting Mountville Fire
Company as a first due service to respond for Manor Township. He noted concerns for residents and
the time it may take for them to receive help. Mr. Breneman stated they felt that they could make the
coverage work. Mr. May stated after all studies were completed, they felt this was the best way to go.
Being moved and seconded the motion carried unanimously to adopt Resolution No.24-2010.
2011 Audit Engagement Letter Mr. Smith explained that this is the time of year they need to enter
into an agreement for the auditing services for the year. Mr. Smith recommended that they enter into

the agreement with Hess & Hess, LLC, Certified Public Accountants. He stated that after discussions,
they feel it is not necessary to do the GASB 34 audit and have found that all other CPA firms perform PA
DCED audits which are more practical, less costly, and allow provisions for financial schedules to include
as supplementary information to the PA DCED reports which are more useful to the Township. Mr. Herr
made a motion that Mr. Smith enter into the agreement and sign the Engagement Letter for Hess &
Hess. Mr. Breneman seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Act 14 Notification for Turkey Hill Dairy Wastewater Treatment Facility Mr. Smith stated they have
received notification from DEP that Turkey Hill Dairy, Inc. is planning to upgrade its wastewater
treatment facility by adding a diffused air flotation unit and notification is provided in accordance with
Act 14, P.L. 834. No action is necessary.
Correspondence
Mr. Smith noted a letter with concerns about restricted barriers that have been placed on the bridge
on Walnut Hill Road. Residents are concerned with safety issues. Mr. Smith stated they will send a letter
to the appropriate people.
Letter of Credit Mr. Smith noted a Letter of Credit at Fulton Bank for 3020 Associates. He noted this
Letter of Credit is to replace the Letter of Credit held by PNC Bank. He stated it meets all the necessary
provisions. Mr. May made a motion to accept the Fulton Bank Letter of Credit #D005711 in the amount
of $239,638.85 and release PNC Bank Letter of Credit #18109356-00-000 in the amount of $239,638.85.
Mr. Bauder seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Letter of Retirement Mr. Smith stated they have received a Letter of Retirement from Rita J. Young.
She plans to retire Dec. 31, 2010. He noted she will be retiring at the end of the year, but will need to
continue working through the beginning of the new year to complete tax reports and then resign as tax
collector for the Township. Mr. Smith thanked her for the years of service at Manor Township. Mr.
May thanked Mrs. Young for her years of service, and accepted her Letter of Retirement with regrets.
Traffic Commission
Chief Graeff stated there was no new business at the November 24, 2010 Traffic Commission
Meeting. He noted that there was discussion on holding the meeting every other month starting with
2011. After some discussion, the Board decided that the Traffic Commission would continue to meet
every month unless there was nothing submitted for the agenda. At that point the meeting for the
month could be canceled and they would hold the meetings as needed.
Police Report
Chief Graeff stated the police report for the month of November has been submitted. He went over
the statistics.
Public Works
Mr. Harris stated his report has been submitted for the month. He stated leaf pickup should be
completed for the year, by the end of this week. He noted it has been a busy month but they are hoping
to complete some projects this week.
Manager’s Report
Mr. Smith stated his report has been submitted. He noted they continue to work with Norfolk
Southern and they are also close to finalizing the rural to agricultural zoning. Mr. Smith stated they
continue to update the MS4 – Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems and reported they did get
one complaint where a gentleman was washing off and cleaning his mower overtop of a storm drain.

Mr. Smith also commented on the Agility program and Mr. Harris added that the program has been
working out very good.
Building Permit Report
Mr. Kreider read the Building Permit Report. He stated the number of permits issued for the month of
November was 34 with a dollar value of $2,503,256. He added that the number of permits for the year
to date is 259, which is an increase from 208 at this point in 2009.

There being no further business, Mr. Kreider made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 10:30 P.M.
Mr. May seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Barry Smith
Secretary – Treasurer
Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Planning Commission Minutes

Monday, January 11, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, January 11, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick opened
the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. Mr. Haverstick introduced the members of the
Planning Commission.
Members Present:
Visitors Present:

Scott Haverstick, Pamela Shellenberger, Donald Witmer, James Henke, Mark
Harman, Don Mann and Mary Glazier
James Huber, 113 Shannon Dr., Lancaster
Elaine Jones, LNP
Caroline Hoffer, 126 E. King Street, Lancaster
Robert McLane, 206 Manor Avenue, Millersville
Justin Evans, LCPC

Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Re-organization Meeting
Mr. Haverstick stated that Don Witmer and Mark Harman were reappointed by the Board of
Supervisors.
Ms. Glazier nominated Mr. Haverstick continue as Chairperson for another term. Mr. Witmer
seconded the nomination and the nomination carried.
Mr. Haverstick nominated Ms. Shellenberger for another term as Vice Chairperson. Ms. Glazier
seconded the nomination and the nomination carried.
Mr. Haverstick nominated Ms. Glazier for another term as Secretary. Mr. Henke seconded the
nomination and the nomination carried.
Minutes
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Henke seconded
the motion and the motion carried.
New Business
Text Amendment to MRC – Mixed Residential Commercial Zoning District - Caroline Hoffer,
representing 3200 Columbia Avenue LLC, presented the request. Phil Wolgemuth, the principal owner
of 3200 Columbia Avenue LLC, was also present. Ms. Hoffer stated her client owned the property from
3200 to 3212 Columbia Avenue that is currently zoned Mixed Residential Commercial Zoning District
(MRC). They are requesting an amendment to the text of that section of the zoning ordinance. The
proposed use of the property is a free standing bank. Banks and similar financial institutions do not
appear on the list of permitted uses in the Mixed Residential Commercial Zoning District. Banks and
similar financial institutions are permitted uses in the Local Commercial, General Commercial,
Commercial Office and Limited Commercial. The applicant believes that this would be an appropriate
addition to the Mixed Residential Commercial Zone particularly if you look at the purpose. A bank is
typically a free standing use, fairly low impact, and it tends to serve local people. Individuals do not

drive to a destination to go to a bank; you go to a bank that is convenient on your way home. The
applicant did meet with the Supervisors on two occasions before they submitted the petition. The
Supervisors felt that there was a basis to proceed with the petition. When the petition was filed, they
went back to the Supervisors and they accepted the petition and referred it to the Planning Commission
for their review and recommendation. It will also go to the Lancaster County Planning Commission for
their review and recommendation.
Mr. Haverstick pointed out that this affects a very small area in Manor Township. There is mixed
residential commercial zoning areas on Columbia Avenue and Route 999.
Jim Henke stated that he would recuse himself from any discussion with the project or any
recommendation due to some previous involvement with the company.
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion that they amend Section 214 the Mixed Residential
Commercial Zone of the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance to add banks and similar financial
institutions as a permitted use. Mr. Witmer seconded the motion and the motion carried with Jim
Henke abstaining.
Correspondence
Ms. Glazier advised the Commission that she had a memo from the LCPC stating they have
reviewed final subdivision plan of Daniel G. Beiler and have no comments.
Mr. Haverstick stated that Mr. Ott has provided the Commission with a petition regarding Frey
Dairy Farms that they will deal with at the February meeting.
Mr. Haverstick stated that he had e-mailed the Commission members regarding the article in
the Township Planner that deals with ordinances that a Township could adopt regarding vacant and
deteriorating buildings. Also the Township would have the ability to enact ordinances that would
require developers to consider existing facilities before they construct new facilities. Mr. Haverstick
feels these items warrant the Commission taking a look, discussing, and perhaps making
recommendations to the Supervisors.
Mr. Haverstick advised the Commission that Mr. Ott has provided them with the 2009 Annual
Report for their review.
The meeting was adjourned at 7:50 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Planning Commission Minutes
Monday, February 8, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, February 8, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick opened
the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. Mr. Haverstick introduced the members of the
Planning Commission.
Members Present:
Visitors Present:

Scott Haverstick, Pamela Shellenberger, Donald Witmer, James Henke, Mary
Glazier, Mark Harman, and Don Mann
David Charles, Country Manor
John Cox, Turkey Hill Dairy

Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Minutes
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Witmer seconded
the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
New Business
Rezoning Petition – John Cox, Executive Vice President of Turkey Hill Dairy, presented the
petition. Mr. Cox stated that Turkey Hill Dairy had an opportunity to purchase approximately 33 acres
of land from a 61 acre parcel owned by Frey Dairy Farms which will be subdivided. The purchase of this
tract would only take place if the tract was rezoned from Rural to Industrial. Turkey Hill Dairy has no
specific land use planned for the tract at present time, but Frey Dairy Farms is interested in selling the
land at this time and Turkey Hill Dairy is interested in purchasing the tract. There is a possibility that
this tract would be used for future expansion of Turkey Hill Dairy.
There was a lengthy discussion regarding the justification to rezone the tract now or whether to
wait until after the Township completed their review of rezoning some of the rural and the agriculture
areas in the Township, which is currently in the review process. Several Commission members felt it
would be better to hold off on the rezoning of this tract until the review of the rural and agriculture
zoning was completed.
After discussion, Mr. Henke made a motion that the petition submitted to rezone approximately
33 acres of a 61 acre parcel to Industrial Zoning be recommended for approval to the Board of
Supervisors. Mr. Mann seconded the motion and the motion carried four to three with Ms. Glazier, Ms.
Shellenberger and Mr. Haverstick voting no.
Other Business
Revised Subdivision Land Development Plan For Country Manor and Modification Request Chris Venarchick from RGS Associates along with Dave Charles presented the request. Mr. Venarchick
stated the project was conditionally approved in November. They are requesting a waiver of Section
307.D.7 which is basically to make a small revision to the plan without going back through the whole
process of land development review. Early in the planning process, there was discussion about the
Aspril property and how if the applicant owned the property that it would make a nice shaped property
with frontage all along North Duke Street. At that time, they did not have control of the Aspril property.
Since the conditional approval, the Aspril’s have reapproached Manorvest stating that they are

interested in selling their property. Manorvest has settled on the property which is approximately .36
acres. There are some minor changes. This purchase is a benefit since everyone had a desire to
improve the frontage along North Duke Street. Now that the applicant has this property, the
improvements are possible. The driveway that currently exists onto North Duke Street from the house
is being removed which eliminates the close proximity of the existing improved entrance to the
apartment complex. The building on the Aspril property may be an office that will support the daily
operations of the rental community. The applicant looked at expanding the parking lot to
accommodate access to the back of that building. Mr. Venarchick stated that they have met with staff
and revised their plan; a plan was submitted along with the actual modification request.
Ms. Shellenberger stated that when they first reviewed this plan they had a concern regarding
only one means of ingress/egress. She asked if by obtaining this property would there be an
opportunity to have another entrance. Mr. Charles advised her that the site distance is an issue. The
existing drive is actually on the highest point. If the apartment unit was not there, they could explore
that option; but they still would run into the situation regarding driveway separation. This unit is
remaining on the property. Mr. Charles advised the Commission that at this time the unit will remain
as a standalone rental unit. Ms. Shellenberger asked that the driveway to be removed be labeled.
She was advised that it is labeled.
Mr. Haverstick stated that they have Rettew’s review letter. Ms. Shellenberger asked if there
were new comments. Mr. Caldwell advised her that it is the same letter that was issued the last time
under conditional approval and that they added this current modification. The comment to acquire a
clear site triangle has been removed. Mr. Caldwell stated that this enables the sidewalk to be extended
from the northern property boundary to the southern property boundary. Mr. Caldwell stated that he
wants to discuss with the staff the possibility of the Township installing curbing to connect with the
curbing at Springdale Farms so there would be contiguous edge of paving down the west side and even
get the sidewalk extended to the intersection of West Charlotte Street.
Mr. Henke make a motion that the requested modification of Section 307.D.7 be recommended
for approval based upon the February 8, 2010 Rettew Associates letter that also includes the
outstanding items from the previous conditional approval that they still need to be addressed as well.
Ms. Glazier seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Correspondence
Ms. Glazier stated that she received a memo from the LCPC dated December 15, 2009 referring
to the project Woods Edge Phase One, Section III Lot Consolidation stating the “applicant and/or Zoning
Officer ensure that the wording of General Note #5 is correct in the scope of the proposed consolidation
of lots with regard to Section 312.2 of the Zoning Ordinance. The note stated that two off-street parking
spaces are required per lot, rather than per dwelling unit.” Mr. Ott advised the Commission that note
was taken care of.
Mr. Haverstick asked if the Columbia Borough proposed amendment to their zoning ordinance
and map was included in the packet. Mr. Haverstick assumed that this was in conjunction with the bypass. Mr. Ott stated that he was not sure. If Commission members have any comments they can get
them to staff to give to Columbia Borough.
Article “No More Blight” - Mr. Haverstick expressed interest in the Township adopting this type
of ordinance and include vacant and deteriorating structures. He would like to bring this to the
attention of the Supervisors. Mr. Haverstick would like to see developers be required to look at using
existing structures before being granted approval for new construction. There were questions and
discussion on how this type of ordinance would be administered and if they could be selective with what

would be included in the ordinance. After discussion, it was determined that the Commission would
like to look at ordinances that are in effect and what PSATS would have on file regarding property
management codes. Mr. Haverstick stated that they were all in agreement with pursuing some kind of
blight ordinance for the Township and they would like to look at sample ordinances.
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 9:10 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary

Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Planning Commission
Monday, March 8, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, March 8, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick
opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. Mr. Haverstick introduced the members
of the Planning Commission.
Members Present: Scott Haverstick, Pamela Shellenberger, Donald Witmer, James Henke, Mary
Glazier, Mark Harman and Don Mann
Visitors Present:
Jim Huber, 113 Shannon Dr.
Justin Evans, LCPC
Elaine Jones, LNP
Al Kreider, 141 Supervisors Rd.
Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Minutes
Mr. Henke made a motion to approve the meeting minutes from February 8th as presented.
Ms. Shellenberger seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Old Business
Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment to MRC - Mr. Haverstick advised the Commission that Mr.
Ott provided them with a second copy of the amendment with the word “zoning” added. There was no
discussion on the amendment. Pam Shellenberger made a motion that they recommend to the Manor
Township Board of Supervisors that they proceed with amending Article 2, Zone Regulations, Section
214 for the Mixed Residential/Commercial Zone (MRC) to add Banks and similar financial institutions as
a permitted use. Mr. Mann seconded the motion and the motion carried with James Henke abstaining.
Mr. Haverstick stated that Mary Glazier had given him information regarding lighting and he in
turn e-mailed the information to the Commission members. Mr. Haverstick and Ms. Glazier stated that
they feel like there is a weakness in the Ordinance regarding ambient light. Mr. Haverstick stated that it
is a topic he feels they need to address and make recommendations to the Supervisors. Ms. Glazier had
a handout for the Commission members and Mr. Haverstick advised the Commission that they would
discuss it after the Commission members had a chance to review the handout. Mr. Haverstick
requested this be put on the April agenda.
Mr. Haverstick advised the Commission that he would like to revisit and further discuss
inventory of vacant properties, etc. and the maintenance of those vacant properties.
Ms. Shellenberger indicated that she had a handout from a workshop she attended on outdoor
lighting issues and a few sample ordinances of how municipalities are handling lighting. Mr. Haverstick
advised the Commission that this topic was brought to the attention of the Supervisors at their March
meeting and there was interest on their part to at least examine what they may or may not be able to
do.

Correspondence
Ms. Glazier stated that she had a letter from LCPC dated February 26th acknowledging the
receipt of the proposed amendment to the Zoning Ordinance discussed tonight and they will be
reviewing it on March 22nd.
Ms. Glazier stated that she had a copy of a letter that the LCPC sent to Barry Smith dated March
2nd enclosing a letter for his review and comment regarding the request for the LCPC to consider a time
extension of 1825 days (5 years) for the Manor Corporate Center Preliminary Plan approval. LCPC has
scheduled the request for March 22nd.
Mr. Haverstick had a question on the action at the Supervisors’ meeting regarding Turkey Hill
Dairy request. Mr. Smith advised him that the Board authorized the advertising for the rezoning
request of Turkey Hill/Frey Dairies. Mr. Haverstick pointed out that the Supervisors were mindful of the
dissension in the Planning Commission regarding the rezoning. There was discussion on the lack of
presentation regarding the exact location of the tract.
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 7:50 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary

Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Planning Commission
Monday, April 12, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, April 12, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick opened
the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. Mr. Haverstick introduced the members of the
Planning Commission.
Members Present:
Member Absent:
Visitors Present:

Scott Haverstick, Pamela Shellenberger, Donald Witmer, James Henke,
Mark Harman and Don Mann
Mary Glazier
Jim Huber, 113 Shannon Dr.
Al Kreider, Supervisors Rd.
Elaine Jones, LNP
Justin Evans, LCPC
Les Eckman, Washington Boro
Richard Bauder, Manor Twp.
Jay Clark, 1055 Hearthstone Rd.

Public Comment
There was no public comments.
Minutes
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Henke seconded
the motion and the motion carried with Mr. Haverstick abstaining.
Old Business
Mr. Haverstick stated they had intended to discuss some long range projects the Commission
has been talking about that included light pollution, Transferable Development Rights, and disposal of
blighted buildings. Since there are no plans before the Commission for their review, the Supervisors
have decided this is a good opportunity to continue the work session dealing with the agriculture and
rural zoning issues.
John May stated the issues Mr. Haverstick referred to are important issues, but he feels they
need to be addressed one at a time. Mr. May suggested the issues be prioritized and Mr. Haverstick
agreed.
Mr. Haverstick adjourned the Planning Commission meeting at 7:35 p.m. and re-adjourned the
joint meeting with the Supervisors.

Respectfully submitted,

Evelyn Rineer
Recording Secretary

Manor Township Planning Commission
Monday, May 10, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, May 10, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick opened
the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. Mr. Haverstick introduced the members of the
Planning Commission.
Members Present:
Members Absent:
Visitors Present:

Scott Haverstick, James Henke, Don Mann, Donald Witmer and Mary Glazier
Pamela Shellenberger and Mark Harman
Brooks K. Norris, LCSWMA
Tom Farcht, JMT
Steve & Deb Shertzer, 233 Coffee St.
Justin Evans, LCPC
Stacey Morgan, LCSWMA
Al Kreider, 141 Supervisors Rd.

Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Minutes
Jim Henke made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Donald Witmer seconded the
motion and the motion passed with Mary Glazier abstaining.
New Business
Briefing Item – Plan #10-001-A-Final Subdivision Plan for Stephen & Deborah Shertzer - Tom
Farcht from JMT presented the plan. Mr. Farcht advised that the land is zoned Agriculture and the
applicant would like to make a smaller tract that encompasses the house and sell the remaining land to
the neighbor. The Shertzer property is in agricultural preservation and the Shertzer’s have a letter
indicating approval of the subdivision from the Agriculture Preserve Board. There is an existing
driveway. There is no building proposed. Mr. Farcht provided the Commission with revised plans that
addressed Rettew’s comments in their review letter dated May 4, 2010. Mr. Farcht went over the
comments in Rettew’s review letter of May 4, 2010 indicating how they complied with the comments.
Mr. Farcht stated that there were no major issues and they had no problem complying with any of the
comments.
Mr. Witmer questioned if the “no building rights” applied to the land that Mr. Barley was adding
the lot to. Mr. Witmer also expressed surprise with the Agriculture Preserve Board giving their approval
for this subdivision.
Mr. Caldwell indicated that this was approved through the Trust and not the Agriculture
Preserve Board.
Mr. Henke made a motion that the two modifications Section 403.1.A - Plan Scale and Section
502.5.G - Dedication of Additional Right-of-Way be recommended for approval as suggested by Rettew
Associates in their May 4, 2010 letter. Don Mann seconded the motion and the motion carried
unanimously.
Mr. Henke made a motion to recommend to move the Stephen and Deborah Shertzer Final
Subdivision Plan along for approval pending the satisfaction of addressing the May 4, 2010 Rettew letter
specifically with clarification and additional documentation to be submitted to the Township and the

Engineer addressing the ability to subdivide Lot #3 from the Farmland Trust Property. Also, adding
additional adjustments to the word “apart” in the comment letter in a plan note #36 and adding the
separation distance from the side property line to the isolation distance on the new septic system
adding that information to the plan in accordance with the rules and regulations of DEP. Mr. Henke
amended his motion to also include verification that the Barley Property has the ability to build a
residential dwelling on this property subject to the satisfaction of Rettew and the Township. Don
Witmer seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Petition to Rezone – Petition of Lancaster County Solid Waste Authority to Rezone Two Tracts of
Land from Rural to Excavation - Stacey Morgan presented the petition. Ms. Morgan advised the
Commission that the request arises out of the settlement agreement order in the PALE litigation
between PALE, the Authority and the Township. The two tracts were purchased from Tom and Abe
Barley and the tracts are zoned Rural and the Order contemplated the Authority moving subsoil from
the two tracts. Subsoil removal is not permitted in the Rural Zone, hence, the request to have it
rezoned to Excavation. When the subsoil is removed, they will be back to have it rezoned to
Conservation. One of the requirements of the Order is that after the subsoil is removed, that this
ground be reclaimed and left open for passive recreation. Ms. Morgan stated that this applies to tract
5 and most of tract 4. Ms. Morgan stated that tract 4 in its entirety is 119 acres.
Mr. Henke questioned the depth of the subsoil that would be excavated. Brooke Norris from
the Authority advised Mr. Henke that the subsoil varies from 5 to 20 feet. Mr. Norris stated they
anticipate going down to bedrock.
Mr. Witmer stated that there was subsoil removed years ago and asked if they would be
removing more subsoil and Mr. Norris stated that they would be removing more soil.
Mr. Haverstick questioned the location for storage of the soil. Mr. Norris stated that the large
subsoil stock pile would be located behind the ball field and the top soil will be staged by the contractor.
The top soil will go back on very quickly as they are obligated to minimize the area of disturbance.
Ms. Glazier asked what the period of time was that they have to do this work. Mr. Norris stated
the agreement states that they have within 18 months of achieving all required permits to take off of
parcel 5. Their plans are to do everything in one project regarding parcels 4 and 5.
Mr. Haverstick questioned what the subsoil pile will look like. Mr. Norris advised him that it
would be large and the area that is visible from the roads will be seeded and amendable to people
passing by.
Mr. Henke made a motion to recommend that the petition by LCSWMA to rezone be approved
subject to the stipulation agreement referenced this evening. Mr. Mann seconded the motion and the
motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Ott stated in reference to the first plan, that he had a Planning Agency Concurrence to sign
for DEP requesting a non-building waiver that he generally signs for the Planning Commission. Mr. Ott
was just making the Commission aware of the waiver.
Correspondence
Ms. Glazier indicated she had correspondence from the LCPC dated March 23 regarding Manor
Corporate Center that was scheduled on March 22, 2010. LCPC approved a five year waiver of the time
period provided to submit a final plan application for the entire project, as stated in Section 302.07 of
the Lancaster County Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance of 1991.
A memo from the LCPC dated May 23, 2010 regarding the review of the Zoning Text
Amendment and recommends approval because it is consistent with comprehensive planning and it will

increase the range of commercial opportunities in the Mixed Residential/Commercial Zone without
creating any apparent land use conflicts.
Letter dated May 3, 2010 from the LCPC regarding 216 Ironstone Ridge Road and Nelson R. &
Janet M. Habecker inquiring if the plans still active. Mr. Ott advised the Commission that he has
responded to this letter.
Mr. Haverstick stated that he would like to start working on the issues they have talked about if
there are no plans next month. Mr. Ott advised the Commission that they are not past the filing
deadline so he cannot say if there will be any plans before the Commission next month.
Mr. Henke asked Mr. Caldwell for an update on the ordinance that the Planning Commission and
Supervisors have been working on. Mr. Henke asked if they would be seeing anything in May or June.
Mr. Caldwell advised him that June would be a more realistic time that they would see something.
Mr. Haverstick questioned if the rail to trail would be impacted by any zoning changes. Mr.
Caldwell advised him that the trail property is zoned conservation.
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 8:25 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Planning Commission
Monday, June 14, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, June 14, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick
opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. Mr. Haverstick introduced the members
of the Planning Commission.
Members Present:
Members Absent:
Visitors Present:

Scott Haverstick, James Henke, Don Mann, Mark Harman and Pamela
Shellenberger
Donald Witmer and Mary Glazier
Jim Huber, 113 Shannon Dr., Lancaster
Justin Evans, LCPC
Stacey Morgan, 221 E. Chestnut St., Lancaster
Elaine Jones, LNP

Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Minutes
Jim Henke made a motion to approve the minutes as drafted. Mr. Mann seconded the motion.
Pamela Shellenberger and Mark Harman abstained. There was not a quorum; therefore, the minutes
will be approved at next month’s meeting.
Old Business
Proposed Rezoning Ordinance to Amend Zoning Map – Lancaster County Solid Waste Authority
to Rezone Two Tracts of Land from Rural to Excavation – There was no discussion on the Ordinance.
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion to approve the rezoning of 150 acres from Rural to Excavation. Mr.
Henke seconded the motion. Mr. Haverstick wanted to express his opinion regarding the large pile of
dirt at the Landfill that can be seen from a distance stating it is unsightly. The motion carried
unanimously.
Don Mann asked if there were any type of maps available that would show the development in
the Township over the last ten years or so. There was discussion on what the Lancaster County
Planning Commission would have available. Mr. Ott reviewed the developments in the Township that
still have lots that do not have buildings on them.
Ms. Shellenberger asked for an update on the Ordinance that they have been working on with
the Supervisors. Mr. Ott advised that he and Mr. Smith met with Steve Gabriel from Rettew and Mr.
Gabriel is working on a final draft. Mr. Ott stated at the last meeting the Commission had requested
the draft be e-mailed to them and after reviewing it send back their comments. After the comments
are received, the changes will be made. Mr. Ott advised it would probably be July before they see
anything.
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 7:50 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Evelyn Rineer
Recording Secretary

Manor Township Planning Commission
Monday August 9, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, August 9, 2010 at the Manor Township
Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick opened the
meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. Mr. Haverstick introduced the members of the
Planning Commission.
Members Present: Scott Haverstick, James Henke, Don Mann, Mark Harman, Pam Shellenberger, Don
Witmer and Mary Glazier.
Visitors Present:

Howard Kelin, Attorney, 24 N. Lime St.
John Cox, 2601 River Road, Turkey Hill
Justin Evans, LCPC
Jim Huber, 113 Shannon Drive
Elaine Jones, LNP

Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Approve Minutes
May 10, 2010 - Mr. Henke made a motion to approve the minutes as drafted for the May 10, 2010
meeting. Mr. Witmer seconded the motion, which carried. Mark Harman and Pam Shellenberger
abstained.
June 14, 2010 - Mr. Henke made a motion to approve the minutes from the June 14, 2010 meeting
as drafted. Ms Shellenberger seconded the motion, which carried. Mr. Witmer abstained.
Old Business
Ordinance for Turkey Hill Rezoning - Amend zoning map by changing a tract of land containing
approximately 32.64 acres located on the west side of land owned by PP&L and the east side of lands
owned by the Lancaster County Solid Waste Management Authority & Pennsylvania Lines, LLC from
Rural (R) to Industrial Zone (I).
Mr. Ott stated that there is a change in the paperwork due to a number change. He explained where
it occurred on the drafted copies, and the corrections being 327.44 instead of 347.44 and also a (2)
corrected from a (3).
Mr. Haverstick asked if there was anyone present representing Turkey Hill.
Mr. Howard Kelly Attorney for the applicant, and Mr. John Cox, Turkey Hill were present. Mr. Kelly
stated that they were also present at the February meeting of this Board to approve the
recommendation of this ordinance change, and noted that it is their understanding that the purpose of
this meeting tonight is for the correction of the language of the ordinance. Mr. Cox noted that there are
no new plans to present or any new information and everything is the same as presented at the
February meeting.
Mr. Haverstick agreed and asked if there were any plans of eminent development at this time. Mr.
Cox explained that there are no plans at this present time but he did not want to be misleading to the
Board because they must expand sometime in the future.
Mr. Haverstick stated that the MTPC did recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors for this in
February 2010 with a 4 to 3 vote. Ms Shellenberger stated that the Supervisors have supported this and

that is the reason it is here again tonight to make the correction in the ordinance and approve the
proposed Ordinance. Mr. Haverstick stated that he did find out that the owner did sign the petition in
support of this. Mr. Cox stated that he thought that was on the petition.
The Board asked several questions about the ownership of the property and the zoning. Mr. Cox
explained the area that they are in the process of purchasing. Mr. Ott stated that it is currently zoned
industrial. They discussed the size of the property and how they will add this ground to existing ground
owned by Turkey Hill.
Mr. Henke made a motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors, for approval, the ordinance
to amend the zoning map by changing a tract of land containing approximately 32.64 acres located on
the west side of land owned by PP&L and the east side of lands owned by the Lancaster County Solid
Waste Management Authority & Pennsylvania Lines, LLC from Rural to Industrial Zone. Mr. Mann
seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously.
New Business
There was no new business.
Correspondence
Ms Glazier went over the correspondence received. She noted letters from the County of Lancaster,
recommending approval of CPF# 41-130 Zoning Map Change from Rural to Excavation on two tracts of
land located on the west side of Chestnut Grove Road, a memo regarding the Stephen & Deborah
Shertzer Final Subdivision Plan and a letter regarding the proposed rezoning of the 32. 64 acres
discussed here tonight. She also noted a letter from Robert McLane in reference to the Funk Farm
project.
Mr. Witmer made comments about the Shertzer subdivision plan. The Board made comments on the
Park and Recreation plan in regards to future recreation needs and connectivity, the LIMC and the Land
Use Advisory Board. The Land Use Advisory Board should be reviewing these rezoning applications as
well as any other land use changes. Mr. Haverstick stated that there are still some issues that he would
like this Board to discuss in the future but without engineering input, which there is no funding for, he is
not sure it would be worth scheduling discussion time. Mr. Ott distributed the text changes for the
rural/agricultural rezoning. Mr. Ott recommended that the Board review the information that they
have been given and get comments back to him and he will see that Steve Gabriel receives them.
There being no further business, Mr. Haverstick adjourned the meeting at 8:25 PM.

Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary
MG/rjy

Manor Township Planning Commission
Monday, September 13, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, September 13, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick opened
the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag and introduced the members of the Planning
Commission. Mr. Haverstick asked for a moment of silence in memory of Jim Huber.
Mr. Haverstick stated after the agenda items they would adjourn and begin the work session
that is a continuation of the discussion on agricultural and rural zoning text amendment with the
Supervisors.
Members Present: Scott Haverstick, James Henke, Don Mann, Pam Shellenberger, Don Witmer, and
Mary Glazier
Member Absent: Mark Harman
Visitors Present: Robert McLane, 206, Manor Ave., Millersville
Richard Bauder, Manor Township Supervisor
Justin Evans, LCPC
Joan Matterness, 213 Sutherland Rd., Lancaster
Elaine Jones, LNP
Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Minutes
Jim Henke made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Pam Shellenberger seconded
the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Other Business
Mr. Ott gave the Commission members the sketch plan for Manor Oaks for their review. The
revised final plan for Manor Oaks will be on the October Agenda.
Correspondence
Ms. Glazier reported she received correspondence from the LCPC dated August 24, 2010
regarding Frey Dairy Farms, Inc. Zoning Map Amendment. The LCPC recommended approval stating
the Industrial Zone expansion is consistent with the Rural Strategy of Balance and its Rural Business Area
concept.
There being no further business Mr. Haverstick adjourned the meeting at 7:40 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Planning Commission
Tuesday, October 12, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Tuesday, October 12, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman, Scott Haverstick,
opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag and introduced the members of the
Planning Commission.
Mr. Haverstick stated after they completed the agenda items, the Commission would adjourn
and begin the work session which is a continuation of the discussion on agricultural and rural zoning text
amendments with the Board of Supervisors.
Members Present:
Visitors Present:

Scott Haverstick, James Henke, Mark Harman, Don Mann, Pam Shellenberger,
Don Witmer, and Mary Glazier
Howard Kelin, 24 N. Lime Street, Lancaster
James Strong, 100 Pine Street, Harrisburg
Bill Swiernik, DM/A
Gene Oldham, D. C. Gohn Assoc.
Jerry Duffie, 301 Market Street, Lemoyne
Korte Shearer, 809 Central Manor Rd., Washington Boro
John Cox, 2601 River Rd.
Justin Evans, LCPC

Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Minutes
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion to approve the September 13, 2010 minutes as presented.
Mr. Henke seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
New Business
Briefing Item – Revised Final Land Development Plan – Frey Dairy Farms – Howard Kelin, Council
for Turkey Hill, presented the plan. Mr. Kelin stated that they have been before the Commission
previously for rezoning the tract and this is the next step in the process concerning the same 32.64 acre
parcel currently owned by Frey Dairy Farms near the Turkey Hill Dairy property. Previously, the
Commission recommended to the Board of Supervisors that they approve the rezoning of this property
from Rural to Industrial. Before the Commission is an application to subdivide the 32.64 acre Frey Dairy
Farm parcel from the balance of the property which is just less than 10 acres. There is a strip currently
owned by PP&L between the Frey Dairy Farm Property and the Turkey Hill property that Turkey Hill
currently has a leased access to this property. Turkey Hill has entered a signed agreement with PP&L to
purchase the strip. Gene Oldham from D. C. Gohn filed the application before the Commision and he is
present this evening. Mr. Oldham has been in communication with Mr. Caldwell from Rettew
Associates concerning Rettew’s comment letter. The applicant sees no major problem with addressing
any of the comments in the letter from Mr. Caldwell. One of the waivers requested in the application
was to waive the briefing item with recommendation of approval of the plan to the Board of
Supervisors.
Ms. Shellenberger requested that the remaining acres be given a lot number to better identify
the parcel.

There were questions on future plans concerning the parcels and whether the transmission lines
will affect the development of either lot.
Mr. Henke made a motion that the Revised Final Land Development Plan for Frey Dairy Farms as
it relates to requested modifications Section 303.F.2.a – Briefing Item, Section 403.1.A – Plan Scale,
Section 407.1.C- Water Service Feasibility Report, Section 407.2.D-Sewer Service Feasibility Report,
Section 507.1.E-All lots shall Front on an Approved Public or Private Streets and Section 301-Stormwater
Management Plan be approved with conditions as noted in the September 28, 2010 review letter from
Rettew Associates. Ms. Shellenberger seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Henke made a motion to recommend conditional approval of the plan based on the
conditions outlined in September 28, 2010 Rettew Associates review letter. Mr. Henke added to the
motion that a lot designation be added for the remaining lands. Ms. Shellenberger seconded the motion
and the motion carried unanimously.
DEP Form - Mr. Ott explained to the Commission that this is a DEP waiver for the Frey Dairy Farm
project that he signs on behalf of the Planning Commission and it is on the agenda as an information
item. No action is needed.
Briefing Item – Final Minor Subdivision Plan – Manor Oaks Lot 146 – Bill Swiernik from David
Miller Associates presented the plan. Mr. Swiernik stated that they were there for a briefing item but in
the end would ask that it be moved to an action item. The project is the subdivision of Lot 146 in
Manor Oaks. It is bounded to the south by Letort Road, on the east by Knollwood Road, on the north
by Cartledge Lane and Bradford Street. There are houses to the north, east, and west. It is
approximately an 11.8 tract of land with 30 apartment units and 16 dwelling units individually occupied
as condominium units. Four of the buildings are partially constructed. The goal is to create a
subdivision line resulting in two tracts of land labeled Lot 145 and Lot 146. All the apartments would be
on one tract Lot 145 held by a single owner. Lot 146 would be single ownership and condominium
ownership would be the remaining units to be constructed. The applicant is also proposing to modify a
drainage swale along Letort Road and the relocation of an easement to enable the construction of decks
on the rear of the existing house units. Another physical improvement to the site would be the
placement of plantings along Letort Road. The site is serviced by public water and sewer. The
continued construction of the dwellings would be done in accordance with previously approved plans
for the development. The reason for the subdivision is to allow for the density of the remaining units
to be compliant with the Ordinance criteria of less than eight units per acre.
Jerry Duffie went over the history of the property from the previous owners to the present
owners of the lots and the plans that they had for the lots. Mr. Duffie explained that the subdivision
would allow the potential buyer, Manor Oaks Associates LLC, to meet regulations for FHA Loans and also
conform to the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance requirements. Mr. Duffie explained that if this
subdivision is not approved the project will not go forward.
Mr. Swiernik advised the Commission that the application is to create a two lot subdivision with
some limited improvements including the relocation of the swale for the completion of the units that
back up to Letort Road. The units that back up to Letort Road will be part of what would become Lot
146 and are the apartments. Mr. Swiernik stated that all the information they are requesting
modifications for was part of a previous subdivision land development plan for these properties and the
information has been previously provided.
Mr. Caldwell stated that the recommendation for modifications “A” & “B” he erroneously
referenced Lot 146 when he should have referenced Lot 145.
Mr. Swiernik advised the Commission that the landscaping will be naturalizing plants with the
trees selected to work around the overhead power lines.

Ms. Glazier made a motion to move the application from a briefing item to an action item. Mr.
Haverstick seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Ms. Glazier made a motion to recommend to the Stormwater Administrator approval of the
requested modification Section 508.2.B-Minimum Stormwater Easement Width subject to conditions
spelled out in Rettew’s review letter. Ms. Shellenberger seconded the motion and the motion carried
unanimously.
Ms. Glazier made a motion to recommend approval of the requested modifications to Section
403; 404; and 505 subject to the conditions specified in Rettew’s review letter as amended by changes
of lot number from 146 to 145. Ms. Shellenberger seconded the motion and the motion carried
unanimously.
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion to recommend the Manor Oaks Subdivision Lot 146 be
approved subject to the requirements in Rettew’s letter dated September 28, 2010 dealing with
subdivision and land development and stormwater management. Mr. Henke seconded the motion and
the motion carried unanimously.
Correspondence
Ms. Glazier listed the following correspondence she received from the LCPC:
Brochure received from the LCPC regarding Smart Growth Summit 2010 on October 28th.
Letter received from the LCPC acknowledging the receipt of Manor Oaks Plan which is scheduled
for review on October 25th.
Letter received from the LCPC acknowledging receipt of Frey Dairy Farms Plan which is
scheduled for review on October 25th.
Memorandum received from the LCPC listing their 2011 meeting and submission deadline dates.
Ms. Shellenberger shared with the Commission that there is a regional GIS Mapping Web
System that has been developed as part of the BRAC Initiative. Ms. Shellenberger stated that anyone
can access this. Ms. Shellenberger explained how it works and stated that she feels it would be of
interest to everyone.
The meeting was adjourned at 8:20 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Planning Commission
Monday, November 8, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, November 8, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick opened
the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag and introduced the members of the Planning
Commission.
Members Present:
Visitors Present:

Scott Haverstick, James Henke, Mark Harman, Don Mann, Pamela Shellenberger,
Don Witmer, and Mary Glazier
Mark Deimler, Strausser Surveying
Stephen Shertzer, 233 Coffee Street
Justin Evans, LCPC
Jim Caldwell, Rettew Associates

Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Minutes
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion to approve the October 12th minutes as presented. Mr. Henke
seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
New Business
Briefing Item-Minor Subdivision Plan – Stephen & Deborah Shertzer - Mark Deimler from Strausser
Surveying represented the Shertzer’s plan. Mr. Deimler indicated that the property is located on the
northeast side Coffee Street and contains 19.7 acres. Lot No. 1 will be subdivided from Lot No. 2 and Lot
No. 1 will contain 1.96 acres and the existing house and barn. After the subdivision, Lot No. 2 will total 17.8
acres. The property is in Agriculture Preserve. There was one minor comment from the Ag Board that had
to do with development of the remaining lands. Mr. Deimler reviewed the modifications that were being
requested.
Mr. Harman had questions regarding the nitrate levels.
Ms. Shellenberger pointed out that in Plan Note No. 9, the dwelling location is on Lot #1 and not
Lot #2.
Mr. Henke had questions for Mr. Caldwell regarding the wetland waiver request and what
documentation would be acceptable for the study.
Mr. Witmer questioned the reason for a letter confirming that there is livestock in the barn. Mr.
Ott explained that there are different setback requirements for buildings depending on the use of the
building and whether the building is already being used for housing animals and predates zoning. The
existing barn does not meet required setbacks and the letter is just confirming that this barn always housed
animals.
Mr. Henke had questions on a speed limit study regarding when it is required and who is
responsible for the study.
Ms. Glazier made a motion to move this plan to an action item.
Mr. Henke made a motion to recommend approval of modification requests of Section 403.1.A-Plan
Scale, Sec. 403.6.A/403.5.A - Stormwater Management, Sec. 403.6.E/407.4- Wetlands Report, Sec. 404.4.C
– E&S Plan, Sec. 404.2.G-Grading Plan, Sec. 502.5.G – Right-of-way, and Sec. 507.3.B – Farmland separation
with conditions as noted on Rettew’s review letter dated November 5, 2010. Mr. Henke amended the
motion to defer the wetland study until the time that building occurs on the site and the Commission was

satisfied with Township Engineer’s comment that what the applicant has done was sufficient to meet the
Speed Study. Mr. Mann seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Henke made a recommendation to move this to an action item and recommended conditional
approval of the final subdivision plan for Stephen and Deborah Shertzer based on satisfying the remaining
comments from Rettew’s review letter dated November 5, 2010 subject to Ms. Shellenberger’s comment
that Note #9 needs to be revised to refer to Lot #1 and not Lot #2. Ms. Shellenberger seconded the
motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Correspondence
Ms. Glazier indicated that she had two pieces of correspondence from the LCPC:
A memorandum dated October 26, 2010 regarding Final Subdivision Plan for Integrity Bank, et al.,
at the northwest corner of the intersection of Letort Road and Knollwood. LCPC recommended a plan note
should be added to reference the Document ID number assigned to the executed access and maintenance
agreement binding Lots 145 and 146 since the subdivision will split several common infrastructure
elements.
A memorandum dated October 26, 2010 regarding the final subdivision plan for Frey Dairy Farms,
Inc. located on the west side of River Road at Letort Road and the east side of Susquehanna River. The
LCPC offered several comments and recommendations.
Other Business
There was general discussion on topics the Planning Commission is interested in pursuing in the
future. Lighting and TDR’s were discussed as topics for future discussion. There was some discussion
regarding if the Township has no funding budgeted for a consultant to help with information on the items,
that maybe there are other ways to access existing documents, ordinances, and get other assistance
without a cost to the Township.
Mr. Mann talked about the Park and Open Space Plan and how developments would be linked to
each other. Mr. Mann asked about the Columbia Avenue Corridor Study. Mr. Evans, from the LCPC, gave a
brief overview of the project and the grant that was applied for.
Mr. Caldwell spoke briefly regarding the draft rural/agricultural zoning ordinance revisions.
Rettew in coordination with the Township Solicitor is preparing a new ordinance to advertise and adopt
rather than a zoning ordinance amendment which would require all the rezoned properties to be posted.
The ordinance may be ready some time later this week. All members will get a copy of that ordinance once
it is prepared. The Planning Commission may be able to have their public hearing at the December
meeting. This will depend on the completion of the document and deadlines that need to be met.
The meeting was adjourned at 8:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Planning Commission

Monday, December 13, 2010

Time: 7:30 P.M.

The Manor Township Planning Commission met on Monday, December 13, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Scott Haverstick opened
the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag and introduced the members of the Planning
Commission.
Members Present:
Visitors Present:

Scott Haverstick, James Henke, Mark Harman, Don Mann, Pamela Shellenberger
Don Witmer and Mary Glazier
Mark and Melissa Sigman, 123 Carol Drive
Tom Matteson, Diehm & Sons
Justin Evans, LCPC

Public Comment
There was no public comment.
Minutes
Ms. Shellenberger made a motion to approve the November 8, 2010 minutes as presented. Mr.
Witmer seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
New Business
DEP Sewage Module for Stephen A. Shertzer – Componet 4A-DEP - Mr. Ott stated that he has a
module for the Shertzer plan that was looked at last month. Mr. Ott stated that he will be filling out the
Componet 4A section of the planning module. Mr. Ott stated that he also has a module for the plan
that will be looked at tonight and if it is satisfactory with the Commission he will also fill those forms out.
Briefing Item – Final Subdivision Plan Wayne & Fannie E. Shaw and Theodore W. & Jacqueline
Shaw and Modification Requests - Tom Matteson from Diehm & Sons, Inc. presented the plan. Mr.
Matteson stated that the Conestoga River is on the east side of the property, the Little Conestoga Creek
is on the west side and the property is actually split by the road. The property is a little over 17 acres in
size. The existing farm is in production and at the back of the property near the river is a dwelling, barn
and other accessory buildings. The portion of land on the opposite side of Rock Hill Road is steeply
sloped and entirely wooded. There are three proposed lots. Lot #1 is the existing farm and remaining
lands after the subdivision; Lot #2 is a flag lot; and Lot #3 will actually front on Rock Hill Road. The flag
poles for the two lots are being placed on the north end; however, the existing driveway for the farm
comes out along the southern property line to the road. The reason the flag poles are not being
proposed overtop of the drive is that the additional lot coverage on Lot #1 will make it non-conforming.
The existing driveway is approximately 10 feet wide and the applicant is proposing to widen the
driveway to 16 feet for the section that will be the shared access between the three lots. The applicant
is proposing on lot sewage and water. There is proposed an underground stone trench for the front lot
and a rain garden for the back lot similar to a retention basin. The applicant is asking for modifications
for additional right-of-way along Rock Hill Road and for radial lot lines.
Mr. Harman asked why the lot would be non-conforming if the driveway was moved to the flag.
Mr. Matteson stated that the maximum lot coverage is presently 30% and with the removal of

approximately four acres that reduction in lot area with the existing driveway as well as the widening of
the driveway makes the lot coverage exceed the maximum allowed coverage.
Ms. Shellenberger pointed out that the driveway widening will be on the other two lots. Mr.
Matteson stated that the two lots will comply because they are mostly all green. Ms. Shellenberger
stated that the lot coverage will be lessened on the remaining acreage and Mr. Matteson agreed.
Mr. Haverstick asked if the computation could be done including the separated lot on the west
side. Mr. Matteson stated that lot is included. Mr. Haverstick asked questions out of curiosity on the
history of the lot.
Mr. Harman asked what the zoning district would be on the lot and he was advised that it would
be agricultural after the rezoning.
Mr. Witmer had questions regarding the modification request for the right-of-way.
Mr. Harman asked if the water feasibility study has been started and Mr. Matteson stated that it
has not been started yet. Mr. Harman asked when the water feasibility study would be completed.
Mr. Harman questioned the type of septic systems that will be allowed on the lots and whether there
were high nitrates levels in the area.
Ms. Glazier questioned whether the applicant is certain that they do not want to do anything
more regarding the subdivision of the property. She stated that she would not want to see them have
to come back at a later date if they would decide to further divide the remaining land.
Mr. Matteson stated that they have reviewed Mr. Caldwell’s letter of December 10th and there
is nothing in the review letter that they cannot address. Mr. Harman questioned the significance of
Comment #4 in the December 10th review letter. Mr. Caldwell stated it is a fairly common comment.
There are two areas of concern with one being the drainage around what would be the west side of Lot
#2 and the other concern would be the sizing of the rain garden on Lot #2.
Mr. Henke had a question regarding the comment on the greenways and lack of wanting to
establish an easement along the stream. He asked if there is any real reason that it could not be done.
Mr. Matteson stated that the process of obtaining easements and developing the corridors are still in its
infancy. Mr. Caldwell advised the Commission that the Township is in agreement with a deferral
regarding the easements and there is a note on the plan.
Mr. Henke made a motion that the Shaw Final Subdivision Plan be advanced to an action item
versus a briefing item. Mr. Witmer seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Henke made a motion that the Shaw Final Subdivision Plan be recommended for conditional
approval in accordance with Rettew’s December 10, 2010 review letter #1 which includes several of the
waivers that are being requested as outlined in Rettew’s December 10th review letter. Ms.
Shellenberger seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Correspondence
There was no correspondence.
Ms. Shellenberger announced that there is an Envision Design Seminar that is being held
Wednesday night at 6:30 p.m. at the Millersville University. The lecture will begin at 7:15 p.m. Mr.
Evans from the LCPC gave a brief outline of what will be included in the lecture. Mr. Evans stated that
reservations are not needed for the Wednesday night seminar.
There was general discussion on the rezoning and when the Commission will have it to look at,
the rail to trails and the ideas being developed for the landfill property that was the Barley Farm.
Mr. Ott handed out the rezoning request that the Supervisors have passed onto the Planning
Commission for their comments which will be on the January agenda. The rezoning request is for the

two lots between Kirchner Beer Distributor and Peace of Mind Self Storage owned by David Charles and
Risko Partners. The petition is asking that the lots be rezoned from Industrial to High Density
Residential.
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 8:25 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Mary Glazier
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Zoning Hearing Board Minutes
Wednesday, January 6, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Wednesday, January 6, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Walter Schlemmer
called the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Walter Schlemmer, Barbara Douglas and John Wenzel
Township Officials Present:
Bruce Ott and James McManus
Visitors:
Bob Haverstick, 875 Donerville Rd., Millersville
Robert Peters, 206 Bender Mill Rd.
Austin Kibler, 167 Penn St., Washington Boro
William Irwin, 999 Central Manor Rd.
H. G. Haverstick, 265 Redwood Dr., Lancaster
Matthew J. Crème Jr., 212 N. Queen St., Lancaster
Jim Miller, 110 Bridle Circle
Allen Hunsberger, 493 Redwood Dr., Lancaster
Stacey Morgan, 221 E. Chestnut St., Lancaster
Henry Barley, 201 Bender Rd., Lancaster
Joyce & Glenn Rohrer, 3392 Blue Rock Rd., Lancaster
Don Mann, 494 Walnut Hill Rd.
Minutes
Mr. Wenzel made a motion to approve the December 9, 2009 minutes. Ms. Douglas seconded
the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Re-Organization
Mr. Ott stated that the Board of Supervisors re-appointed John Wenzel to the Zoning Hearing
Board for a three year term.
Mr. Wenzel made a motion to continue with the same officers in 2010. Ms. Douglas seconded
the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Ms. Douglas made a motion to continue meeting the first Wednesday of the month. Mr.
Wenzel seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Ms. Douglas made a motion to have James McManus continue as the Zoning Hearing Board
solicitor. Mr. Wenzel seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Old Business
Case #6-09 – The application of the Lancaster County Solid Waste Management Authority,
property located at 3049 River Road, Conestoga, PA 17516 Account Number 410-69601-0-0000 for a
variance of Section 302.5 – Alternate Energy Sources. Height regulations do not apply to WECS (Wind
Energy Conversion Systems) units provided that the height of the WECS unit shall not be greater than
the shortest distance measured along a horizontal plane from the unit to any lot line. The placement of
one (1) wind turbine unit on the property cannot meet this requirement. The property is zoned Rural.
The Board will render a decision.
Mr. Schlemmer stated that testimony was closed at the December 2, 2009 meeting and Mr.
McManus contacted the Board Members individually for their comments. Mr. McManus made a draft
decision that they would now look at and discuss. There was no discussion and Mr. Wenzel made a
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motion that the application of Lancaster County Solid Waste Management Authority, for a variance to
the provisions of Section 302.5 of the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance to erect a wind Turbine of 398
feet in height, designated by Applicant as wind Turbine A, to not less than 114.4 feet from the property
line forming the western boundary of the Wind Energy Conversion Systems Site on which it is to be
located at 3049 River Road, Conestoga, Pennsylvania be granted. The approval of the aforesaid variance
is subject to the following conditions: 1) The location of Turbine a shall be accordance the plan entitled
Zoning Sketch Plan Proposed, Wind Energy Project, Manor Township, prepared by ARM Group, Inc.
Exhibit No. 2, submitted 12/09/09. 2) Turbine A shall not exceed 398 feet in height. 3) Turbine A shall
not be located nearer than 114.4 feet from the property line forming the western boundary of the Wind
Energy Conversion Systems Site. 4) Applicant shall at all times comply with and adhere to the plans and
all other evidence presented to the Board by Applicant or on its behalf at the hearing help on December
9, 2009. 5) Applicant shall comply with all applicable Federal, State and local regulations regarding the
construction, use and operation of the property facility. 6) Applicant shall obtain all approvals and
permits required by all applicable State, County and Manor Township codes and ordinances. 7)
Applicant shall provide a plan for the removal of wind Turbine A when it shall become functionally
obsolete or is no longer in use together with such financial security acceptable to Manor Township to
cover the cost of the removal of the structure. Any violation of the conditions contained in this Decision
shall be a violation of the Zoning Ordinance and shall be subject to the penalties and remedies as set
forth in the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code. The foregoing Decision shall be binding upon
the Applicant, its successors in interest and assigns. Ms. Douglas seconded the motion and the motion
carried unanimously.
New Business
Case #7-09 – The application of J. Robert Haverstick and Crown A Excavating LLC, for property
located at 1021 Central Manor Road, Lancaster, PA 17603. The applicants are requesting (1) special
exception pursuant to Section 201.3.9.C for the repair and service of agricultural equipment as an
Agricultural Support Business in accordance with Section 460: (2) a special exception pursuant to Section
308 for the erection of more than one principal use on a lot and a variance from the requirements in
Section 308 of obtaining land development approval and the provision of individual approved methods
of sewage disposal.; and (3) in the alternative, a special exception pursuant to Section 505 to substitute
one nonconforming use for another nonconforming use. The property is located in the Agricultural (A)
Zoning District. Mr. Schlemmer turned the meeting over to Mr. McManus.
Mr. McManus asked that Mr. Ott be sworn in. Mr. McManus explained the procedure for the
meeting. Mr. Ott stated that he is employed as the Manor Township Zoning Officer and in that capacity
receives applications that come before the Board. Mr. Ott stated that he had the notice of the time,
date, place and subject matter of this hearing published in the Lancaster Newspapers on December 23
and 30, 2009. Mr. Ott provided the proof of publication. Mr. Ott stated that he received the
application in this matter that included request for a special exception and variance relief that were
separately appended as part of the application. The application for special exception was marked
Exhibit #1, the application for a variance Exhibit #2, and the proof of publication Exhibit #3. Mr. Ott
advised the public that the tract that is the subject of this hearing was posted with the date, time, place
and subject matter on December 11, 2009 at both corners of the tract along the road. The posting of
the site indicated the same language that was provided in the newspaper publication. Also, Mr. Ott
stated that he posted the notice of the time, date, place and subject matter of this hearing on the
bulletin board that is visible from the outside in the lobby of the Township Municipal Building.
Matthew Crème along with all the witnesses was sworn in. Mr. Crème stated that he is Council
for the applicant in this application. Mr. Crème stated that Miller Warner Construction is the owner of
the property and they wish to sell the property; Miller Warner Construction has move from the
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property. Bob Haverstick and his company Quality Machine Repair wishes to purchase the property and
move into a substantial portion of the property. Mr. Haverstick would like to lease a smaller portion of
the property to Crown A Excavating. There is no proposal to change the building or anything about the
property. It is a change in occupancy. The property is zoned Agricultural and the occupancy by Miller
Warner is a lawful non-conforming use. Mr. Crème stated that they must demonstrate to the Board
that it is a lawful non-conforming use. When Mrs. Douglas was the Zoning Officer, she issued a letter
that is part of the application and is attached for purposes of meeting that part of the applicant’s burden
of proof that Miller Warner Construction in 1987 was recognized as a lawful nonconforming use to
occupy the property. The prior owner and occupant of the property was Manor Township itself, a preexisting non-conforming use. The use became non-conforming when zoning was adopted in Manor
Township. The letter was marked Exhibit #1A. Mr. Crème stated that they have an application for
special exception approval and variance approval. The applicable Section 201.3 and Section 460
address agricultural support businesses in the agricultural zone. These are the sections that apply to
the Haverstick Quality Machine Repair portion of the request. The Crown A Excavating use is not
permitted in the agricultural zone so that it is a non-conforming use as the Miller Warner Construction
use is a non-conforming use. Section 505 – Substitution Replacement of Non-Conforming Uses Request
is addressed to the Crown A Excavating use. Regarding the Section 308 request, Mr. Crème stated that
it was his hope to convince the Board that it is irrelevant to the application and is not something that
needs to be addressed in a decision. In a consultation with Mr. Ott, Mr. Crème stated that they felt it
was necessary to bring it before the Board for their consideration and explain why they believe it does
not apply. Mr. Crème stated that there is nothing in the Ordinance that prohibits multiple uses on a
property. Section 308 is about how the multiple uses should be placed on a property under certain
circumstances and those circumstances are if each use is in a separate structure. More than one
principal use maybe erected on a single lot provided that all lot and yard requirements, standards and
other requirements of this Ordinance shall be met for each structure as though it were on an individual
lot. Mr. Crème stated that they suggest that the only approval necessary for Crown A Excavating to
occupy the property as a second use is the substitution or replacement of non-conforming uses. The
request under Section 308 should be addressed by the Board as finding it is inapplicable, which is why it
is stated in the alternative. Permitted to continue are non-conforming uses, replacements and
substitutions. In presenting the application to the Board, the applicant found that they needed to list a
number of sections in order to be sure that they covered all the issues in the Ordinance.
Mr. Crème called Bob Haverstick as a witness. Mr. Crème marked a print out from the County
GIS Exhibit #1B. J. Robert Haverstick stated that he was the applicant in this case. Mr. Haverstick
stated that he would like to move his current existing business, Quality Machine Repair, into the
property that is the subject of this application. Mr. Crème stated that Mr. Haverstick is proposing to
purchase this property and would be the owner and the principal occupant. Mr. Haverstick’s business is
currently located at 875 Donerville Road, Millersville, PA and Mr. Haverstick has been in this business
since around 1972. Mr. Haverstick would discontinue the business at the current location. Mr.
Haverstick read a narrative stating the following. “The name of my business is Quality Machine Repair
operating as a Limited Liability Company. The operations of the business is primarily dedicated to
machinery repairs of the trades know as agricultural, agricultural support, commercial/industrial which
include excavation and construction, horticultural, homeowner’s and charitable organizations. Types of
jobs performed include but are not limited to: all types of welding and machining procedures relative to
repairing work/broken parts and altering machines, light fabrication, hydraulic component repairs,
fabricate replacement hydraulic hose and tubing, mechanical repairs to any type of machine used in
previously mentioned trades, mobile repairs to offsite locations, and emergency repairs 24/7 when
necessary. We basically accept any type of job in the range of the shop’s capability. The range of
customer job classification percentages presently has been 45% agriculture, 13% agricultural support
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and walk in jobs, while charities, commercial/industrial etc. make up the remaining 42%. I was not sure
if the non-conforming use I was requesting to continue covered agricultural trades, since the present
owners business didn’t involve many agriculture jobs. I am requesting a “Special Exception” to cover
that part of my trade since it is an allowable use. Traffic in the daily operations includes workers, walk in
jobs, machinery repair job deliveries and pickup, and small and large item deliveries. The amount of
trips daily varies greatly depending on the season but I would venture an estimate of three to twelve
trips per day and sometimes no traffic. Having Crown A Excavating operate from the same location is
based on helping a startup business have a place to operate from and being able to trade services to
accommodate each business. It is a win for both companies involved to have a readily accessible site for
Crown A with a shop to repair their machinery and for Quality Machine Repair to eliminate the need for
the same type of machinery sitting on the lot taking up room if Crown A was not there. ” Mr. Crème
stated that the 45% agricultural work is work done directly for a farmer or other agriculture use. Mr.
Crème asked Mr. Haverstick to list some of the types of equipment in that category that he would
repair. Mr. Crème stated that the 13% agricultural support is described as the equipment that other
agricultural support businesses would use. Mr. Haverstick gave some examples. Mr. Crème pointed
out that 58% of the business would be directly involved in the agriculture industry. Mr. Crème pointed
out that the other 42% would be anything in the capabilities of Mr. Haverstick to repair. Mr. Haverstick
stated that he would do some vehicle work but not much work on engines or transmissions. Mr.
Haverstick stated that he does not sell machinery, does not take machinery in to rehab and resell and
does not have a display lot. The machinery on the property is either waiting for repair or machines
repaired and waiting for pickup. The turnaround time for machinery could be from a couple of days to
several weeks depending on circumstances. Mr. Crème referred to Exhibit #1B, an aerial photograph
showing the property and the building on the property. Mr. Crème stated that there are no changes
proposed to the existing building, no proposed new structures separate from the existing building, and
no significant changes in the appearance of the property. Mr. Crème asked Mr. Haverstick how much of
the building would be occupied by Crown A Excavating. Mr. Haverstick stated Crown A Excavating
would mainly be occupying the building to repair machinery, which may be 10% of the building. Mr.
Crème stated that Mr. Haverstick described this as a mutually beneficial relationship with services
provided for each other. The space in the building would be shared by both companies and they would
be trading services. Austin Kibler is the owner of Crown A Excavating.
Mr. Crème went over the criteria for agricultural support businesses and special exceptions. Mr.
Crème stated that the property fronts on an arterial or collector road. The current design of the
property relating to traffic meets the needs of Mr. Haverstick. Mr. Haverstick believes that the building
complies with setback requirements. The surfacing of the driveways and parking area is a stone base,
well maintained and adequate for Mr. Haverstick’s needs. There is existing trees and shrubs on part of
the perimeter that screens the property from neighboring properties. There are no proposed outdoor
loud speaker systems and the existing lighting will not be changed. The only lighting needed will be for
security. The property will be kept clean of any litter. Mr. Haverstick stated that in his opinion, the
neighbors will not notice the change in businesses. Mr. Haverstick stated that he feels that his business
and Miller Warner Construction are similar businesses. All utilities are on site. There is a well and
septic system. There is no flood plain on the property.
Mr. Wenzel asked what the size of the property was and he was informed that it is
approximately one acre. Mr. Wenzel asked how many employees the business would have. Mr.
Haverstick stated that now there is one employee besides himself. Mr. Wenzel had questions regarding
the types of equipment that might be on the property and the hours of operation. Mr. Wenzel has
questions regarding the relationship between the two businesses.
Ms. Douglas verified the hours of operation and had questions regarding the 24/7 hours. Ms.
Douglas asked if the Crown A Excavating business would be leaving the property 7:00 in the morning to
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do their jobs and coming back at the end of the day. Mr. Haverstick deferred that question to Mr.
Kibler. Ms. Douglas asked if the equipment would be coming to the property for repairs. Mr.
Haverstick stated yes most of the time. Ms. Douglas questioned the number of trips per day that Mr.
Haverstick referred to in his testimony. Ms. Douglas asked if there would be deliveries to the property.
Mr. Haverstick stated that he would have some deliveries of parts, steel and UPS. Ms. Douglas
expressed concern regarding the site distance. Mr. Haverstick stated that he did not feel that there
would be a problem with the site distance leaving and entering the property.
Mr. Schlemmer had some questions regarding the hours of operation, the barter system that
Mr. Haverstick referred to, the restroom facilities, and if the restroom facilities are adequate. Mr.
Schlemmer asked for some clarification on the types of business and the percentages presented. Mr.
Schlemmer verified the lot size. Mr. Schlemmer asked if there was a scale for Exhibit #1B and if it is
their testimony that the Board will not receive any scaled drawings. Mr. Schlemmer asked if there will
be any internal changes to the building and he was advised by Mr. Haverstick that the only repairs may
be needed.
Ms. Douglas asked if equipment repairs are not completed, would that piece of equipment be
placed in outside storage or would there be enough room inside. Ms. Douglas asked if there would be a
number of pieces of equipment sitting outside. Mr. Haverstick stated that is a possibility but he does
not plan on doing that.
Mr. Wenzel had questions on the 42% of the business referred to and what type of work that
would be. Mr. Wenzel questioned if there would be outdoor storage. Mr. Haverstick advised him that
there would be very little outdoor storage of parts. Mr. Wenzel questioned the handling of oils or
hazardous waste materials. Mr. Haverstick advised him that he had never had to deal with hazardous
waste materials and the waste oil will be placed in drums and removed.
Mr. McManus verified that there are no scaled drawings of the existing business or site. Mr.
McManus verified that the applicant was not prepared to tell the Board anything regarding nonconforming characteristics of the lot as to setbacks, storage areas within setbacks, etc. Mr. McManus
asked if the occupancy of this building by Crown A Excavating is essential to the applicant’s use of the
building. Mr. Haverstick stated he could still use the building. Mr. McManus stated if Crown A
Excavating were to go away, would Mr. Haverstick want the Board to ask him to come back in with
another application or want the Board to consider this in the alternative an application for your
exclusive use of that building. Mr. Crème verified with Mr. Haverstick that he would want the Board to
decide as part of this presentation that either Mr. Haverstick and Crown A Excavating or Mr. Haverstick
alone could use this building. Mr. Haverstick agreed that this is not an all or nothing application; he did
not want to come back with another application. Mr. McManus asked if Mr. Haverstick would have a
lease arrangement with Crown A. Excavating and Mr. Haverstick stated he would not have a lease
arrangement. Mr. McManus asked if there would be any restrictions on the physical use of the building
as to what Quality Machine Repair and Crown A Excavating would use. Mr. Haverstick stated that there
would be restrictions on some areas but most of the building would be open. Mr. McManus verified
that Mr. Haverstick was not in a position to tell the Board the extent to which outdoor storage would be
used by the particular kinds of equipment. Mr. Haverstick stated that Crown A Excavating would
basically keep their equipment outside and use the shop for repair work. Quality Machine Repair
outside storage would be for equipment being delivered for repairs and equipment waiting to be picked
up by the owners. Mr. McManus asked Mr. Haverstick if he is familiar with the Miller Warner Company.
Mr. Haverstick stated he is familiar with their type of business.
Mr. Wenzel asked Mr. Haverstick what the motivation was for having Crown A Excavating in the
building. Mr. Haverstick stated that he can use their equipment when it is needed.
Mr. Crème asked Mr. Haverstick if the parking area is adequate and no one would have to park
on the road. Mr. Haverstick advised the Board that the parking is adequate. Mr. Crème stated that
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during the stated hours of 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., there could be walk in business but the 24/7 is not a
walk in situation. Mr. Haverstick stated that was correct. Mr. Crème pointed out that if there is an
emergency, the individual must get a hold of Mr. Haverstick and arrange for him to be at the property to
receive the vehicle if it is coming to the property or go to the site. Mr. Haverstick stated that was
correct. Mr. Crème stated that an emergency means by appointment or arrangement and Mr.
Haverstick is not open 24/7. Mr. Crème stated that the Township definition of agriculture may apply
and Mr. Haverstick described that within the 42% of the business it may be an arborists or tree trimmer
who brings in business that could be an agricultural use if defined to include forestry. There is some
horticultural business within the 42% and if agriculture is defined to include horticulture, it could be part
of the agriculture support use. If agriculture is defined to include gardening, lawn mowers, etc. could
be included within the agriculture support. Mr. Crème stated in the initial statement to the Board, Mr.
Haverstick stated part of his motivation for inviting Crown A Excavating in was to give them a hand to a
start up business, but Mr. Haverstick feels it would be mutually beneficial. Mr. Haverstick stated that
was correct.
Mr. Wenzel stated that the current business is construction and there is not a lot of traffic in and
out. With Mr. Haverstick’s business, it was testified that there would be more traffic. Mr. Wenzel
stated that he was concerned with the site distance. Mr. Wenzel asked Mr. Haverstick if he had any
thoughts on the site distance. Mr. Crème asked Mr. Haverstick what is his slow time of year. He stated
possibly winter would be the slower time for his business.
Mr. McManus asked if the narrative Mr. Haverstick read was part of the application. Mr. Crème
stated that it was not part of the application and it was marked Exhibit #4.
Austin Kibler, owner of Crown A Excavating, was called to testify. Mr. Kibler stated that he has
no employees and his business is digging foundations and other earth work. Mr. Kibler stated that he
owns a backhoe, mini excavator, and skid loader. Mr. Kibler stated that he has been in business for
three years. Mr. Kibler stated that he is in agreement with the relationship described by Mr. Haverstick.
Mr. Kibler stated he is currently operating from his home. Mr. Kibler stated his equipment is normally
on the job sites but when repairs are needed, he has no place to do the repairs. Mr. Kibler stated that if
he had trouble completing repairs, he would be able to fall back on Mr. Haverstick. Mr. Kibler stated
during winter months, if he is slow, he would have a place to store the equipment. Mr. Kibler stated
that he generally operates as a sub contractor. The property that is the subject of this application would
be a base for Mr. Kibler and his work would be at other places.
Mr. Wenzel asked if Mr. Kibler foresees any expansion. Mr. Kibler stated that he would like his
business to grow but he does not have a time line for that growth.
Mr. Schlemmer asked if he will have a phone at this location. Mr. Kibler stated that he uses a
cell phone as his work number. Mr. Schlemmer asked Mr. Kibler if he planned on any signage. Mr.
Kibler stated no. Mr. Schlemmer verified that Mr. Kibler was using this property as a friend of the
owner.
Mr. McManus asked Mr. Kibler if he would receive mail at this address and Mr. Kibler stated no.
Mr. Crème stated that Mr. Kibler will not be advertising that this is a place of business for him. Mr.
Kibler advised the Board that word of mouth is where he gets his business. Mr. McManus asked if Mr.
Kibler is sole proprietor and Mr. Kibler stated LLC. Mr. Crème stated that there is two ways a business
can grow. One there would be more work and more revenue within the current capacity and
capabilities and the other way a business could grow is to become so successful that you need more
equipment and people to operate that equipment and work on more than one site at a time. Mr. Kibler
stated that he does not envision a time line when he would outgrow this property. Mr. Kibler advised
the Board that his vision is to expand. If Mr. Kibler stated that if he would buy additional equipment
and hire someone to operate it, they would not necessarily be on the property. Mr. McManus asked if
Mr. Kibler would restrict his use of the building to only his occupancy and only the equipment that was
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described to the Board. Mr. Kibler stated that if he would have another employee, he would like to
meet the person in the morning at this property, so there could be another person present. Mr.
McManus asked if Mr. Kibler decided what portion of the building he would primarily use for his activity.
Mr. Kibler stated whatever would be available to him. Mr. McManus asked if in the event Mr. Kibler
would become successful and have numerous employees, would he expect that he could still use this
building for his expanded business activity. Mr. Kibler stated that if he became that successful, he
would need his own building. Mr. McManus asked if his equipment storage would be primarily
outdoors or is it capable of being stored inside the building. Mr. Kibler stated primarily outdoors. Mr.
Kibler listed his equipment as a backhoe, mini-excavator and a skid loader and two single axle Ford
trucks.
Mr. Schlemmer asked Mr. Kibler if he wanted to add any additional equipment to the above list.
Mr. Schlemmer pointed out that conditions can be put on his business by the Board and Mr. Kibler may
want to ask for what equipment that he thinks may be the case. Mr. Kibler stated if he reached five
employees he would move from the premises. Mr. Schlemmer asked if the facilities are capable of
handling a situation of more employees. Mr. Kibler stated that those employees would be at the job
sites and probably would not be at the property at all.
Mr. Wenzel questioned if there would be storage of pipes or parts. Mr. Kibler stated that he
will have supplies delivered to the job site.
Jim Miller, the Miller of Miller Warner Construction, was called to testify. Jim Miller’s narrative
describing Miller Warner Construction was marked Exhibit #1C. Mr. Miller testified that a good deal of
what Miller Warner did was done at places other than this property. Originally at this property, Miller
Warner had both their office function, shop and field operations when they first purchased the building
from the Township in 1987. They subsequently moved their office function to a building in East
Hempfield Township about 12 years ago. Therefore, the last 12 years this building has been functioning
as their shop. Mr. Miller stated that the shop is the staging area for the men in the morning. They
meet Mr. Miller’s partner and/or superintendent. The foremen were in the shop every morning and
many employees would meet there and car pool to the job sites. They stored all the support products
for the equipment, fuel filters, oil filters, oils, grease, miscellaneous parts and all the items necessary in
support of the equipment as well as many items in support of the actual work product that they did.
Many of the employees would park their personal transportation at the property and move from there
to the job site with the company equipment. Anywhere from 10 to 20 employees could report to the
property in the morning. The parking, bathroom facilities, septic system, water supply all was adequate
for the number of employees on the property. Every day all the trucks returned to the property. They
also had a lowboy tractor, several dump trucks, several pickup trucks, water truck, miscellaneous
trailers, and a lowboy trailer to a two ton trailer were all parked at the property. Generally the heavy
equipment ranging from equipment described by Mr. Kibler up to 75,000 pound excavator would come
to the property intermittently every winter to get its once a year service. The 200 hour services were
done on the job site but the dropping of all hydraulic oils, the changing hydraulic filters and doing all the
miscellaneous things that you do not do during the year was done over the winter time. Every piece of
equipment was in the building one time a year for maintenance. They would rebuild engines, rebuild
under carriages, under carriage turns, so everything from replacing a light bulb to rebuilding an engine
has been done in the building. During maintenance of vehicles and equipment, some would be parked
inside and some would be parked outside for periods of time. During the winter months, there would
be more vehicles on the property than during the regular course of the year except rain days. In the
winter time, there could be up to a dozen vehicles there on a regular basis. Many employees are laid off
during winter months but also need to have their wages augmented by bring individuals in on a regular
rotating basis to help do some maintenance work. On any given day, there is probably up to a dozen
people on the property. In slow construction times, there would still be people and vehicles on the
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property greater than during busy time. Sometimes construction material is delivered to the property
but generally the material goes directly to the job site. Unused/extra things would end up back at the
property to be used in the future. The storage is mostly outside. Mr. Miller stated that he feels Mr.
Haverstick will have much less traffic than Miller Warner had. Mr. Miller stated that they had
continuous traffic in and out of the property five days a week and he is not sure Mr. Haverstick will have
that much traffic. Mr. Miller stated on a day that they had a company meeting, they would have 35
employees plus the office staff and the property was parked full. They had a full time shop person
receiving and picking up materials and it was a gathering place every morning. During the day they did
not have much traffic. Their traffic was mostly from 5:30 to 6:00 a.m. Mr. Crème described Miller
Warner as having peaks and Mr. Haverstick’s business more constant and Mr. Miller agreed. Mr. Miller
stated the clear site distances are adequate for half the property but troublesome for the other half of
the property. If you come out on the top of the hill, you can see fine but the problem area is traffic
coming north on Central Manor Road that then goes onto Supervisors Road. In the years Miller Warner
has occupied the building, there has been one accident that was speed related. Exhibit #1B shows the
“Y” intersection and Mr. Miller pointed out areas on the exhibit and made comments. There is a
driveway on the north end of the property where the fuel tanks are located and that is a difficult area to
exit from. Exhibit #1C is a description of operations prepared by Mr. Miller for the Board’s use and
accurately reflects and corroborates testimony given on the operations on this site with one exception.
Through the course of time that they occupied the building, Miller Warner had several different rental
tenants in the building who occupied approximately one-quarter of the building.
Mr. Wenzel stated that Miller Warner still is storing quite a bit at the site at this time. Mr.
Wenzel asked if it is Mr. Miller’s testimony that employees posed no problems for parking, traffic to and
from the site, etc. Mr. Miller stated that is his testimony.
Mr. Schlemmer asked what percentage of the business was excavating and the percent that was
done on repairing and maintaining equipment. Mr. Miller stated that their business was performing
excavating and he would not know how to separate it. It is one function. The shop area was used
primarily for equipment, maintenance and repair. They did on the lower level store materials. The
heated bays were primarily used for equipment storage, maintenance and repair. Mr. Schlemmer
asked how much equipment they had at one time on the site. Mr. Miller stated that they probably had
about 20 large pieces and numerous smaller pieces.
Mr. McManus asked Mr. Miller to describe the building. Mr. Miller stated that the building had
an original one level portion that is heated with three bays and the original part of the building was 3500
square feet and maybe close to 4,000 square feet. The Township then added an addition which was
two large bays at the same level and there were two bays below there. The floor of the building is a
very well reinforced floor. That is approximately 3500 square feet as well. The building is close to 7,000
square feet. Mr. Schlemmer asked if that is on two floors. Mr. Miller stated primarily one floor and
there are two bays that were done at a lower level. Mr. Schlemmer asked if it would be Mr. Miller’s
testimony the base floor may be 4,880 square feet and the supported floor around 3,000 square feet.
Mr. Schlemmer had a print out of the Lancaster County Property report that Mr. Schlemmer wish to
offer. Mr. Miller pointed out the bays on the drawing Mr. Schlemmer provided. Mr. Schlemmer’s
print out was marked Exhibit #5.
Mr. Wenzel asked if the fuel storage tanks and paraphernalia would stay. Mr. Miller stated that
the fuel storage tanks will stay and the paraphernalia will go. Mr. Wenzel asked what the number and
size of the tanks was. Mr. Miller stated that there are two external tanks that are each 1,000 gallon
tank. Mr. Miller stated that they use to store dynamite on the property.
Mr. Crème stated he has no further questions for Mr. Miller and no further testimony. Mr.
Crème stated that he would like to close at an appropriate time.
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Mr. Schlemmer expressed concern over having no scaled drawings for the building. Mr. Crème
stated that no one has objected or rejected their application. They came before the Board with a
completed application as far as the Zoning Officer is concerned. Mr. Crème suggested to the Board that
scaled drawing would add nothing to the Boards understanding of what is being proposed because
nothing on the property is being changed except the occupancy.
Mr. Crème stated that when Bob Haverstick first came to him to explore what may be necessary
for him to purchase and occupy this property; he said that he is doing the same thing that Miller Warner
was doing. He is repairing equipment, providing maintenance on equipment all on this property and in
this building. The only thing different is that Miller Warner did their own equipment and Mr. Haverstick
is working on other people’s equipment. Mr. Crème stated that there are some distinctions between
the Miller Warner business and the Quality Machine business that have some significance in zoning.
Essentially, the functions performed on the property are going to remain the same. Equipment is going
to come and go, be repaired or maintenance performed on that equipment and it is all going to be done
on this property. The nature of the equipment and the customer for Mr. Haverstick likely puts it into the
agricultural support business definition, because under Article II the description reads “Facilities for the
warehousing, distribution, sales and service of agricultural equipment, vehicles, feed or supplies.” Mr.
Haverstick is not going to be selling equipment; he is going to be repairing agricultural equipment and
vehicles for the substantial portion of the business. The percentages may vary depending on where you
put the horticulture, forestry, and gardening uses, but in any event the majority of the equipment will
be agriculture related as the Ordinance defines agriculture. A portion of the business will be nonagriculture and is that nonconforming in the way that Miller Warner’s business is nonconforming. The
difference is Miller Warner worked on their own equipment and that means they are not an agriculture
support business. They are a construction business and that is not permitted in the agriculture zone so
they are a pre-existing nonconforming use and under the Ordinance Section 505- Replacement or
Substitution of that use with another nonconforming use is permitted. Mr. Crème stated that is where
Crown A comes in. Miller Warner is a excavation/construction company and Crown A is a
excavation/construction company on a much different scale but that comparison is more apt than Mr.
Haverstick’s comparison when they first talked. Mr. Crème thinks the appropriate focus for the Board is
what is being done there now, what is proposed to be done in the future and is it so significantly
different that it should not be approved and if it should be approved how do you approve it. The
Ordinance gives two avenues and Mr. Crème believes it is part of one and part of the other. It is Section
460 Agricultural Support and Section 505 Substitution of Nonconforming Uses. There is nothing in the
Ordinance for agricultural support businesses that prohibits outside storage of materials, equipment,
and outside parking of vehicles. How the Ordinance addresses it is in Section 460.7-Screening and
Landscaping as may be determined by the Board shall be provided. The second provision applies when
it is determined by the Zoning Hearing Board suitable buffering shall be provided when any structure,
access drives, parking, loading and unloading areas are located within 150’ of an adjacent residential
structure. Mr. Crème stated that he does not feel that they have that circumstance here where that
type of buffering would be appropriate. Another consideration is the effect on the surrounding
neighborhood. Mr. Miller’s testimony in comparison to Mr. Haverstick’s testimony shows the intensity
of the use is going to change and lessen in some very significant ways. The number of trips will be
reduced in comparison and will be spread out throughout the day between 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.
rather than being all at the starting and quitting times. Mr. Crème stated that he feels that the hours of
operation have been adequately explained. Mr. Crème stated that he feels that they have met their
requirements of burden to demonstrate that the approval should be granted and suggested to the
Board that it is appropriate under Section 460 and Section 505 and really not dealing with Section 308Principle Uses. Mr. Crème thanked the Board for their engagement in the application.
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Mr. McManus advised that the Board is scheduled to meet on February 18th which is within the
45 day period within the Board is to render a written decision. Mr. McManus advised the Board that it
would be his preference to prepare a decision for that meeting rather than the regularly scheduled
February meeting.
Mr. Schlemmer stated based on discussion of the Board they will make a decision on this
application on Thursday, February 18 at 7:00 p.m.
The hearing was adjourned at 9:15 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer
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Zoning Hearing Board Minutes
Thursday, February 18, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Thursday, February 18, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Walter Schlemmer
called the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Walter Schlemmer, Barbara Douglas and John Wenzel
Township Officials Present:
Bruce Ott, Barry Smith and James McManus
Visitors Present:
See Attached Sheet
Minutes
Mr. Wenzel made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Ms. Douglas seconded the
motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Old Business
Case #7-09 – The application of J. Robert Haverstick and Crown A Excavating LLC, for property
located at 1021 Central Manor Road, Lancaster, PA 17603. The applicants are requesting (1) special
exception pursuant to Section 201.3.9.C for the repair and service of agricultural equipment as an
Agricultural Support Business in accordance with Section 460; (2) a special exception pursuant to Section
308 for the erection of more than one principal use on a lot and a variance from the requirements in
Section 308 of obtaining land development approval and the provision of individual approved methods
of sewage disposal; and (3) in the alternative, a special exception pursuant to Section 505 to substitute
one nonconforming use for another nonconforming use. The property is located in the Agricultural (A)
Zoning District. Testimony was concluded at the meeting on January 6, 2010 and a decision will be
rendered. Mr. Schlemmer stated each member independently had an opportunity to discuss with the
Township Solicitor the case and informed him of their opinions. Mr. McManus has prepared a decision
using the information he obtained from the Board members and the Board members have not discussed
this case between themselves. At this time the Board will discuss the draft decision. There were no
comments or discussion.
Mr. Wenzel made a motion for a special exception pursuant to the provisions of Section 460 of
the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance is granted to permit the location of an agricultural and support
business known as Quality Machine Repair which engages in agricultural machinery repair and light
fabrication of agricultural machinery and implements within the 7,880 square foot building and on the
1.1 acre property located at 1021 Central Manor Road, Lancaster, Pennsylvania, Account No. 410-961470-0000. The application for a special exception pursuant to the provisions of Section 505 of the Manor
Township Zoning Ordinance is granted to permit the substitution/replacement of Applicant’s machine
repair which engages in general machinery repair and light fabrication within the 7,880 square foot
building and on the 1.1 acre property located at 1021 Central Manor Road, Lancaster, Pennsylvania,
Account No. 410-96147-0-0000. The application for special exceptions pursuant to the provisions of
Section 501 and 308 of the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance to permit the location of an excavation
business known as Crown A within any portion of the 7,880 square foot building or on the 1.1 acre
property located at 1021 Central Manor Road, Lancaster, Pennsylvania, Account No. 410-96147-0-0000
is denied. The approval of the aforesaid special exception is subject to the following conditions: 1) The
Applicant shall at all times comply with and adhere to the plans, Exhibits and all other evidence
presented to the Board by the Applicant or on his behalf at the hearing held on January 6, 2010. 2) The
Applicant shall not expand, substitute, or subdivide the general machinery repair and light fabrication
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business use of the Property for any purpose or use except in strict conformity with the Zoning
Ordinance. 3) Not more than 42% of Applicant’s use of the property shall be devoted to nonconforming uses. 4) The access drive located in the northern portion of the Property shall not be
utilized as an exit from the property and Applicant shall provide appropriate on-site signage prohibiting
its use as an exit. 5) The Applicant shall comply with all requirements of all regulatory entities regulating
the storage and usage of materials employed in the proposed business. 6) The Applicant shall comply
with all other applicable government rules, ordinances and regulations regulating the construction, use
and occupation of the proposed business. Any violation of the conditions contained in this Decision
shall be a violation of the Zoning Ordinance and shall be subject to the penalties and remedies as set
forth in the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code. The forgoing Decision shall be binding upon the
Applicant, his successors in interest and assigns. Ms. Douglas seconded the motion and the motion
carried unanimously.
Case #5-09 – The application of John Hogan (HHF Real Estate Development, LLC), property
owned by Frederick A. Funk and located at 306 S. Duke Street, Millersville, PA 17551, Account No. 41051387-0-0000 for a special exception of Section 202.3.5 – Nursing, rest or retirement homes in
accordance with Section 441 of the Zoning Ordinance. The applicant wishes to build a nursing, rest and
retirement facility on the property. The property is zoned Rural and General Commercial Zoning District.
This hearing is continued from December 2, 2009. Mr. Schlemmer turned the meeting over to Mr.
McManus.
Mr. McManus stated that the initial hearing in this matter was held on September 2, 2009 at
which time Applicant presented several witnesses including Carol Carter, David Miller and Jay States. At
the conclusion of the September 2, 2009 hearing that matter was continued on the record to October
22, 2009 at which time a letter was presented to the Board and marked Exhibit A#39. Mr. Vargish on
behalf of the Applicant requested a continuance and a hearing date was set on the record for December
2, 2009. The hearing was adjourned. The hearing was opened on December 2, 2009 at which time an
additional letter from Mr. Vargish marked Exhibit A#40 requested an additional continuance and the
hearing was set on the record for February 18, 2010. The parties to the hearing in attendance were
Linda Strauss, David Madonna, Robert Witmer and Steve Herman. Mr. McManus asked the Solicitor
for the Borough of Millersville, Ms. Cleary, if she wished to enter her appearance on behalf of the
Borough of Millersville. Ms. Cleary stated that the Borough of Millersville wished to be recognized as
party to the hearing. There were no questions of Ms. Cleary. The Board accepted the Borough of
Millersville as party in this matter.
Mr. Vargish asked that the record be amended to reflect that the two letters Mr. McManus
referenced, the October 22 letter referenced as Exhibit A#39, be marked in the alternative Applicant’s
Exhibit E and the December 2 letter be marked Applicant’s Exhibit F. The reason is according to the
testimony from the first hearing the application and 43 plans were marked Exhibit A#1 through #43 so if
there are two A#39’s and two A#40’s in the event there is an appeal it will avoid confusion on the
record.
Frank Vargish stated that he is the attorney representing the Applicant in this matter. Mr.
Vargish gave a brief background stating the last hearing on this matter was September 2, 2009 with two
continuances requested due to the fact that at the last minute the applicant received comments from
the Township Engineer. Applicant requested the opportunity to review those comments and respond to
them outside the context of the Zoning Hearing because many of those comments were easily
addressed. Due to the fact that between October 22 and December 2 there was a holiday and hunting
season, it became difficult to coordinate schedules and get everybody together. Mr. Vargish stated that
on several occasions, the applicant met with the Township Staff and the Township Engineer and the
applicant believes that they have a clean review letter from the Township. The Township is present to
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present evidence to that effect; therefore, the Applicant is beginning this evening as noted at the
conclusion of the last hearing. David Miller who was already sworn in and accepted as an expert in
land planning will begin with a brief overview of the project. As a result of their meetings with staff
and the engineers, the applicant has made a few revisions to the plan. Mr. Miller will go through what
are now the revised plans for the Board and point out the few minor revisions that have occurred to the
plans. On the cover sheet of the plans submitted the last revised dates have been highlighted for each
one of the corresponding exhibits. Mr. Miller briefly went over the key elements of the project. The
project is located entirely within the rural zoning district. The request is for a nursing, rest and
retirement home which is a permitted use with the granting of a special exception. There are specific
criteria for granting that request in Section 441; there are general criteria in Article III, VI, and VII of the
Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Miller stated tonight they will address those points. The property is 66.38 acres
of land and the project site does not include the Funk Market site, which is in the general commercial
zoned area at the corner of Walnut Hill Road and South Duke Street. There are physical planning
elements for future development and they have been mentioned before in previous testimony. The
intention is to proceed with land development on both tracts at the same time, the general commercial
tract being a permitted use under the Zoning Ordinance. The project will consist of facilities for
independent living in cottages and condominium flats. There will be assisted living adult facilities which
include adult daycare, memory care and assisted living. The project fronts on a collector road as
required in Section 441. The applicant proposes two entrances onto South Duke Street which are shown
on Exhibit A#3. The project will be served by public sewer and water. Correspondence was previously
submitted from LASA and Lancaster City Water Supply indicating their willingness to serve the project.
The applicant has gone through a review process with the Township Staff and Engineer. Their last
review letter is indicated to be review #3. It is the review that was done by the Township Engineer of
the plans with the revisions highlighted. There has been a review of the zoning aspects. The
highlighted changes are on the cover sheet and individual plans. There are 21 sheets that have been
revised. Mr. Miller read through the revisions numbered 1 through 14 for the record listing the exhibit
numbers, the changes made and the revision dates. Mr. Miller advised the Board that there is a new
exhibit; the exhibit is a qualified engineer’s statement regarding the design of the pond and stormwater
facility “A”, which was an item requested by the Township Engineer. The exhibit is marked Exhibit A#44
and dated October 22, 2009. This letter addresses the engineering aspects of the berm that contains
the stormwater management facility which is a requirement of the Zoning Ordinance.
Mr. McManus stated that Mr. Miller was referring to a Township Engineer review letter which is
something that the Board has not seen or has not been made part of this record. Mr. Miller stated that
he will offer his copy received February 18, 2010 by mail. Mr. McManus asked Barry Smith if he was
present on behalf of the Township as Township Manager and Mr. Smith replied yes. Mr. Smith
provided the original review letter from Rettew Associates dated February 15, 2010 and that was
marked Township Exhibit #1. Mr. Smith stated the review letter was prepared by Rettew Engineers
under the signature of Jim Caldwell. Mr. Smith advised the Board that John Schick who reviewed the
traffic study portion was present from Rettew Associates. Mr. Smith stated that Mr. Miller could
summarize the letter
Mr. Miller stated that the letter is dated February 15, 2010 from Rettew Associates to Barry
Smith, Township Manager and is identified as Review No. 3. Mr. Miller explained the sequence of the
review letters indicating that the letter dated February 15, 2010 has no detailed comments relative to
zoning in the letter. Mr. Miller stated that any zoning items have been resolved. The letter identifies
the specific plan sheets that were reviewed by Rettew Associates. The letter also indicates the
Township Engineer’s comments on the traffic impact study and Mr. Miller indicated that Jay States, the
applicant’s traffic engineer, would address those comments. There is a general comment asking that
the applicant coordinate the design of any offsite sanitary sewage conveyance to provide sanitary sewer
3

service to the properties in the Walnut Hill Road and Sun Lane areas and that the applicant will be
working with LASA who has jurisdiction over who may or may not connect to sewer facilities. All plans
must be approved by LASA. The review letter suggested that four conditions be attached to any action
by the Zoning Hearing Board. The conditions pertain to the following items: address the comments of
the Millersville Fire Company, provide provisions to require the Homeowners Association to provide
educational transportation needs for all primary and secondary students residing within the Village at
Funk’s Farm, the Wellness Center use be limited to the residents, staff and their guests and applicant
work with LASA to evaluate the capacity and necessary upgrades (if any) of the Manor Oaks pumping
station. Mr. Miller advised the Board that the applicant is in agreement with all the suggested
conditions.
Mr. McManus asked if there is a July 8, 2009 letter from the Millersville Fire Company that is on
record. Mr. Miller advised him that it is in the record and marked Exhibit A#42.
Mr. Miller stated that the revisions to the plan are of a nature that does not affect the street
layout, building locations, unit count, etc. Mr. Miller advised the Board that the revisions on the plans
are highlighted. Mr. Miller proceeded to list the 14 revisions indicating the revisions and the exhibit
numbers.
Mr. Miller stated that they have new exhibits which are charts created to address the
requirements of Articles III and IV of Section 605 and 607 of the Zoning Ordinance. The four charts
were marked Exhibits A#46, 47, 48 and 49. Mr. Miller explained the charts and what is shown on the
charts.
Mr. Vargish asked Mr. Miller if this represents a summarization of what has been presented to
the Board at the first hearing and this evening and what is demonstrated and submitted on the plans as
part of the application. Mr. Miller stated that was correct.
Mr. McManus stated that Mr. Miller listed the dimensional requirements of the Zoning
Ordinance and referred to the plans. Mr. McManus asked Mr. Miller if it is his testimony that when the
Board reads the plans, they will be able to determine those areas where, for example, a 15 foot wide
landscape strip is required and it will be in place where it is suppose to be. Mr. Miller stated yes. Mr.
Miller stated that they identified sections in text and identified the exhibits that contain the
demonstration of that compliance. The applicant is confident that if the Board looks at the exhibits they
will find the compliance with the sections reflected on the plan. Mr. McManus asked Mr. Miller with
respect to every required dimension, you are asking the Board to find that wherever it is required on the
plot plan it meets the minimum standards of the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Miller stated that he believes it
is a requirement of the application to demonstrate that compliance. Mr. Vargish stated that for purpose
of the clarification, at the first hearing they went through testimony about the number of parking
spaces, building setbacks, access drive widths, etc. Since there has been a long period of time from the
first hearing until this evening, the Applicant attempted to provide the charts as an easy way to cross
reference as opposed to going back and reading all the notes of the testimony for reviewing specific
plans. Mr. McManus stated that there was testimony and revisions based upon a review and some
dialogue between Applicant’s development professionals and the Township Engineer. The product of
which is a revised site plan at least that shows things like plantings, screenings, clear site triangles and a
variety of dimensioned strips, and parking that is provided. If the Board wants to verify that, they need
to look to the plans and determine compliance with the standards in the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Miller
stated to Mr. McManus that is why they highlighted the changes so the Board could see what was
changed. Mr. Vargish pointed out that it is Mr. Miller’s testimony that everything complies and Mr.
Miller agreed. Mr. Vargish stated that at the first hearing they covered all the criteria and this evening
they provided changes that are highlighted and the charts are simply an aid.
The Applicant provided Exhibit A#45 that addressed the specific ordinance requirement
pertaining to how this project relates to the character of the existing neighborhood. It was an aerial
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view of the project site. The basis for the aerial is the Lancaster County GIS Mapping. Mr. Miller
pointed out specific sites on the aerial view, the densities of those sites, the natural features, as well as
the land uses. Mr. Miller pointed out how the project fits in the neighborhood. Mr. Miller stated that
they have designed the interface between this project and future development of the commercial land
to be smooth and connected. Mr. Miller stated that there is conductivity between the road systems
and pathways for both vehicle and pedestrian connections.
Mr. Wenzel asked Mr. Miller who reviewed the plans and when they were reviewed.
Mr. McManus verified that Mr. Caldwell was not present.
Dave Madonna, 354 S. Duke Street, had looked at the traffic survey at the Township Office and
indicated traffic numbers he had seen in the survey. Mr. Vargish objected stating that Mr. Miller did
not testify on the traffic and that they had a traffic engineer who would be giving testimony. He also
stated that the application is not for the commercial development. Mr. Madonna stated if the changes
made on the road now are found not to be adequate when the commercial part is developed, who pays
for that. Mr. Vargish had objections stating the relevance and that they have not provided any
testimony on that at this point. Mr. Madonna stated that he is concerned about a tax increase at a later
date. He asked what is projected for this project ten years from now and what happens if the sewer
system is not adequate and needs to be updated, etc.
Josele Cleary asked Mr. Miller if his office prepared what is marked Exhibit A#45 and Mr. Miller
stated yes. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. Miller agreed that the intersection of Duke and Frederick Streets is
just at the .25 mile radius on the exhibit and Mr. Miller stated just beyond that line. Ms. Cleary asked
how precise is the line on the exhibit and Mr. Miller advised her that it is not precise. The purpose of
the exhibit is to present relative to the character of the neighborhood. Ms. Cleary asked if it is fair to
say that the intersection of Duke and Frederick Streets is within a five minute walk from the property
and Mr. Miller stated probably. Ms. Cleary asked Mr. Miller to describe the intersection of Duke and
Frederick Streets. Mr. Miller stated that it is an offset intersection with the south leg offset to the east
of the north lane being North and South Duke probably by 150’ or so. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. Miller
agreed that intersection is probably the first major intersection to the north of the property. Mr. Miller
stated that is something Jay States should address as far as the traffic study. Ms. Cleary stated the
Applicant made a choice to put the only accesses to the development onto S. Duke Street and Mr. Miller
stated yes.
Mr. Vargish called Jay States as a witness and indicated that Mr. States was sworn in at the last
hearing and he was recognized as an expert in traffic engineering. Since the last hearing, Mr. States
had several opportunities to interface with the Township Traffic Engineer and has received several
review letters. Since the last hearing, Mr. States indicated that they had prepared a full Transportation
Impact Study. At the last hearing, they had provided a Traffic Assessment which looked at a lot of the
traffic issues adjacent to this site. Based on some discussions with the Township’s Traffic Engineer, the
applicant has expanded that traffic assessment to be a full Traffic Transportation Impact Study. The
Traffic Impact Study was submitted as Exhibit A#39A. Applicant’s Exhibit #39A is the Transportation
Impact Study for the Village at Funk’s Farm last revised February 8, 2010. Mr. States stated that they
did additional traffic counts in mid September 2009 while the school district and university was in
session. As a result of the data collection, Mr. States indicated that they found the volumes while
slightly higher were fairly similar to the May 2009 count. The traffic counts done in September were
projected out consistent with the traffic impact study criteria out to a 20-25 design year. Highway
capacity analysis was completed that provided them with levels of service at these intersections from
“A” being the best to “F” for failing. In addition to the highway capacity study of the intersections, they
also looked at whether left turn or right turn lanes were required to culminate traffic entering and
exiting the development driveways. They also looked at whether there was adequate site distance for
vehicles entering or exiting the site driveways so that they can meet the Township and PennDot criteria
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for site distance requirements. Referring to Applicant’s Exhibit #3, Mr. States stated that the main
access for the retirement community, looking at a 15 year project with full building out of the
development site, has fairly good levels of service for vehicles entering and exiting the site. There was a
need to do some widening along South Duke Street to provide a southbound right turn lane for vehicles
entering the site and a northbound left turn lane for people coming from the south that would enter the
site. The southern driveway, based on some discussion with Township Staff and looking at that as a
secondary access, the design for that driveway was modified to only permit right in and right out
movements. The southern access has great levels of service and no capacity problems or site distance
problems at either driveway. Mr. States indicated that they have conclusions regarding turn lane
requirements at the main access, specifically; their study recommended that the northbound left turn
lane has 200 feet of vehicle storage and a 75 foot taper be provided at the main access. In addition at
that access, a southbound right turn lane in the area of approximately 250 feet should be provided for
people to enter the site coming from the north. There is no requirement for turning lanes at the
southern driveway; both the intersections operate with good levels of service and adequate turning lane
requirements based on recommended improvements and have adequate site distance. The retirement
community traffic does not create the need for any improvements at any offsite intersections. Mr.
States stated that they identified in the study based on discussion with Township’s Traffic Engineer, the
commercial development as part of a more conservative analysis to look at some future additions. The
commercial development would create some need for signalization at Crossland Pass and Duke and
Frederick Street intersections in Millersville Borough. The retirement community itself does not create
the need for those signalizations. The commercial development portion, not the subject of the hearing,
does access a PennDot highway and would require a highway occupancy permit. As far as the land
development plan approval process, the commercial portion would require a traffic impact study for
that proposed land use and the obtaining of a highway occupancy permit at that time. Mr. States
stated that in his professional opinion, the traffic generated by this proposed special exception this
evening will not require traffic signalization at Duke and Frederick Streets and the traffic improvements
recommended is depicted on Applicant’s Exhibit #3.
Mr. McManus asked if the traffic study determined existing levels of service on Duke Street.
Mr. States stated that there was no specific analysis of the S. Duke Street roadway itself. Their traffic
study looks at intersection capacity. Mr. McManus asked Mr. States how S. Duke Street functions
presently without the development with respect to level of service. Mr. States stated that it has not
been analyzed from a roadway level of service. Mr. McManus asked Mr. States with the proposed
development were they able to calculate levels of service at the controlled intersections and Mr. States
said yes. At the 20-25 design year, the southern intersection operates at level of service “B” or better.
At the main access to the retirement community, all levels of service at that intersection operate at level
“C” or better in 20-25 design year with the entire development being constructed. Mr. McManus
asked how many northbound vehicles would occur during peak traffic hours. Mr. States indicated that
looking at the existing volumes in the area along Duke Street, the current trip distribution for a facility
like this demonstrated that approximately 65-70 percent of the traffic would travel north on S. Duke
Street and 30-35 percent of the traffic would head south on S. Duke Street. Mr. McManus asked him if
there was a capacity analysis done at the intersection of Duke and Frederick Street. Mr. States
indicated that at the intersection the current level of service is “C” or better and looking out at 20-25
years without the development, the intersection would be approaching levels of service “E”. Mr.
States gave an explanation of levels of service and the design standard for acceptable levels of service in
transportation planning for the people in attendance. Mr. McManus asked if Mr. States was stating
that with the proposed development the level of service at the intersection of Frederick and Duke Street
would not fall below an acceptable PennDot standard and Mr. States stated that was correct.
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Mr. Wenzel referred to Applicant’s Exhibit #39A Page 13 and asked Mr. States to explain the
note under capacity analysis. Mr. States advised him that in 2009 PennDot developed a standard
template for how they wanted studies prepared and certain guidelines for how they wanted turning
lane requirements to be looked at. The statement in the report referring to a marginal degradation is a
section in the guidelines that permits a drop in level of service if you are within a certain time frame.
Mr. Wenzel verified that the lowest level would be Level “E” and Mr. States indicated that was with the
retirement community only.
Mr. McManus asked Mr. States that if in their analysis in level of service drop included
provisions for the road improvements testified about and Mr. States said yes.
Ms. Douglas asked Mr. States to clarify that only when the commercial portion is developed
would they be looking at Crossland Pass and Duke and Frederick Streets to have traffic signals and Mr.
States stated that was correct. Ms. Douglas verified that they are both state roads.
The Board took a break and reconvened at 9:00 p.m.
Mr. McManus explained the procedure for the hearing.
Ms. Cleary asked Mr. States to have a copy of Applicant’s Exhibit #39A delivered to the
Millersville Borough Office the next day. Ms. Cleary asked Mr. States to explain highway occupancy and
the procedure that is followed to obtain a highway occupancy permit. Mr. States indicated a highway
occupancy permit is the process by which PennDot regulates access to state highways. To get a permit,
a traffic impact study is submitted to the municipality and PennDot. When all improvements are agreed
upon, the studies are approved and if any improvements are required for site access, highway
occupancy permit plans can be submitted to PennDot for review. These plans would have such detail as
far as stormwater, traffic signalization, road rewidening, and ultimately permits are approved by
PennDot for access to the site. Ms. Cleary asked if highway occupancy permit applications will be
submitted for each of the access drives. Mr. States indicated that he would not be preparing them;
therefore, he did not know. David Miller Associates would be preparing the highway occupancy permit
applications. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. States agreed that as part of the highway occupancy permit
application process they will have to present data to PennDot concerning the intersection of Frederick
and Duke Streets. Mr. States indicated that he would not know for sure since they have not scoped the
study through PennDot at this time. Mr. Cleary asked Mr. States to explain PennDot’s drainage policy.
Mr. States indicated that is more of a highway occupancy permit question. Ms. Cleary asked if a witness
would be provided that can address her questions on highway occupancy permitting. Mr. Vargish
stated that they are not before the Board for PennDot highway occupancy permit issues. That will come
with the land development plan. Ms. Cleary stated that testimony was given and plans were presented
that are showing items which will affect the general neighborhood and which can have an impact on the
Borough particularly the intersection of Frederick and Duke Streets. Improvements will impact the
Borough and they should be able to explore them. Mr. Vargish stated now they are before the Board
solely on the question of land use for the retirement community. The issues concerning PennDot,
highway occupancy permits, road intersections, etc., and the ultimate design will occur during the land
development plan approval process. Ms. Cleary asked if the applicant is willing to stipulate that the
Borough will be provided with copies of all the plans submitted to the Township and be provided with
notice since the land development approval process does not require any notices or hearings. Mr.
Vargish stated it is his understanding that the Borough will get notice from the County and PennDot will
require that all that information is provided to the Borough. Ms. Cleary stated that PennDot will not
require the land development plans be provided to the Borough and Mr. Vargish stated that the
highway occupancy permit applications and plan will have to be submitted to the Borough. Ms. Cleary
asked if the applicant is willing to stipulate that the applicant is not going to request that the Borough be
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the permittee for any applications. Mr. Vargish stated no. Mr. Vargish stated that the Borough would
be provided with information at the land development plan process. Ms. Cleary stated the Borough
would request at a minimum, if the Zoning Hearing Board were to approve this application, that the
Zoning Hearing Board impose a condition that the applicant provide copies of all land development
submissions to the Borough at the same time they are submitted to the Township. The Borough would
also request as a condition that the applicant provide a copy of any highway occupancy permit
application to the Borough before it is submitted to PennDot, so that the Borough will have the
opportunity to review it prior to submission and that the applicant provide notice to the Borough when
the applicant submits the highway occupancy permits to PennDot. Ms. Cleary indicated by requesting
this it should not be interrupted as a statement that the Borough is willing to execute any applications
whatsoever. Ms. Cleary asked Mr. States to read the recommendation in Table 3 Page 14 of Applicant’s
Exhibit #39A in regards to Duke and Frederick Streets as well as the paragraph immediately under Table
3 and Mr. States complied. Ms. Cleary asked Mr. States to explain marginal degradation and he
explained it. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. States agreed that each turning movement at an intersection has
its own level of service. Mr. States concurred there are normal level of service for certain movements at
intersections. Ms. Cleary questioned Mr. States on his previous testimony regarding level of service at
Frederick and Duke Street. Mr. States referred to Appendix “A” Page 3, which was a table with the
traffic movements at the intersection of N. Duke Street and Letort Road and South Duke Street and
Frederick Street. Ms. Cleary had questions for Mr. States on the level of services at the above
intersections.
Dave Madonna, 354 S. Duke Street, asked Mr. Ott if the Traffic Study Manual he looked at in the
Township Office was the same one being used in the hearing and Mr. Ott stated yes. Mr. Madonna had
questions on the traffic study. Mr. Madonna stated that he would like to see what is being done with
the entire tract. Mr. McManus advised him that the application before the Board is only for the
retirement village portion of the tract.
Mr. McManus asked Mr. States if the recommendations Ms. Cleary referred to on Page 14 of the
Traffic Study is based upon the commercial and retirement home development of the tract and Mr.
States replied yes. Mr. McManus asked if it is clear in the Traffic Impact Statement what relates to only
the retirement village portion of that tract or is everything assuming in this study the development of
the entire tract for both purposes. Mr. States replied that the Study does not specifically conduct
separate analysis. They have done separate analysis that illustrate that the retirement community
itself does not generate the need for offsite improvements. At the request of the Township Engineer,
they provided a conservative analysis including the commercial portion. Mr. McManus asked Mr. States
if they are asking the Board to evaluate the Traffic Impact Study with respect to its analysis of both
commercial and residential for purposes of highway improvements. Mr. McManus asked if they are
presenting to the Board one scenario and that is the development of commercial and residential aspects
of this Funk tract. Mr. States advised Mr. McManus that the Traffic Study relates to both the
commercial and residential portions. Mr. McManus asked Mr. States to clarify for the Board which
relates to which relative to the improvements. Mr. States advised Mr. McManus that the Table 3
improvement recommendations are based on the full development of the site. They do not have a
separate table that says these improvements are required just for the retirement community. Mr.
States stated that they have done a separate analysis but it is not included as part of this report. Mr.
McManus asked if the recommendation is to install a traffic signal at Frederick and Duke Streets. Mr.
McManus continued by stating that on Page 14 of the TIS under conclusions, the traffic signal at
Frederick and Duke Streets is not included. Mr. McManus asked why. Mr. McManus stated that on
Page 15 are you saying that the signal needs to be done based upon 2015 year analysis? Mr. States
advised Mr. McManus that on Page 15 they are saying the intersection currently meets signal warrant
criteria. Mr. McManus asked Mr. States if he is saying that a traffic signal must be installed at Frederick
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and Duke Streets. Mr. McManus asked Mr. States to tell the Board that is or is not necessary to install a
traffic signal with respect to the residential portion of the development that is before the Board. Mr.
States advised Mr. McManus that they conducted a separate analysis for the retirement community that
is not provided in this study that does indicate there are no improvements required at the offsite
intersections and no signals are required just for the retirement community. Mr. McManus stated this
TIS has no specific relationship to the retirement village portion of the Funk development and Mr. States
indicated not specifically.
Tom Strauss, 357 S. Duke Street, had questions on the May 2009 testimony regarding traffic.
Mr. Strauss questioned if right turn lanes work.
Linda Strauss, 357 S. Duke Street, had questions on what the Traffic Study included and the
access drive for the commercial part of the tract.
Dave Madonna, 354 S. Duke Street, had questions regarding drainage along the roadway and
was advised that Mr. States was unable to answer those questions.
Mr. Wenzel read a section on Page 15 of the TIS and had questions on level of service “F”.
Mr. Schlemmer asked questions on the timing of the light. Mr. Schlemmer had questions on
Appendix “D” with regards to the traffic numbers.
Barry Smith advised the Board that the Township’s Traffic Engineer was present if the Board
would want to ask any additional clarifications with regards to this testimony.
Dave Madonna had questions on the engineering of roadways and the intersections.
Mr. Vargish had redirect. Mr. Vargish asked Mr. States when they do the traffic study before the
development actually exists, how did you arrived at estimating what the trip generation will be from a
particular development. Mr. States advised Mr. Vargish that they are using a published source and in
this case, the ITE Trip Generation Manual. Mr. Vargish asked Mr. States taking a rest home, retirement
community and using the current version of the ITE manual those number are arrived at how. Mr.
States stated that they are arrived at based on multiple studies across the country of existing land uses
of that type. Mr. Vargish stated that the reason you do a study using the ITE Manual before the project
is developed, is so you can install the infrastructure road improvements prior to the construction of the
development. Mr. Vargish asked Mr. States if that was correct. Mr. States replied yes. Mr. Vargish
stated that several questions were asked regarding the Traffic Study and including the commercial
portion when the application is only for the nursing, rest and retirement community. Mr. Vargish asked
Mr. States if that was done at the request of the Township and Mr. States indicated that was correct.
Mr. Vargish asked if there is a requirement in the Zoning Ordinance that there is a traffic study
conducted for this particular land use and Mr. States indicated no. Mr. Vargish asked if Mr. States is
able to take the information pertained in the traffic study and take out only the information relating
solely to this particular application and Mr. States replied yes. Mr. States stated that he attempted to
do that for this hearing but was unable to put it together in time for the hearing. Mr. Vargish stated
that they would be happy to provide that information prior to the next hearing. Mr. McManus asked if
this witness would be available at the next hearing and Mr. Vargish indicated he would have Mr. States
start at the next hearing. Mr. Vargish continued for purpose of clarification and asked Mr. States if he
assumed that the commercial portion was what you called the worst case scenario and Mr. States
replied yes. Mr. States explained that they worked with David Miller’s office and looked at conceptually
what could occur on the commercial site and modeled the trip generation based on that. Mr. Vargish
asked Mr. States if he indeed did not looking at specific potential commercial users that might be going
into that site and Mr. States replied correct. Mr. Vargish asked if all the recommendations for the
installation of the signal were a result of the commercial portion and Mr. States replied yes. Mr. Vargish
asked based on Mr. States knowledge and the information obtained in the traffic study is it possible that
depending on what the configuration of the commercial land uses are on the general commercial piece
there may, in fact, be no need for improvements at S. Duke and Frederick Streets and Mr. States replied
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correct. Mr. Vargish stated that until the land uses are being proposed for that particular tract of
ground you cannot tell exactly what the road improvements would be for that proposed development
and Mr. Stated replied correct.
Mr. McManus asked if the Township Engineer would be available at the next scheduled meeting
and Mr. Smith stated yes.
Mr. McManus stated the hearing is continued to the 3rd of March at 7:00 p.m. in this building.
The hearing was adjourned at 10:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer
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Zoning Hearing Board Minutes
Wednesday, March 3, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Wednesday, March 3, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Walter Schlemmer
called the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Walter Schlemmer, Barbara Douglas and John Wenzel
Township Officials Present:
Bruce Ott, James McManus and Barry Smith
Visitors Present:
See Attached Sheet
Minutes
Ms. Douglas made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Wenzel seconded the
motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Old Business
Case #5-09 - The application of John Hogan (HHF Real Estate Development, LLC), property
owned by Frederick A. Funk and located at 306 S. Duke Street, Millersville, PA 17551, Account No. 41051387-0-0000 for a special exception of Section 202.3.5 – Nursing, rest or retirement homes in
accordance with Section 441 of the Zoning Ordinance. The applicant wishes to build a nursing, rest and
retirement facility on the property. The property is zoned Rural and General Commercial Zoning District.
This hearing is continued from February 18, 2010.
Mr. Schlemmer turned the hearing over to Mr. McManus. Mr. McManus stated that this is the
third hearing in this matter, the last which occurred February 18, 2010. At that time, the time, date and
place of this meeting was announced. The next scheduled meeting of the Board is scheduled for April 7,
2010 at 7:00 p.m. in this building. In the event that this matter is continued, the Board will hear further
testimony at that time. Mr. McManus listed the parties to the application and explained the procedure
for the hearing.
Mr. McManus stated that his notes show that at the last hearing there was testimony from
Applicant’s Witness, Mr. States, concerning traffic matters and Mr. McManus asked Mr. Vargish if he
had concluded with that witness. Mr. Vargish stated that before he begins with Mr. States, he asked to
allow Mr. Hogan to give a brief overview of the application. Since the last hearing, Mr. Hogan met with
the Borough Manager and he feels that it is important that the Borough, who is now party to the
application, has a more full understanding of the nature of the land use being proposed.
Mr. Hogan stated that after talking to Mr. Arnold on Monday, that there is a fundamental
misunderstanding as to what is proposed at The Village at Funk Farm. Mr. Hogan reviewed the concept
of the plan stating that they are limited by HUD. Mr. Hogan stated that the choice for the community is
either a 62 year and older community or a 55 year and older community. In a 62 year and older
community, everyone in the community must be 62 years of age and older. In a 55 year and older
community, there is a much more flexible structure where an individual can come be 55 years old and
by married to someone younger and can live in the community. Mr. Hogan stated that the choice of 55
years and older is based upon demographics and the need for what is going to occur with the baby
boomers passing through the aging process. This is something that is going to be required as the
population ages. Mr. Hogan stated this provides an opportunity for all the individuals who live in the
community based upon services that are delivered to live in an environment that will allow them to age
gracefully, peacefully and without having to move from the point of time they move in to the time of
their demise. Mr. Hogan talked about his observations while working in an adult retirement
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community. In this proposed community, the applicant will provide health care services radiating from
the assisted living facility through the equivalent of invisible corridors that connect every house with the
assisted living facility. The idea is as individual ages their needs and physical condition changes can be
met via the assisted living facility. Mr. Hogan stated that there were provisions made for nurse, rest
and retirement home in the text of the Ordinance. The applicant applied for a text amendment that
pertained to the nurse, rest and retirement home and it was approved allowing them to propose this
project. Mr. Hogan stated that he believes the development concept meets the neighborhood text.
They are adjacent to the Urban Growth Boundary and have public water and sewer which are items
required by the text amendment. The applicant has an application that puts the least possible pressure
on the infrastructure and generates around 2.4 million dollars in tax revenue for the Township. Mr.
Hogan reviewed the care that would be provided. Mr. Hogan advised the Zoning Board that the
application has nothing to do with the commercial portion, but at the request of the municipality, they
were asked to look at worse possible scenario regarding the commercial portion. Mr. Hogan talked
about the traffic impact studies that were completed. Mr. Hogan stated that this is an evidentiary
hearing and he has an obligation to prove based upon the general and specific criteria that he meets
each one of the specific criteria. Mr. Hogan stated that he believes he has met all the criteria. Mr.
Hogan referred to Applicant’s Exhibits #46 through 49 indicating that these exhibits are basically crib
notes of everything they are addressing based upon the general and specific criteria.
Linda Strauss stated that she understands dreams, however, this is outside of the Urban Growth
Boundary and she stated that she felt that this is an incorrect placement for this project. Mr. Hogan
stated that this is a special exception use and a special exception use is a use by right if the applicant
proves that he meets all the conditions. Mr. Hogan stated that this is the perfect piece of ground for
him and he is allowed this use.
Tom Strauss asked if the drafters of the Ordinance envisioned anything of this scale when they
put it in as a use by right with a special exception for a retirement home. Mr. Strauss stated that he
does not believe that they had in mind this size retirement home. Mr. Hogan stated that the text
amendment is like a recipe for a cake. You can look at all the ingredients and derive from that recipe
what it is you are going to get. The Ordinance states the coverage and density. In the text amendment
all the things were listed, and the text is extremely clear, precise and does not leave any room for
interpretation.
Ms. Cleary asked Mr. Hogan if he was the principle of the applicant. Mr. Hogan stated it is a
partnership. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. Hogan has authority to bind the applicant and he stated yes. Ms.
Cleary asked Mr. Hogan if he agreed if the Zoning Hearing Board granted the application that they could
put on a condition that Mr. Hogan provides a copy of any subdivision/land development plan to the
Borough at the time it is filed with the Township. Mr. Hogan stated that these are legal questions and
he is not qualified to answer them. Mr. Hogan stated that it is his understanding that any application
for a preliminary plan is open for public inspection. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. Hogan if he was not willing
to agree to provide copies of plans at his expense to the Borough. Mr. Hogan stated that what he said
was that he cannot give an answer to that request at this time. Mr. Hogan stated that he is interested in
working together with the Borough and if working together with the Borough according to the
professionals he is working with indicates he gives plans to them, he will do so. Ms. Cleary stated that
since the question is only will you provide plans, Ms. Cleary said that she does not feel that is a legal
issue, but this is not proper forum for debate of that. Ms. Cleary stated that if the applicant cannot
answer that question, she does not see any point in asking the applicant any further questions.
Mr. States who was already sworn in was called to testify. Mr. Vargish stated that at the last
hearing Mr. States was in the process of testifying about a traffic impact study and it became apparent
during the testimony, that the large traffic study that had been prepared at the request of the Township
Engineer had included the potential proposed land uses in the future that are not part of this particular
application. Mr. Vargish stated that Mr. States was testifying about what the traffic impacts of this
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application for a special exception for nurse, rest and retirement community were. Mr. McManus at
one point asked a question if there was anywhere in the traffic study submitted where there was a place
that you could find just the distilled information for this proposed special exception land use. Mr.
Vargish asked Mr. States if since the last hearing had he extracted that information from the large traffic
study and prepared a summary study dealing just with the special exception land use and Mr. States
stated yes. That study was marked as Applicant’s Exhibit #39B. A copy of this was provided to Mr.
Schick, the Township Engineer, as well as Mr. Arnold from Millersville Borough. Mr. States stated that
based on discussions at the last hearing there was some thought about what the impact of the
retirement community itself has on the adjacent street network. Based on those discussions at the last
hearing and at the direction of the Township Engineer, the applicant provided this report dated March
1st that analyzed the retirement community traffic only. At the request of the Township Engineer, the
March 1st letter report was prepared to include the two site access intersections, the central access and
the southern access point, and include the offset intersection of Duke and Frederick Streets. All the
previous analysis had looked at a worse case scenario. The February 2010 Traffic Impact Study looked
at the peak counts that occurred at the Funk’s Farmers Market and Garden Center in addition to the
traffic counts that were conducted at the intersections in September while Millersville University and
the high school were in session. Previously the applicant looked at the worst case scenario including the
commercial use. The previous analysis included the traffic assessment report, which was the original
document, the February 2010 Traffic Impact Study, and now the third evolution of the traffic analysis.
There was a concern whether at the land development phase the traffic impact study and land uses
associated with all these studies would be revisited. Since the applicant did not know specifically what
uses would occur on the commercial portion, if there are any changes or alterations to the uses, the
traffic study would have to be revised. When this goes to PennDot, they will review and approve the
traffic impact study and ultimately the permitting of the driveway intersections. As part of the March
1st document, the applicant again looked at the 2025 horizon year which is the project projection out 15
years. They looked at a no build scenario and in this case the no build scenario includes the existing
traffic along Duke Street with the offset intersections projected out to the 2025 horizon year and the
traffic generated by the current farmers market and garden center. Under the build scenario, they still
have the existing traffic that is projected out to 2025 horizon year and add in the traffic for the
retirement community but once the retirement community is built the current farmers market and
garden center closes. Based on the March 1st document, the applicant provided analysis solely for the
retirement community. The recommendations previously provided for the same access. At the central
access, the study still recommended a northbound left turn lane and southbound right turn lane. At the
southern access, there would still be a right turn in and right turn out. There would be appropriate
channelization to provide curbing so that people basically come out of the driveway and turn right only
as well as no opportunity to turn left in or out. The curbing channelization would be in accordance with
PennDot standards at the time the highway occupancy permit would be pursued at that location.
Looking at the retirement community itself, the levels of service at both of the site access locations are
at level of service “A”. They also looked at the offset intersection of Duke and Frederick Streets. This
document clearly states that with just the development of the retirement community there is no
mitigation improvements required at that offset intersection. The existing roadway is more than
adequate to handle the traffic generated by The Village at Funk Farm Retirement Community. Mr.
Vargish asked Mr. States that if in his professional opinion with the development of the retirement
community that the existing roadway system with the improvements indicated are sufficient to
adequately and safely handle the traffic generated by this proposed land use and Mr. States replied yes.
Linda Strauss questioned the closure of the Funk Farm after the retirement village is opened and
she stated she recalled from a previous meeting a plan to develop what is now the Funk Produce Center
Market into a commercial center or business center. Mr. McManus stated that Ms. Strauss’s question
is regarding what was shown on a previous submittal plan. Mr. States stated that he has not seen that
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plan referred to and based on all discussions they have had once the retirement community occurs the
existing Funk Farm and Garden Center as it operates today will no longer exist. Mr. Hogan stated that
he wants to see Funks Farm Market stay in some capacity. Mr. Hogan stated that they have the
flexibility to do whatever they want to with the commercial center. If improving the commercial center
becomes too great, it is a secondary concern of Mr. Hogan’s and he can opt to do absolutely nothing or
change the usage so that the usage is not the absolute worst possible scenario. Mr. Hogan stated that it
is his goal to have the garden center or store of some kind that keeps the Funk Farm Market going. He
wants the barn and homestead to stay. Ms. Strauss stated that the commercial should not be taken off
the traffic study. Ms. Strauss asked that the whole community be looked at.
Mr. McManus stated that to clarify Mr. Hogan’s testimony, that when the retirement village was
constructed there would be no Funk’s Fruit Farm related traffic. If that is not correct and there would
always be a Funk’s Market traffic component, does that change in any way the levels of service and
analysis of the three intersections testified to. Mr. States advised Mr. McManus that not according to
this study because they considered the Funk’s Farm to be part of the commercial whether it is a scaled
down version or not and that will be looked at as part of the land development process and analyzed at
that point. The Funk’s Farm Market if it does come back later would be considered as part of the
commercial use. Mr. McManus stated that if you have calculated the traffic generated by your
proposed retirement village and if you have an existing use that generates traffic, is that combined
traffic analysis done with respect to the three intersections you have testified about. Mr. States advised
him that was analyzed as part of the February study. Mr. Vargish advised the Board that this traffic
study was done because there has been no decision made as to what if any commercial use will go on
that ten acre commercial tract. At the time, when there is a decision as to what the actual commercial
use will be, the applicant will be required to do a study and submit it to PennDot as part as the highway
occupancy permit application and submit that study to the Township as part of the land development
plan process. Mr. States advised the Board that Mr. Vargish was correct. Mr. Vargish stated that until a
decision is made as to what the commercial land uses are, there is no data to plug into the traffic study
information and Mr. States replied that was correct. Mr. McManus stated that based upon your
testimony and traffic analysis, the Board should assume that your recommendations are based solely on
traffic generated from retirement village and not with the existing Funk Farm operation and Mr. States
replied correct.
Ms. Cleary had some questions on the build scenario in the horizon year 2025 that indicated the
build scenario is better than the no build scenario for various intersections such as the eastbound
approach of S. Duke and Frederick Streets in the “PM” hours and Mr. States agreed. Ms. Cleary asked if
that is because the study assumed that there will be zero trips from the commercial area. Mr. States
replied it is based on the assumption that this report does not include any commercial development and
the existing Funks Farm is closed and no longer operating. Ms. Cleary asked Mr. States how the level of
service could be better with the build condition than the no build condition other than by assuming zero
trips from all of the commercial land combined. Mr. States indicated the reason the levels of service
improve is because the retirement community trips are less than the trips generated by the existing
Funks Farm Market. Ms. Cleary asked if it is reasonable to assume in the horizon year 2025 there will
be zero trips from that commercial ground. Mr. Vargish stated that he does not know if the witness is
qualified to speculate on that. Mr. States advised her that he was directed to isolate and analyze the
retirement community only. Based on that isolation, there is no commercial portion that is part of this
report. Mr. States indicated that this report is based on the retirement community only. Ms. Cleary
asked if it is common in doing traffic studies to assume that existing uses will close. Mr. States advised
her that it occurs on a case by case basis. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. States agreed that the traffic study
presented as Exhibit A#39A proposed the construction of a left turning lane northbound on S. Duke
Street at the intersection of the center access drive. Mr. States replied yes. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr.
States agreed that what was presented as Exhibit A#39B continues to propose the construction of a left
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turn lane northbound on S. Duke Street at the intersection of the center access and Mr. States replied
yes. Ms. Cleary asked Mr. States if he knew where the municipal boundary line was at that intersection
and Mr. States indicate along S. Duke Street. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. States agreed that the
recommendation is going to require the widening of S. Duke Street at that location to fit in the new turn
lane and Mr. States stated yes it should. Ms. Cleary asked if that construction would take place within
the Borough. Mr. States advised her that he did not know the specific answer. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr.
States knew how wide the right of way of S. Duke Street is where it is proposed that the cartway be
widened and Mr. States advised her that he did not know. Ms. Cleary asked if Mr. States had any idea if
it is possible to install that improvement within the right-of-way. Mr. States stated that he could not
specifically answer that question. Mr. States advised her that he would not have made a
recommendation for an auxiliary lane in the traffic impact study if the perception was that it could not
be constructed.
Mr. Wenzel asked Mr. States for clarification about his testimony. Based on the construction of
the retirement community, the offset intersection at this point in time is fine. Mr. States advised Mr.
Wenzel that was correct. Mr. Wenzel asked if the intersection would be enhanced with a traffic light.
Mr. States advised him that because it operates at an acceptable level of service “D” he would not know
the answer. Mr. States stated that in his opinion if it is operating a level of service “D”, it would not be
pertinent to pursue a traffic signal at that location. Mr. States stated that he did not feel through this
analysis that it would be a major benefit at that location. Mr. Wenzel asked in Mr. States opinion would
it go from a level of service “D” to “C”. Mr. States replied that in his opinion without doing an analysis it
would probably maintain the same level of service.
Ms. Douglas asked if the second access road would be an out only. Mr. States advised her that
it would be a right turn in and a right turn out only.
Mr. McManus asked Mr. States if the conclusions and recommendations submitted with Exhibit
#A39B would change in any way with the inclusion of traffic generated from the farmers market that is
presently in operation. Mr. States replied yes. Mr. States indicated that traffic would be added to the
intersections and capacity would be reduced. Mr. McManus asked Mr. States if he was prepared to
testify to whether that would change any of his conclusions and recommendations until he has actually
done an analysis and Mr. States advised Mr. McManus that he was not prepared to testify.
Mr. Vargish asked Mr. States in Exhibit #A39A did you include the maximum commercial
component and did you have recommendations for improvements and Mr. States advised yes for the
worst case scenario. Mr. Vargish asked if there were any changes in configuration to the two
intersections on S. Duke Street. Mr. States stated based on the larger traffic study, the study
recommended the same configuration in this March 1st letter as in the previous February Traffic Study
that is Exhibit #A39A. Mr. Vargish asked if the proposed improvements on S. Duke Street change under
either scenario. Mr. States replied no. Mr. Vargish stated as to the commercial uses for the commercial
tract, Mr. States was asked by Ms. Cleary whether you put any commercial use in there that would
change the traffic analysis. Mr. Vargish asked Mr. States if there are any uses that can go on that tract
that would not result in reducing the level of service at the offset intersection. Mr. States replied there
are other uses that could be put on that commercial tract that would not be a worst case scenario.
Dave Madonna stated that he felt that this commercial part of the property is still part of this
property because it has not been subdivided. Mr. Madonna had questions on the build and no build
scenario.
Tom Strauss had questions on the 2025 horizon year build out in regards to the traffic.
Mr. Vargish recalled Mr. Hogan. Mr. Hogan indicated that he wanted to clarify a statement.
Mr. Hogan said, in reference to the commercial section, it was their goal to keep the Funk Farm Market
in some fashion. Mr. Hogan stated that at this time their goal is to have the Funk Farm Market stay
there, but if it becomes too difficult to do that it will not happen. The homestead and barn will stay
5

because Mr. Hogan stated that he believed that they are integral parts of the community. As far as
anything else, it is open to interpretation.
Mr. McManus asked Mr. Smith if he was present on behalf of the Township and Mr. Smith
stated yes. Mr. Smith stated that the Township would be introducing two witnesses. Mr. Smith
introduced John Schick, the Township Traffic Engineer employed by Rettew Associates. Mr. Schick was
sworn in. Mr. Schick stated he is employed by Rettew Associates for 12 years and listed his educational
background and experience. Mr. Schick stated he has an EIT but is not licensed. Mr. McManus asked
if Mr. Schick’s qualifications had been accepted for purposes of testifying about traffic engineering
studies and Mr. Schick stated yes. The Board accepted Mr. Schick as an expert. Mr. Schick gave a brief
presentation of their involvement with the project. Mr. Schick stated as previously testified to that
there have been four traffic studies prepared for this application at various levels of detail. The initial
study was prepared in May and was a memorandum that basically looked at the site access driveways
and was reviewed with staff and we made recommendations that a much more detailed study be
completed. A study was prepared and submitted in November that was done with school in session as
well as traffic from Funks Market at that time. That was Exhibit #A39A. That study was reviewed and
offered eight comments back to staff relating to the study itself. They met with staff and the design
team and worked through those items. A revised report was submitted that included a master plan of
the entire site that included the retirement community as well as the commercial portion. That report
was also done at Rettew’s request to look at the entire impact of what this development could be in the
horizon year 2025. The reason for requesting the additional analysis was to look at the improvements
and to build the improvements all at one time. As a result of the last hearing, Mr. States prepared a
document basically extracting the improvements from the retirement community. It was reported that
the farm market will cease operation and the traffic generated from the market will no longer be on the
network; therefore, just the traffic from the retirement home was added to the site which is shown in
Exhibit #A39B. As this project moves forward, there are more steps involved with PennDot for approval
of the traffic study. This study would be submitted to PennDot through a scoping meeting where the
Borough as well as the Township would be invited to that particular meeting. At that point, PennDot
would look at the scope of the project prepared and submitted by the Applicant and they would either
approve it, amend it or whatever they would do to feel they have covered the impact of this particular
development. PennDot will look at the entire parcel not just the retirement community and would
probably like to see all the improvements accessing the site be done at one time. There will be
opportunities at the meetings with PennDot for the Borough as well as the Township to offer comments.
When the study is approved, there will be a list of improvements the developer will need to do both on
and off site. It would be at that point that the highway occupancy permit would actually be started
towards being completed.
Mr. Vargish stated that Mr. Schick indicated that at the time the highway occupancy permit
would be applied for, they would be interfacing with PennDot. That would involve Manor Township,
Millersville Borough, the developer, and probably Mr. Schick on behalf of Manor Township. Mr. Vargish
asked Mr. Schick if PennDot would be looking for something on the commercial tract at that time and
Mr. Schick stated correct. Mr. Vargish asked if Mr. Schick agreed that Traffic Study Exhibit #A39A
assumed the maximum build out on that commercial tract and Mr. Schick stated correct. Mr. Vargish
stated at the time the plans are actually finalized Mr. Schick described the land development plan
process. In that process the commercial development could significantly be scaled back to the point of
minimal traffic if any and Mr. Schick said that is possible. Mr. Vargish stated that it could be processed
with no development of any commercial use and there would be zero impact and Mr. Schick stated
correct. Mr. Schick stated from PennDot’s view they will want to see something even if it is minimal or
look for some sort of covenant. Mr. Vargish asked Mr. Schick if in reviewing the special exception plan
did Mr. Schick note that there is a note on the plan submitted stating when it is time to process for land
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development plan both the subdivided ten acre commercial piece and the retirement community will be
processed simultaneously. Mr. Schick stated yes, that is assuming the plan is Exhibit #3.
Mr. Schlemmer had questions regarding the traffic studies which showed traffic on the same
street and in two sections of the same street and yet the counts are different. Mr. Schick explained
how traffic studies are conducted. Mr. Schlemmer asked if the most stringent numbers were used and
Mr. Schick stated yes. Mr. Schlemmer asked if when the additional facilities are put in, are those
numbers transferred over and added to the existing facilities and Mr. Schick stated that was correct.
Mr. Schick stated that actually the volumes are grown. Mr. Schlemmer stated that the site traffic had a
different number going in and out of a proposed scenario and asked if that is typical. Mr. Schick
advised him that it depends on the land use and gave examples.
Mr. Wenzel asked if all the traffic studies will be subject to PennDot review and Mr. Schick
stated yes both review and approval.
Mr. McManus asked Mr. Schick if he personally reviewed the studies marked and entered as
Exhibits #A39A & B and Mr. Schick stated yes. Mr. McManus asked if Mr. Schick if he disagreed with the
methodology employed in either of the studies and Mr. Schick stated he did not disagree. Mr.
McManus asked Mr. Schick if he disagreed in any way with the conclusions that have been presented in
each of the studies and Mr. Schick stated he concurred with the conclusions that were presented. Mr.
McManus asked if it is Mr. Schick’s testimony that regardless of what traffic is generated from the
retirement community, that PennDot will view this project in its entirety and require global
improvements to South Duke Street as it goes from the site into the Borough of Millersville. Mr. Schick
stated he does not want to extend himself to say what PennDot thinks because it could change on a
daily basis but their normal procedure would require the master plan include all the development on the
tract and to look at the global intersections. Mr. McManus asked if PennDot’s jurisdiction over what is
or is not done extend to the improvements that have been shown immediately adjacent to the
proposed development and Mr. Schick stated yes. Mr. McManus asked if PennDot’s rules and
regulations control regarding any improvements to the offset intersection at Duke and Frederick and
Mr. Schick stated yes.
Mr. Vargish stated that he would recall Dave Miller to clarify several items having to do with
design issues relative to the retirement community.
The Board took a break and reconvened at 8:30 p.m.
Dave Miller referred to Exhibit #A46. Regarding parking spaces, Mr. Miller advised the Board
that the applicant provided exhibits that identified the specific parking areas within the project and their
compliance with the general landscaping, setbacks, etc. Mr. Miller stated that the required parking for
the entire project is 897 spaces based on the standards in Article III of the Ordinance. That is the 408
independent living units and the 75 care units in the assisted living building plus the calculations for the
employees. Counting all the spaces on Exhibit A#3 and including on street parking spaces in the
independent living areas, there are 1,363 parking spaces in the entire project. Mr. Miller reviewed the
detailed parking plan that was a part of Exhibits #A4 & #A5.
Mr. Miller explained the density for the project is regulated in Section 441 and summarized on
Exhibit A#47. In the overview, density is a calculation based on the number of units per acre. There are
66.3 acres and the applicant is proposing to construct 408 independent living units excluding the bed
care units. The 408 units are constructed out of 156 independent living cottages and 252 condo flat
units. The nursing facilities are all located within the assisted living building. There are 6.15 units per
acre as the calculated proposed density of the site. The allowed density by the Ordinance is 6.5 units to
the acre. Mr. Vargish stated that Section 441.2 speaks about the maximum number of guests permitted
per acre. Mr. Miller stated that the maximum population of the nursing, rest and retirement care
facility shall not exceed 32 resident patients or resident guests per acre per the Ordinance. The
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maximum allowed population would be 2,125 people. Based on the programming for this facility, the
applicant is proposing a population of 1,500 people, which are 22.6 persons per acre. The maximum
population is based on the unit count.
Mr. Vargish stated that the streets in this development are proposed to be private and Mr.
Miller stated that is correct. They are labeled access drives on the site because they are private streets.
Mr. Miller referred to Article III in the Ordinance pertaining to access drives and specifically to Section
309 and Section 311 as it pertains to this project. The access drive in accordance with its definition is a
roadway that connects units within a land development with the perimeter roadway. The non
residential use standard was applied pertaining to the number of access points onto the perimeter road
which is limited to two. On Exhibit #A3, the specific requirements for clear site lines are noted. Section
309 of the Ordinance regulates the access to units within the site and the rules of the Subdivision and
Land Development Ordinance apply. Those are the standards used to relate the horizontal, vertical
alignment, cartway width and setback dimensions from the edge of the cartway. Mr. Vargish asked Mr.
Miller that in his professional opinion did the application and all the exhibits comply with all the specific
standards for nursing, care, rest and retirement community, the specific standards of the Zoning
Ordinance and the special exception standards of the Zoning Ordinance of the Township of Manor and
Mr. Miller stated yes.
Linda Strauss asked that the applicant consider more environmentally current surfaces rather
than everything macadam. Mr. Miller stated that is a possibility.
Mr. Wenzel questioned the number of handicap spaces. Mr. Miller referred to Exhibit A#47
Page 2 and indicated that the total number required per the Ordinance is five percent, which are 69
spaces. The applicant is providing 358 spaces throughout the site. Mr. Miller referred to Exhibit #A5
where the spaces were shown. The spaces for the independent living units are accessible spaces and
that is why the number seems high. The normal number of handicap spaces is seen within the specific
parking areas. The reason there is a difference in the numbers is that all the independent living units
have spaces designed to meet handicap accessible standards. Mr. Wenzel had questions on the how the
sizes of the spaces were determined. Mr. Wenzel was advised that the parking spaces are regulated by
ADA.
Mr. Schlemmer had questions regarding the facilities that are contained in the wellness center
and how they are used. Mr. Miller referred to Exhibit #A25. Mr. Schlemmer questioned the location
of the unloading and service facilities. Mr. Miller advised him that the assisted living building is the only
building in the project that requires loading areas which are in the rear of the building. Mr. Schlemmer
asked if the pond shown on the plan exists today and Mr. Miller stated no. Mr. Miller advised him that
the intent is to develop it as a stormwater management feature and a visual water feature. The intent
is to have a pond with a full time water surface and have the storage occur above that. The hydrology as
it relates to the specifics of storing water in the pond is something that will occur in detail in the land
development phase. Mr. Schlemmer had questions regarding the following: the access drives, the
boulevard, site distances, cartway widths, the position of several of the independent living units, the
setback of the buildings from the alleys, the western portion of the assisted living building, the looped
parking area, posted speed limits, the differences in titles on the plans, whether the plans would be
modified, and if the ADA standards are listed anywhere in the plans. Mr. Schlemmer questioned the
access drives to the commercial property and asked if they would be connected off site. Mr. Miller
advised him that at the land development phase, these plans will be submitted jointly so that there will
be a completed plan for these streets. The applicant stated that they felt it will be beneficial to have an
internal connection with this project to the commercial tract. Mr. Schlemmer had questions on the
housing units regarding the heating type, the maximum time frame to build out, ownership, and if there
are fees for the services offered and maintenance of the independent living units.
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Mr. McManus asked if it is correct to assume that as a condition of residency in any of the units
that are proposed for this development that there is a fee based requirement health care component
and Mr. Hogan replied absolutely.
Dave Madonna asked if the facilities will be open to the general public. Mr. Madonna was
informed that it will be for only residents with the exception of the adult daycare that will be based
upon capacity.
Barry Smith called James Caldwell who is a Township Engineer employed by Rettew Associates
to testify. At the request of the Township, Mr. Caldwell has reviewed the plans as they have been
submitted and provided a series of review letters. Mr. Caldwell was sworn in. Mr. Caldwell stated his
full name is James R. Caldwell and that he has been employed by Rettew Associates for 11 years as a
project manager and group manager. Mr. Caldwell summarized his education and job experience.
Mr. Caldwell stated he is not a professional licensed engineer. Mr. Caldwell stated that he was not
proposing to testify as an expert witness in engineering matters. Mr. Caldwell was proposing to testify
with respect to his review of plans submitted in their compliance or non compliance with the specific
Ordinances of the Township. Mr. Caldwell stated that he has testified six to eight times in cases of this
extent. Mr. Caldwell stated that he supervises other staff people in the review of the plans submitted.
Mr. Caldwell stated that he has expertise in zoning and subdivision. Mr. Caldwell stated that he would
be testifying to zoning and subdivision compliance with the various plans that have been submitted.
Mr. Vargish asked Mr. Caldwell if the review of the plans to determine compliance with zoning and
subdivision is generally one of Mr. Caldwell’s duties and responsibilities at Rettew and Mr. Caldwell
replied yes. Mr. Vargish asked Mr. Caldwell how many years has he been doing this type of work. Mr.
Caldwell advised Mr. Vargish that he has been working in this field since 1986. The Board accepted Mr.
Caldwell as an expert witness with respect to subdivision and land development and zoning related
matters.
Mr. Caldwell presented a review letter dated March 3, 2010 which was a Rettew Review #4
letter for the project and the letter was marked Board Exhibit #2. Mr. Caldwell stated that they have
been involved with the project since October of 2009 when they did the initial review. To date there
have been four completed reviews and we have met with the Applicant to discuss and resolve issues as
was indicated by some of the Applicant’s earlier testimony. There is a caveat at the beginning of the
letter that says that this review is based upon special exception and special exception criteria and there
will be additional reviews as the applicant goes through the subdivision and land development plans
pending approval by this Board of this application. On Page 2 of 3 in the March 3, 2010 letter, we have
included some suggested conditions for consideration by this Board should they decide to approve this
application. Mr. McManus asked Mr. Caldwell to give more detail as to the contents of his letter. Mr.
Caldwell stated that the letter essentially relates to outstanding issues based on all four of their reviews.
Mr. Caldwell advised the Board that there is a paragraph that states the review is performed as a special
exception application only. Based on the criteria in the Zoning Ordinance, the only comment based on
information they have not received back from the Applicant is the need to demonstrate that the use will
not substantially change the character of the subject property’s neighborhood. Mr. Caldwell stated that
he understood based on the Applicant’s responses that testimony has been provided to the Board
regarding the project not changing the character of the neighborhood; however, that information has
not been provided directly to him. Page 2 of the letter, is a summary of Mr. Schick’s comments
regarding his review of the traffic impact study information and the need for PennDot to get involved in
the project should this Board grant the special exception and the project moves forward to the land
development process. There is a general comment that based on Rettew’s work with other properties
in the vicinity and the Applicant’s proposed methods of sewage collection and conveyance, there may
be some opportunities for some more efficient installation of services. The letter is encouraging the
Applicant to take advantage of that should that opportunity become available. The letter then listed
suggested conditions should the Board render a decision in favor of the Applicant. The letter is
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recommending that the Board consider the following conditions based on Rettew’s review and feedback
from different entities and information we were provided with. 1) During the land development
process, the Applicant needs to design the site to provide the turning radii, cartway widths and
emergency equipment queuing and staging areas to fully address the comments of the Millersville Fire
Company. Mr. McManus stated that they had testimony from the traffic expert and in their review of
the plan, the plan adequately addressed the comments contained in paragraph one. Mr. Schick stated
that he has not seen an exhibit that illustrated fire trucks being able to maneuver through the site or a
turning diagram. There was no specific exhibit or example of that type of maneuvering through the site
to review to say it does meet the criteria. Mr. McManus asked Mr. Schick if that does not have a direct
bearing on lane width and orientation of drives. Mr. Schick advised him that it is typically a land
development issue. Mr. McManus asked if Mr. Schick was telling them that it is impossible to show
that configuration on a plan the nature of which is before the Board. Mr. Schick stated that he believed
that they could create a plan that would show emergency vehicles could travel throughout the property.
Mr. McManus stated that with respect to the Township’s review of the plan, it could not tell the Board
whether or not the plan adequately addresses movement into and through the track for emergency
vehicles and Mr. Schick that is correct. Mr. Caldwell stated that they have something from the fire
company advising that this needs to be address but they do not have anything from the emergency
service providers that says this was addressed; therefore, the letter from Rettew is carrying that forward
as a recommendation for the Board’s consideration. 2) Regarding responses from the school district,
the district raising busing within the project due to the street size being an issue. The Applicant
responded that they would provide provisions for transportation needs of primary and secondary
students residing within the facility and they are offering that as a recommended condition for their
consideration. 3) Questions for use of Wellness Center and as testimony were provided that they are
recommending a condition that limits the use of the Wellness Center to residents, staff and guests and
not be open or available to the general public. 4) Based upon correspondence that they received
copies from the Sewer Authority in terms of potential upgrades that may be required at the Manor Oaks
Pump Station, they are recommending including a condition that the Applicant work with the Sewer
Authority to determine those needs and how to accomplish them. Mr. McManus asked if they
determined with respect to specific criteria of the Zoning Ordinance and various articles that apply to
this particular development that other than what was just stated that the development is consistent and
in compliance with the specific standards of the Zoning Ordinance and Mr. Caldwell stated that is
correct.
Mr. Schlemmer stated Mr. Caldwell made the statement that this applies to all the standards.
Was he referring to cartway widths, parking areas, etc.? Mr. Caldwell advised Mr. Schlemmer that was
based upon their opening caveat that their review was for a special exception. Mr. Caldwell gave an
example that Mr. Miller made a comment that the streets were designed to the standards of the
Subdivision Ordinance. Mr. Caldwell stated that they have not seen profiles and other geometric design
data that demonstrates full 100% compliance with the requirements of the Subdivision Ordinance. To
the extent that they are able to, the Rettew letter can say it does comply. Mr. Caldwell stated that until
they get all the information and make a detailed review, he cannot answer Mr. Schlemmer’s question.
Mr. Wenzel stated that those issues will be taken up during the land development process and
Mr. Caldwell stated that was correct.
Linda Strauss was sworn in and read a letter that was in the newspaper as a Letter to the Editor.
Ms. Strauss read a quote from the letter that was on the internet regarding Amos Funk.
Tom Strauss was sworn in and talked about serving with Amos Funk in an organization and the
help Mr. Funk gave the Strauss’s when they were researching the viability of Homefields. Mr. Strauss
questioned the scale of this project and the naming of the project after someone who preserved
farmland and now farmland will be destroyed.
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Dave Madonna was sworn in and made a personal statement that he felt that this project is too
large for the community. He stated that the roads are not adequate to handle this project and do they
really need it or want it.
Lisa Madonna was sworn in and stated that after listening to Mr. Hogan stating this was a dream
of his, she pointed out that they also have a right. Ms. Madonna stated that they bought into an area
with farms and fields and the road was fine for their driveway but not for a village to go in. She
expressed concerns with the traffic that will be added to the roads.
Bill Boyd, 28 S. Duke Street, read a prepared statement that expressed his opposition to the
development of the Funk Farm.
Fred Funk responded to the comments made by some of the people. He stated that this farm is
zoned Rural and could not be preserved. He also indicated that this farm is not considered to be prime
agricultural soil. Mr. Funk also talked about a farm that they sold in Martic Township. Mr. Funk advised
the people that his father had sent a letter to Mr. Smith that indicated he favored this project. He
continued by stating that this farm is repeatedly referred to as the Amos Funk farm; however, he stated
that Amos Funk owned the farm for 25 years and then sold it to him in 1976. Fred Funk stated that he
has owned the farm 32 years; he developed the market and has owned the farm longer than Amos Funk
ever did.
Ms. Cleary stated that Millersville Borough is the adjacent municipality and the center line of
South Duke Street is the municipal boundary. The Borough is going to be impacted by this development.
Ms. Cleary requested that if the Board grants this special exception, that a condition is made that the
Borough be given copies of any plans filed with the Township or PennDot and also be notified of the
time, date and location of any meetings scheduled with PennDot. Ms. Cleary stated that the conditions
they are requesting should not be interpreted as a guarantee that the Borough is going to execute all
future applications that the applicant may request.
Mr. McManus asked if the Applicant wanted to agree to any conditions requested by Ms. Cleary.
Mr. Vargish stated that he believed that the Board had 45 days from the date of tonight’s hearing
assuming testimony is closed this evening to render a decision. Mr. Vargish stated that he believed it is
fairly standard practice for the Board to provide the Applicant and anyone else with the opportunity to
provide Findings of Fact and potentially legal memorandum. Mr. Vargish asked for the opportunity to
consult with his client and Mr. Miller and reply to the request for conditions at the time he gives the
Findings of Fact and Mr. Vargish will copy Ms. Cleary.
Mr. McManus stated that council may submit any suggested conditions, suggested findings, and
any Memorandum of Law they wish to provide by March 17th. Mr. McManus advised the audience
that he may meet with the Board in Executive Session prior to the decision being rendered to discuss
this matter and advise them with respect to the legal issues.
Mr. Vargish stated that they had originally laid out in the application that this would be a
development that would occur over a period of potentially 20 years. There is a section in the Zoning
Ordinance Section 604.11 that has certain time limitations pertaining to building permits and completing
construction from the time you obtain the final land development plan. The applicant has spoken to the
Township Staff and they recommended that we ask the Board to, if they approve the application, to
approve an extension of those time periods to be in accordance with a phasing plan construction time
table as approved by the Board of Supervisors in the land development plan approval process. At the
time they do their preliminary plan, there will be an extensive phasing plan for the development over a
period of years.
Mr. Vargish stated to the Board that you heard the Applicant and Ms. Carter speak fairly
passionately about the use. Mr. Vargish stated that he is not going to go into the use because he is here
to represent the Applicant on a legal basis. There were a couple of things stated this evening. People
talked about changing the Ordinance and things special to the Ordinance. In a special exception, the
Board’s duty is to review the application, testimony, plans and evidence submitted before you. Your
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job is to determine compliance with the specific criteria of the Zoning Ordinance. A special exception
unfortunately is a victim of what Mr. Vargish called poor nomenclature, because it is not special and it is
not an exception to the Ordinance. It is a permitted use that is permitted by special exception. The
difference between a permitted use and a special exception is that instead of submitting an application
to Mr. Ott to demonstrate compliance with the Ordinance, the Applicant is put to the burden of
appearing before the three of you to say yes they comply with the specific standards of the Ordinance.
We are not asking anybody to vary the Ordinance and are not asking anybody to change the zoning that
affects this property. This property is zoned Rural and the land use is permitted by special exception in
the Rural Zoning District. Mr. Vargish stated that they believe that they have demonstrated complete
compliance with all the specific criteria in the Ordinance. The developer has stated to this Board that he
is a responsible developer; he is committed to the land development approval process and takes into
consideration all the effects that the potential development may have on the surrounding neighborhood
and the adjoining municipalities. Mr. Vargish stated that they value the comments that they have heard
from residents and some people who may be residents of the Borough and they are sensitive to the
sewer, water, fire, police, and whatever effects this development may have. These are all issues that
will be flushed out in the land development approval process. As one of the Zoning Hearing Board
Members asked, you have certain plans that are called schematics. Schematics are things that the
applicant is showing. Yes they can convey sewer to this site to where it needs to be conveyed. The
ultimate design will be completed at the time that they go through the land development plan approval
process. Mr. Vargish stated that they believe they have met their burden of proof in this matter. Mr.
Vargish stated that he does not believe there is any evidence of record that this Board can hang its hat
on to demonstrate the opposition has met their burden of proof to overcome their compliance with the
specific standards of the Ordinance. Mr. Vargish thanked the Board for their time and apologized for
the amount of hearings and continuances.
Mr. McManus asked if the Applicant would extend the period of time within which the Board
can render a decision in 60 days and Mr. Vargish stated they have no objection. Mr. McManus asked for
the extension in writing.
Ms. Douglas made a motion to close testimony on Application #5-09 and render a decision on
this application on May 5 at 7:00 p.m. in this building upon the written consent of the Applicant. Mr.
Wenzel seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
The hearing was adjourned at 10:40 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary

Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer
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Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board Minutes
Wednesday, May 5, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Wednesday, May 5, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Walter Schlemmer
called the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Walter Schlemmer, Barbara Douglas and John Wenzel
Township Officials Present:
Bruce Ott and James McManus
Visitors Present:
Ed Arnold, 100 Municipal Dr.
David Madonna, 354 S. Duke St
John Hogan, 963 Skyline Dr
Fred Funk, 306 S. Duke St.
Robert & Mary McLane, Millersville
Harold Hilles, Hilles Architects
David Hartman, WGAL
Douglas Molter, Homestead Village
Minutes
Ms. Douglas made a motion to approve the March, 3, 2010 minutes as presented. Mr. Wenzel
seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Old Business
Case #5-09 - The application of John Hogan (HHF Real Estate Development, LLC), property
owned by Frederick A. Funk and located at 306 S. Duke Street, Millersville, PA 17551, Account No. 41051387-0-0000 for a special exception of Section 202.3.5 – Nursing, rest or retirement homes in
accordance with Section 441 of the Zoning Ordinance. The applicant wishes to build a nursing, rest and
retirement facility on the property. The property is zoned Rural and General Commercial Zoning District.
A decision will be rendered.
Mr. Schlemmer stated the Board heard testimony on September 2, 2009, February 18, 2010 and
March 3, 2010 regarding this case. Each member of the Board had an opportunity to independently
discuss this case with the Township Solicitor and inform Mr. McManus of their opinions. Mr. McManus
prepared a draft decision that was distributed to the Board members which they would discuss at this
time. There was no discussion and Ms. Douglas moved that the special exception application of the
HHF Real Estate Development, LLC be granted subject to certain conditions that the Solicitor will outline.
Mr. Wenzel seconded the motion. Mr. McManus stated the draft decision includes along with its
approval 11 conditions as follows: 1) The design and layout of the development shall be

substantially the same as depicted in Applicants site plan (Exhibit A-3). 2) The Applicant shall at
all times comply in all material respects with and adhere to the plans, Exhibits (as amended)
and all other evidence presented to the Board by Applicant or on its behalf at the hearings held
on September 2, 2009; February 18, 2010; and March 3, 2010. 3) Not more than 408
independent living units shall be located on the Property. 4) Not more than 48% of the
Property may be improved as impervious area. 5) All streets and access drives to, from and
within the Property shall be designed to not less than the minimum standards set forth in the
Manor Township Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance adopted June 1, 2009. 6) All
access drive setbacks, clear-sight triangles, slopes, surfacing, and widths shall be designed to

not less than the minimum standards set forth in the Manor Township Subdivision and Land
Development Ordinance adopted June 1, 2009. 7) All streets and access drives to, from and
within the Property shall be designed such that there is no impediment to or limitation of
access by local fire fighting and emergency medical services to all portions of the development.
8) All off-street loading areas and access drives to off-street loading facilities shall be designed
to not less than the minimum standards set forth in Article 3, Section 313, of the Zoning
Ordinance. 9) All ponds and impoundments shall be designed to not less than the minimum
standards set forth in Article 3, Section 302.7 of the Zoning Ordinance. 10) Unless otherwise
amended by PennDOT, the Applicant shall construct all road improvements shown on Exhibit 3
and identified in Exhibit 39A that relate to the South Duke Street and center access driveway
(the Boulevard/Access Drive to the Property); and the South Duke Street and south access
driveway. 11) The Applicant shall comply with all applicable governmental rules, ordinances
and regulations regulating the construction, access drive location and design, use and
occupation of the proposed use.
Mr. Schlemmer called for the vote which was unanimous.
The hearing was adjourned at 7:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary

Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board Minutes
Wednesday, June 2, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Wednesday, June 2, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Walter Schlemmer
called the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Walter Schlemmer, Barbara Douglas and John Wenzel
Township Officials Present: Bruce Ott and James McManus
Visitors Present:
Brooks K. Norris, LCSWMA
Stacey Morgan, 221 E. Chestnut Street, Lancaster
Minutes
Ms. Douglas made a motion to approve the minutes of the May 5, 2010 meeting as presented.
Mr. Wenzel seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
New Business
Time Extension for Case #6-09 – The application of the Lancaster County Solid Waste
Management Authority. The Zoning Hearing Board approved this application on January 6, 2010.
Accordingly, pursuant to Section 604.11 of the Zoning Ordinance, the Authority must secure a permit
and begin work towards completion within the first six months of the decision. The Authority is
requesting that the Zoning Hearing Board grant a six month extension of time to the Authority or until
January 6, 2011 to obtain a permit and begin work. The Board needs to take action on this request.
Mr. McManus stated that this is an administrative matter and this meeting is not a hearing
under the provisions of the Municipality Planning Code but rather a regular meeting of the Board to
address this administrative matter. The request was submitted pursuant to the provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance which allows the Board to grant an extension of the time in which a particular project should
be commenced and completed. Ms. Morgan was present on behalf of the Applicant and submitted a
letter to the Board dated May 10, 2010 requesting an extension. Ms. Morgan stated the six month
period expires in July and they do not have all the outside agency approvals. Mr. McManus stated this
would not change the decision of the Board or the requirements that were attached to the decision.
Mr. McManus prepared for the Board’s consideration something called an Administrative Order that if
the Board is in favor of granting this extension identifies the time limits and the application number.
Mr. Wenzel made a motion to extend the time limit to January 6, 2011 as written in the
Administrative Order. Ms. Douglas seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Ms. Morgan’s letter requesting an extension was marked as Exhibit #A and attached to the
signed and dated Administrative Order.
The meeting was adjourned at 7:10 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board Minutes
Wednesday August 4, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Wednesday, August 4, 2010 at the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Walter Schlemmer called
the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led in the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag.
Members present: Walter Schlemmer, Barbara Douglas and John Wenzel, Jr.
Township Officials Present: Bruce Ott and James McManus
Visitors present: Sidney R. Kime Jr. David Miller Associates
William C. Crosswell, Lancaster Attorney
Erin Shaub, 1129 Richmond Road
Cynthia Shaub, 2440 Water Valley Road
Earl Shaub, 2440 Water Valley Road

Minutes
Ms. Douglas made a motion to approve the minutes of the June 2, 2010 meeting as presented. Mr.
Wenzel seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
New Business
Case #1-10 – The application of Erin J. Shaub, property located at 1129 Richmond Road, Lancaster,
PA. Account Number 410-28119-0-0000 for a variance of Section 203.7.1.C – Rear Yard Setback for
Principal Structures. The Applicant would like to construct an attached 2 car garage and deck to be
located 29.5 feet from the rear property line. The property is zoned Low Density Residential (RL).
Mr. McManus asked that Mr. Ott be sworn in. Mr. McManus explained the procedure for the
meeting. Mr. Ott was sworn in and explained that he was employed as the Manor Township Zoning
Officer and in that capacity receives applications that come before this Board. Mr. Ott stated he did
receive the application #1-2010 and it is the application of Erin J. Shaub. Mr. Ott stated that he had the
notice of the time, date, place and subject matter of this hearing published in the Lancaster Newspapers
on July21, and July 28, 2010 and he has provided a copy of the proof of publication. Mr. McManus asked
if the standard application was filled out and if there was a narrative and documents attached that
include a deed and approval from some adjoining property owners. Mr. Ott stated yes. Mr. McManus
stated they will mark the application as Exhibit # 1 and any attachments sub 1A, 1B, 1C and 1D, and the
Proof of Publication as Exhibit # 2. Mr. Ott advised that the property subject to this hearing was posted
with the date, time, place and the subject matter on July 1, 2010, and in the Township lobby bulletin
board at the same time. Mr. McManus asked if there were any questions at this time. Mr. McManus
noted that Mr. Crosswell, Attorney, was present on behalf of the applicant along with Mr. Kime, from
David Miller & Associates. He also noted the applicant, Ms Shaub and her parents were present. There
was no one present to oppose the application.
Mr. Crosswell, Mr. Kime, Ms Erin Shaub and Cynthia and Earl Shaub were sworn in.
Mr. Crosswell, representing the applicant, distributed an entry of appearance and noted to Mr.
McManus that he had pre-marked the exhibits. Mr. McManus noted he will change the Proof of
Publication to Board Exhibit #1 and the application will be Board Exhibit #2. Mr. Crosswell distributed
the deed to the property marking it as Exhibit #A1, noting that the applicant purchased the property in

May of 2010 and he went over the description of the property. Mr. Crosswell distributed an information
map of the property from the Lancaster County GIS marking it as Exhibit #A2.
Mr. Crosswell stated that the applicant is requesting a variance for the rear yard setback. He noted
the requirement is a 35 foot setback for principal structures and the applicant is requesting a variance of
5.5 feet to allow a setback of 29.5 feet. He stated if the applicant would erect a detached garage it
would only need to have a 5 foot setback from the rear property line if it does not exceed 15 feet in
height and this garage attached to the principal structure does not exceed 15 feet. He listed the lot area
at 13,699 square feet, and the ordinance requires 15,000 square feet explaining that this is a non
conforming lot predating any zoning regulations. Mr. Crosswell noted the reasons that Ms Shaub wishes
to modernize the property. He stated there were few changes since it was built in the 1960’s. He also
explained the deck that was proposed on the plans. He went over the slope and the layout of the land
and structures. He stated that there were five letters from neighbors that had no objections to this
proposal. Mr. Crosswell stated that it is the contention of the applicant that this variance will not alter
the character of the neighborhood.
Mr. Kime provided the Board with a drawing for the garage marking it Exhibit #3. He explained that
the configuration and topographic features of the property and the location of the dwelling on the lot
has existed for many years. He stated the present garage area is very hard to get into without make
several maneuvers to get the car in. He noted the size of the proposed garage and the reasons that it
will be a functional two car garage. He stated it is one story and matches the house nicely, making it an
improvement to the property. He explained why this style and layout would be more desirable than a
detached garage where it would be permitted 5 feet from the rear property line.
Mr. Wenzel asked several questions about the landscape of the property. Mr. Shlemmer asked
several questions about granting the de minimis variance. Mr. Crosswell explained that he felt it would
be in accordance with the courts to grant this. Mr. Schlemmer asked Mr. Kime if there were any posts in
the existing garage, if the proposal is for a one or two car garage and if the residential area had any
restrictions to parking on the street. Mr. Kime stated it is a two car garage with no posts in the center
and he was not aware of any restrictions for parking. Mr. Schlemmer asked several questions about the
proposed deck that is attached to the garage and house. Mr. Kime explained the proposed deck will be
directly off the kitchen area and approximately four foot above ground. Mr. McManus asked Mr. Kime
what the lot coverage will be. Mr. Kime stated the regulation is 30% lot coverage and with the proposed
deck and garage there will be 29.3% coverage.
Mr. McManus asked if there were any other questions or if anyone else wanted to speak. Mr. Earl
Shaub, father of the applicant, stated that he and his wife are supporting their daughter in efforts to
update this property with the proposed improvements, and hoped that the Board would grant this
request.
Mr. Schlemmer stated this concludes this hearing and the decision will be announced at the next
Zoning Hearing Meeting on September 1, 2010 at 7 P.M.
The meeting was adjourned at 7:40 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary
Recording secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board Minutes

Wednesday, September 1, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Wednesday, September 1, 2010 at the
Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Walter
Schlemmer called the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led in the Pledge of
Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Walter Schlemmer, Barbara Douglas and John Wenzel, Jr.
Township Officials Present:
Bruce Ott and James McManus
Visitors Present:
Earl & Cynthia Shaub, 2440 Water Valley Rd.
Erin Shaub, 2440 Water Valley Rd.
Minutes
There were no additions or corrections to the minutes. Mr. Wenzel made a motion to approve
the August 4, 2010 minutes as drafted. Ms. Douglas seconded the motion and the motion carried
unanimously.
Old Business
Case #1-10 - The application of Erin J. Shaub, property located at 1129 Richmond Road,
Lancaster, PA . Account Number 410-28119-0-0000 for a variance of Section 203.7.1.C – Rear Yard
Setback for Principal Structures. The Applicant would like to construct an attached 2 car garage and deck
to be located 29.5 feet from the rear property line. The property is zoned Low Density Residential (RL).
A decision will be rendered.
Mr. Schlemmer stated each Board member independently had a discussion with Mr. McManus
regarding their opinions on this case. Mr. McManus has provided the Board with a draft decision which
they will discuss at this time. There was no discussion and Ms. Douglas made a motion that the
variance to the provisions of Section 203.7.1.C of the Zoning Ordinance to allow the construction of an
attached two-car garage and deck to be located 29.5 feet from the rear property line of the Property
located at 1129 Richmond Road, Lancaster, Pennsylvania, Account No. 410-28119-0-0000 is granted
subject to the following conditions: 1) The Applicant shall at all times comply with and adhere to the
plans, Exhibits and all other evidence presented to the Board by Applicant or on her behalf at the
hearing held on August 4, 2010. 2) The Applicant shall comply with all other applicable governmental
rules, ordinances and regulations regulating the construction, use and occupation of the proposed uses.
Any violation of the conditions contained in this Decision shall be a violation of the Zoning Ordinance
and shall be subject to the penalties and remedies as set forth in the Pennsylvania Municipalities
Planning Code. The foregoing Decision shall be binding upon the Applicant, her successors in interest
and assigns. Mr. Wenzel seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.

Mr. McManus pointed out that there was an error in the Roman Numerals on the Decision. The
Decision should be Roman Numeral III not IV.

The hearing was adjourned at 7:10 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary

Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board Minutes

Wednesday, November 3, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Wednesday, November 3, 2010 at the
Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Vice Chairman Barbara
Douglas called the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led in the Pledge of Allegiance
to the Flag.
Members Present:
Barbara Douglas, John Wenzel and Brandon Clark
Township Officials Present:
Bruce Ott and James R. McManus
Visitors Present:
Tammy L. & Kevin Bauman, 1071 Letort Rd., Conestoga
Minutes
Mr. Wenzel moved to approve the September 1, 2010 minutes.
New Business
Case #2-10 – The application of Tammy L. Bauman property located at 1071 Letort Road,
Conestoga, PA, Account No. 410-68790-0-0000 for a special exception 201.3.3 in accordance with
Section 433 – Home Occupation. The Applicant would like to have a therapeutic massage business in
the home. The property is zoned Agricultural (A). Ms. Douglas turned the meeting over to Mr.
McManus.
Mr. McManus requested Mr. Ott be sworn in. Mr. Ott stated that he is the Zoning Officer for
Manor Township and in that capacity receives and administers the applications before the Zoning
Hearing Board. Mr. Ott received the application indexed Case #2-10 of Tammy L. Bauman that is before
the Board. The date, time, place and subject matter was advertised in the Lancaster Newspapers on
October 20 and 27, 2010. Mr. Ott provided the Proof of Publication. Mr. Ott posted the property with
the date, time, place and subject matter on October 15, 2010. The date, time, place and subject matter
was also posted in the Lobby of the Township Building on October 15, 2010. Mr. McManus stated the
application is signed by Tammy L. Bauman and the application consists of the Township Form
Application together with a five page outline narrative, an attachment captioned Lancaster School of
Cosmetology, Therapy Body Work Certificate, American Massage Therapy Association Certificate, a set
of plans on four sheets captioned Bauman Residence at 1071 Letort Road with a date of 10/04/10. Mr.
Ott stated that was the application presented. Mr. McManus asked that the application together with
all the attachments be marked Exhibit #1 and Proof of Publication Exhibit #2. Mr. Ott advised the Board
that a list of adjoining property owners were part of the application and all five of the adjoiners were
sent a notification of this hearing that was sent in the same manner by which this hearing has been
advertised in the ways testified to. There were no questions regarding the manner the hearing was
advertised and notices given. Mr. McManus noted two persons in attendance, the Applicant and the
Applicant’s spouse. Mr. McManus requested that Mr. & Mrs. Bauman be sworn in. Mr. McManus
asked that the sheets referred to during testimony be referred to as Exhibit #1 Sheet 1, 2, 3, or 4 as
amended or as not amended.
Tammy Bauman stated to the Board that she is applying under the Zoning Ordinance Section
201.3 for a special exception use listed as #3 Home Occupation. The filing requirements include the
ground floor plans and elevations of proposed structures. Ms. Bauman stated that no new structures
are proposed. The names and addresses of the adjoining property owners are included in the narrative

and they are as follows: James Binkle, Gary Stoudt, Donald and Rose Frey, James and Pam Humbert and
Frey Dairy Farm. A scaled drawing site plan of the site with sufficient detail and accuracy to
demonstrate compliance with all applicable provisions of this Ordinance is attached and is Sheet 1 of 4.
A written description of the proposed use in sufficient detail to demonstrate compliance with all
applicable provisions of this Ordinance is attached. Ms. Bauman stated that she is proposing an in home
therapeutic massage business. She stated that she is a certified massage therapist applying for her state
license. She is an American Massage Therapy Association, member ID#1250809, which is an individual
Professional Liability Insurance Program. Ms. Bauman stated that the business will provide professional
therapeutic pain and stress relief massage. The hours will be by appointment only Monday thru Friday 8
a.m. to 9 p.m. and Saturday 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. She stated that she has adequate lighting, parking and will
have handicap accessibility. Ms. Bauman stated that her business will be consistent with the purpose
and intent of the Zoning Ordinance, will not detract from the use and enjoyment of adjoining or nearby
properties, will not substantially change the character of the neighborhood, there are adequate public
facilities available to serve the proposed use, the business is not in the floodplain and the business is in
compliance with criteria listed in Article 4 of the Ordinance. Ms. Bauman reviewed the requirements in
Section 433. Section 433.1 – the property is within an agricultural zone and home occupations are
permitted by special exception. Section 433.2 - the primary use of the residence will clearly be for living
purposes. Section 433.3 - no more than two persons, one of which being herself, the resident of the
dwelling will be engaged in the home occupation. Her business will primarily be herself with occasional
second therapist in times of couples massage. Section 433.4 - no more than one occupation will be
occupying the dwelling unit. Section 433.5 - the home occupation will not alter the appearance of the
building as a dwelling unit. Section 433.6 - no mechanical equipment will be employed in her home
occupation other than that customarily utilized for a hobby or domestic purposes. Section 433.7 - there
will be no sales of any goods or merchandise, other than those produced on the premises. 433.8 - there
will be no manufacturing on the premises other than the products of customary hobbies. Section 433.9
- no goods will be publicly displayed on the premises. 433.10 - the home occupation is limited to not
more than 15% of the net floor area of the dwelling area. See attachment 604.3.1.c The business area
includes a 55 square feet sitting room inside the door, 2 hallways, one being 79 square feet and the
other hallway is 39 square feet, the bathroom is 73 square feet, and the massage room is 140 square
feet. The total area is 386 square feet. The total square footage of the living space without the garages
is 3216 square feet; therefore, the business will occupy less than 12.5%. Section 433.11- there will be
no accessory building or structure utilized for purposes of her home occupation. Section 433.12 - the
residence has 2 – 1 car garages for the residential parking requirement, and adequate parking for 1
employee, and 2 clients which would be the maximum at one time. Also, there is enough room in the
driveway to turn around and exit pulling out. There will be 1 handicap parking space and the handicap
access to the residence will be portable as permissible by Joshua A. Nelson, Inspector, because clients
will be by appointments only. Section 433.13 - an advertising sign will not exceed 8 square feet and will
not be higher than 5 feet tall and will be 10 feet from the road right-of-way (26 ½ ft. from centerline of
road, as per road docket #10 page 229-2-1805 Lancaster County Court House) and will have the house
number included on sign. Ms. Bauman stated that this is what is allowed for a sign but she has not
reached the point of looking for a sign. Section 433.14 – As part of the application, attachments of her
certification to practice as a certified massage therapist, and her AMTA liability insurance membership
are attached. She stated that she will be applying for her PA Massage License when the state has that
all finalized. Section 605.3.G - that she will not impair the integrity of the Township’s Comprehensive
Plan. Ms. Bauman advised the Board that the lot coverage is 5.58%. She stated that her driveway
coverage is 6020 square feet and the house coverage is 2176 square feet which totals 8196 square feet.
She stated that that gives total lot coverage of 5.58%. Ms. Bauman stated that she attached a summary
of the square footages of each area.

Mr. Wenzel had questions regarding the lighting, parking spot #3, and asked what portable
accessibility was and where would it be located. Ms. Bauman explained that the lighting is indicated on
the site plan and it was sufficient for the business. She explained the parking and stated that there was
adequate parking space. Ms. Bauman explained that the ramp would be portable and that she would
have to meet with the Inspector to verify the location of the ramp. Mr. Wenzel questioned the width of
the front door and Mr. Bauman stated that it was 36 inches wide.
Mr. McManus had questions on the access to the garage. Mr. McManus asked how the location
of customer parking was determined. Ms. Bauman stated she wanted them to be able to turn around
and exit the driveway pulling out. Mr. McManus asked Ms. Bauman to show them how the vehicles
would maneuver to exit by pulling out. Mr. Ott verified there is plenty of room to turn around in the
driveway. Mr. McManus stated that on Sheet 1 of 4 parking space #3 is there enough room to enter
the driveway and get to the back of the house where the garages are located and not interfere with
parking space #3. Mr. McManus asked if the parking space was to scale. Mr. Ott stated 1” equals 25’.
Mr. McManus asked Mr. Ott if he determined if the parking spaces shown on the plan comply with the
dimensional requirements and locations in the Zoning Ordinance for off street parking. Mr. Ott stated it
looks like it is close. Mr. McManus asked if there is enough room in the front of the house area to
relocate space #1 to the other side of the driveway so that it is not required to exit into the roadway.
Ms. Bauman stated yes and pointed out another spot on the plan where the parking space could be
moved to. Mr. McManus asked if it is Ms. Bauman’s testimony that there are other areas on the
property that would be suitable for the required number of spaces in the dimensions required by the
Zoning Ordinance and Ms. Bauman replied yes. Mr. McManus verified that no more than two clients
would be present on the property at any one time and Ms. Bauman replied that was correct. Mr.
McManus asked if that means when clients are scheduled there is a period of time between
appointments. Ms. Bauman advised she leaves at least one-half hour between appointments. Mr.
McManus asked if Ms. Bauman has on site water and septic. Ms. Bauman stated they are on site. Mr.
McManus asked if the massage theraphy used will require any additional water that they would need to
modify any of their sewage or water facilities. Ms. Bauman replied no. Mr. McManus verified that the
State License is the one that is pending. Mr. McManus asked if it is Ms. Bauman’s testimony she would
not begin to operate the business until she receives the Pennsylvania License. Ms. Bauman stated she
is legal to operate the business before she receives the Pennsylvania License. Ms. Bauman stated the
Pennsylvania License is not needed until October 2011. Mr. McManus asked that if in terms of licensing
does Ms. Bauman possess the professional qualifications of a massage therapist such that she can
engage in this home occupation and Ms. Bauman replied correct. Mr. McManus asked by virtue of
which licenses or accreditations. Ms. Bauman stated she has completed 600 hours of massage therapy
schooling which give her the certification of massage therapy. Mr. McManus stated the license under
which she would practice presently is the Lancaster School of Cosmetology and Therapeutic Body Works
Certificate and Ms. Bauman replied correct. Mr. McManus asked if that is a certificate she is required
to maintain annually. Ms. Bauman stated the requirement is biannually and she is required to take
continuing courses to maintain the license. Mr. McManus asked if it is a state agency. Ms. Bauman
stated the school is state accredited. Mr. McManus verified the license is a license of the school not the
state. Ms. Bauman advised the state license is only becoming available. Ms. Bauman stated if anyone
goes to a state accredited school for 500 hours you will be certified as a massage therapist. From her
understanding with the new laws, in October 2011 you must have a state license to do massage therapy
in the State of Pennsylvania. Mr. McManus asked if Ms. Bauman was going to commence this activity
as a certified massage therapist by the Lancaster School of Cosmetology and Ms. Bauman replied
correct. Mr. McManus asked what happens if she does not take her continuing education courses? Ms.
Bauman stated she is not sure how they follow up on the continued education. Mr. McManus stated it
is Ms. Bauman’s intention to comply with all State Licensing but until that time Ms. Bauman is going to

open up shop under the Lancaster School of Cosmetology Certification procedure which is not a state or
any government issued license and Ms. Bauman stated correct. Mr. McManus asked how the
certification is regulated and Ms. Bauman stated she does not think there is anything that has to be
done at this point and that is why the State is stepping in.
Mr. Wenzel asked if Ms. Bauman could possibly have an employee. Ms. Bauman stated that
she would need to have a second therapist in the case of a couples massage. Mr. Wenzel asked where
the employee would park. Ms. Bauman advised him that is why she has three parking spaces.
Mr. McManus asked if Mr. Bauman joined in the application since he is the owner of the
property and Mr. Bauman replied yes.
Ms. Douglas stated that they would adjourn the hearing and make a decision at their December
1, 2010 meeting in the Township Office at 7:00p.m.
Mr. Wenzel moved to adjourn the hearing and the hearing was adjourned at 7:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board Minutes
Wednesday, December 1, 2010

Time: 7:00 P.M.

The Manor Township Zoning Hearing Board met on Wednesday, December 1, 2010 at the
Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Vice Chairman Barbara
Douglas called the meeting to order, introduced the Board Members and led in the Pledge of Allegiance
to the flag.
Members Present:
Barbara Douglas and John Wenzel
Member Absent:
Brandon Clark
Township Officials Present:
Bruce Ott and James R. McManus
Visitors Present:
Tammy L. & Kevin Bauman, 1071 Letort Rd., Conestoga
Minutes
Ms. Douglas asked if there were any corrections or additions to the November 3, 2010 minutes.
Mr. Wenzel made a motion to approve the November 3, 2010 minutes as presented. Ms. Douglas
seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Old Business
Case #2-10 – The application of Tammy L. Bauman property located at 1071 Letort Road,
Conestoga, PA, Account No. 410-68790-0-0000 for a special exception 201.3.3 in accordance with
Section 433 – Home Occupation. The Applicant would like to have a therapeutic massage business in
the home. The property is zoned Agricultural (A). A decision will be rendered.
Mr. McManus stated for the record the Board had a quorum with only two members present
but if the applicant would like to wait until all three Board Members were present the hearing would be
continued. Ms. Bauman stated she would like to proceed with the hearing.
Ms. Douglas stated each board member was contacted by Mr. McManus for their opinions
regarding the case. Mr. McManus prepared a draft decision that they would discuss at this time. There
was no discussion and Mr. Wenzel made a motion that the application of Tammy L. Bauman for a special
exception to operate a therapeutic massage business as a home occupation within a portion of her
residence at 1071 Letort Road, Conestoga, Pennsylvania, Parcel Account No. 410-68790-0-0000,
pursuant to the provisions of Sections 201.3.3; 433 and 605.3 of the Manor Township Zoning Ordinance
is hereby granted subject to the following conditions which the Board deems the minimum necessary to
adequately protect adjoining properties and preserve the character of the neighborhood within which
the Property is located: 1) Applicant shall adhere to the facts and dimensional criteria contained in her
application, Exhibits, plot plan and floor plans, as well as all testimony presented by the Applicant at the
hearing held on November 3, 2010. 2) Not more than two persons, at least one of whom shall be a
residence of the dwelling may be engaged in the proposed business. 3) The area of the proposed
business, including the intended lavatory, shall not exceed 386 square feet. 4) Applicant shall provide
for three (3) off-street parking spaces on the Property which spaces shall comply with the dimensional
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance and shall be so located such that no vehicle will be required to
back onto Letort Road to exit the Property. 5) Applicant shall obtain the appropriate massage therapy
license from the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania prior to opening the proposed business on the
Property. 6) Applicant shall comply with all applicable State and local regulations regarding the
construction, use and operation of the proposed business. Any violation of the conditions contained in
this Decision shall be considered a violation of the Zoning Ordinance and shall be subject to the
penalties and remedies as set forth in the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code. The foregoing

Decision shall be binding upon the Applicant, her successors in interest and assigns. Ms. Douglas
seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Ms. Douglas stated the Board received a letter from Mr. Schlemmer advising he would not be
renewing his commitment to be on the Zoning Hearing Board and expressing his appreciation for the
opportunity to contribute to the Township. Ms. Douglas stated that Mr. Schlemmer has served six
years on the Zoning Hearing Board.
There was no further business and Ms. Douglas adjourned the hearing at 7:10 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

John D. Wenzel, Jr.
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission
Wednesday, January 27, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met at the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950
West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA on Wednesday, January 27, 2010 at 8:30 am. Chairman Mark Harris
led those in attendance in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:

Mark Harris, Todd Graeff and Jay Breneman

Re-organization
Mr. Graeff made a motion to retain Mark Harris as Chairman. Mr. Breneman seconded the
motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Breneman made a motion to retain Todd Graeff as Secretary. Mr. Harris seconded the
motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Harris stated there was no old or new business and the meeting was adjourned at 8:35 am.

Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission Minutes
Wednesday, February 24, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met on Wednesday, February 24, 2010 at 8:30 a.m. in
the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Mark Harris
led the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Member Absent:

Mark Harris and Todd Graeff
Jay Breneman

There was no old or new business; therefore, Chief Graeff made a motion to adjourn the
meeting which was seconded by Mark Harris. The meeting was adjourned at 8:35 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary

Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission Minutes
Wednesday, March 31, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met on Wednesday, March 31, 2010 at 8:30 a.m., in
the Manor Township Municipal Building at 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Todd Graeff led the
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Member Absent:

Todd Graeff and Jay Breneman
Mark Harris

There was no old or new business and on motion of Jay Breneman the meeting was adjourned
at 8:35 a.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary

Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission
Wednesday, April 28, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950
West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA on Wednesday, April 28, 2010 at 8:30 a.m. Chairman Mark Harris led
the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:

Mark Harris, Jay Breneman and Todd Graeff

Old Business
Mr. Harris advised that Officer Gardner had completed a traffic study on July 24, 2004 for the
development of Westwood Green, copy of which was provided to the members of the Commission.
Mr. Harris stated this development is moving forward to finish the paving and desire to have the streets
dedicated to the Township sometime this year. Mr. Harris questioned the “No Parking” signs that were
recommended in the 2004 study. After discussion, the Commission agreed that another traffic study
needs to be done. Chief Graeff advised he would ask Officer Gardner to do another traffic study for
Westwood Green pertaining to “No Parking” areas.
New Business
Mr. Harris indicated that Kilgannon Lane and Broadstone Street in the development of Woods
Edge are being prepared for dedication. There are no postings on these streets. Chief Graeff made a
motion to have a traffic study completed for the posting of speed limit signs, stop signs and no parking
signs on Kilgannon Lane and Broadstone Street. Jay Breneman seconded the motion and the motion
carried unanimously.
There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 8:45 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission

Wednesday, May 26, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met on Wednesday, May 26, 2010 at 8:30 a.m. in the
Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Mark Harris led
the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Member Absent:

Mark Harris and Todd Graeff
Jay Breneman

Old Business
Mr. Harris stated at last month’s meeting they had requested traffic studies be completed for
Houffman Place in Westwood Green and Kilgannon and Broadstone Streets in Woods Edge
Development.
Chief Graeff gave a report on the following traffic studies completed by Officer Gardner.
After completing a traffic study for Broadstone Street, Officer Gardner recommends that the
continuation of the twenty five (25) MPH speed zone is established and a Stop Sign be placed at the
intersection of Broadstone Street and Stonemill Road. Based on roadway width there is presently no
need for parking restrictions. Officer Gardner’s study indicated Broadstone Street is 36’ in width and
Mr. Harris questioned the width stating he believed it was a 28’ width. Mr. Harris indicated he would
measure the width of the street. Chief Graeff made a motion to place Stop Sign at the intersection of
Broadstone Street and Stonemill Road and post 25 mph speed limit signs. If the road width is
determined to be 28’, post “No Parking” signs on the side of road of Mr. Harris’s discretion. Mr. Harris
seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
After completing a traffic study for Kilgannon Lane, Officer Gardner recommends that the
continuation of the twenty five (25) MPH speed zone is established and a Stop Sign be placed a the
intersection of Kilgannon Lane and Stonemill Road. Officer Gardner’s study indicated Kilgannon Lane is
36’ in width and Mr. Harris indicated he believed the road width was 28’ wide. Mr. Harris indicated he
would measure the width of the street. Chief Graeff made a motion to post 25 mph speed limit signs
and place a stop sign at the intersection of Kilgannon Lane and Stonemill Road. If the road width is
determined to be 28’, post “No parking” signs on the side of the road of Mr. Harris’s discretion. Mr.
Harris seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
After completing a traffic study for Houffman Place, Officer Gardner recommend that the “No
Parking” signs remain at the above intersection with an additional sign stated “No Parking Here to
Corner”. This restricts parking within the intersection and does not restrict the turning movements of
emergency services. Mr. Harris made a motion to accept Officer Gardner’s recommendation. Chief
Graeff seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 8:35 a.m.
Mr. Harris verified that Kilgannon Lane and Broadstone Street are 28’ wide.

Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission
Wednesday, June 30, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met Wednesday, June 30, 2010 at 8:30 a.m. in the
Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Mark Harris led
the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:

Mark Harris, Todd Graeff and Jay Breneman

Old Business
Mr. Harris stated as an update the sign at Westwood Green “No Parking Here to Curb” has been
erected.
Broadstone Street and Kilgannon Lane have been staked for the PA One Call. Those signs will
not be installed until after the paving which is scheduled for July 5th.
New Business
Mr. Harris advised that Royal Road extension is scheduled to be paved July 7th. The stop sign
and street signs will be moved from the old section of Royal Road and placed on the Royal Road
extension. Mr. Harris suggested that a 25 mph speed limit sign be placed on the Royal Road extension
just off Centerville Road to be consistent. Mr. Breneman and Mr. Graeff agreed that a 25 mph speed
limit sign should be posted.
Mr. Breneman made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Graeff seconded the motion and
the meeting was adjourned at 8:37 a.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission
Wednesday, July 28, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met Wednesday, July 28, 2010 at 8:30 a.m. in the Manor
Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Mark Harris led those in
attendance in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:

Mark Harris, Todd Graeff and Jay Breneman.

Old Business
Mr. Harris updated that paving has been completed and the no parking signs and the speed limit
signs have been posted on Kilgannon Lane and Broadstone Street. He noted those streets should be
ready for the dedication procedure.
New Business
Mr. Harris noted that he received a call from Randy Smith, 2710 Royal Road, regarding speeding and
using Royal Road as a shortcut through from Columbia Avenue. He noted Mr. Smith wanted speed
bumps installed and Mr. Harris informed him that the Township does not install them and explained the
process for a traffic study. Mr. Harris also noted that he has placed the traffic counter on Royal Road at
this time.
The Board also discussed several intersections and the visibility from growing corn fields.

There being no further business, Mr. Graeff made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Breneman
seconded the motion and the meeting was adjourned at 8:35 A.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Rita J. Young

Manor Township Traffic Commission
Wednesday, August 25, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met on Wednesday, August 25, 2010 at 8:30 a.m. in
the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Mark Harris
led those in attendance in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Visitors Present:

Mark Harris, Jay Brenneman and Todd Graeff
Jeff Ott, 2204 Stratford Rd.
John May
Allen Kreider

Old Business
Mr. Harris stated in response to a telephone call from Randy Smith at 2410 Royal Road
requesting speed bumps, the Commission members requested a traffic study. Mr. Harris advised he
placed the traffic counter between Kimberly Road and S. Centerville Road on July 27 to August 2. There
were 3,030 vehicles included in the survey and the average speed was 25 mph. The road is posted with
25 mph speed limit signs. Mr. Harris stated he was unable to reach Mr. Smith by telephone to inform
him of the study results. In Mr. Harris opinion based on the traffic study, speed bumps are not
warranted and this is a no action item.
New Business
Jeff Ott, 2204 Stratford Road requested brake retarder signs be placed on Millersville Road.
After discussion, Mr. Harris stated he would contacted Penn Dot and find out the criteria for restrictions
on the use of jake brakes and the procedure to follow in requesting the restrictions. The Commission
members are not in favor of township wide restrictions on jake brakes. Mr. Harris suggested that Mr.
Ott as well as any other citizens interested in having the restrictions on jake brakes placed on Millersville
Road contact Penn Dot.
Chief Graeff made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Brenneman seconded the motion and
the meeting was adjourned at 8:45 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission
Wednesday, September 29, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met on Wednesday, September 29, 2010 at 8:30 a.m.
in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Mark
Harris led those in attendance in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Member Absent:

Mark Harris and Todd Graeff
Jay Breneman

Old Business
Mr. Harris gave an update regarding the request by Mr. Ott for jake brake restrictions on
Millersville Road. Chief Graeff had contacted PennDot and was in a receipt of a letter from PennDot
indicating they would give a decision regarding jake brake restrictions on Millersville Road within 30
days.
New Business
The Commission received a letter from Jerry and Janice Jack, 34 Sunrise Terrace, Millersville,
stating they have a handicapped child and they are requesting a handicap parking space in front of their
residence. Mr. & Mrs. Jack indicated that they are aware that a handicap parking space can be used by
anyone with handicap tags. Mr. Harris stated Sunrise Terrace is a heavily parked area and he is in favor
of establishing a handicap parking space. Mr. Harris made a motion to approve the request for a
handicap parking space at 34 Sunrise Terrace. Chief Graeff seconded the motion and the motion
carried unanimously. Chief Graeff will contact Mr. & Mrs. Jack and advise them of the Commission’s
decision.
Mr. Harris stated that Sawgrass Drive, Copperstone Court and Chandler Lane are streets in
Crossgates Phase VII that now have vehicle traffic but do not have stop signs or speed limit signs. Mr.
Harris indicated that the streets have a cartway width of 28 feet and when the cartways are reduced to
28 feet there is parking restrictions on one side of the street. Mr. Harris made a motion to request that
Officer Gary Gardner do traffic studies for Sawgrass Drive, Copperstone Court and Chandler Lane in the
Development of Crossgates Phase VII pertaining to placement of stop signs, speed limit signs and
parking restrictions on one side of the street. Chief Graeff seconded the motion and the motion carried
unanimously.
Mr. Harris made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Chief Graeff seconded the motion and the
meeting was adjourned at 8:40 a.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission Minutes
Wednesday, October 27, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met Wednesday, October 27, 2010 at 8:30 a.m. in the
Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Mark Harris led
those in attendance in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present: Mark Harris, Todd Graeff and Jay Breneman
Mr. Harris indicated the Commission has received a thank you card from Mr. & Mrs. Jack
expressing their thanks for the handicap parking sign that was erected upon their request at last
month’s meeting.
Old Business
The Commission was in receipt of a letter from Pennsylvania Department of Transportation that
was in response to correspondence sent to them by Chief Graeff regarding the restriction of engine
brake retarders on Millersville Road. After completing a Traffic Engineering and Safety Study,
PennDOT determined the criteria were met to restrict Engine Brake Retarders. They authorize the
installation of two “Brake Retarders Prohibited Next ½ Mile and two “End Brake Retarder Prohibition”
signs on Millersville Road. PennDOT indicated it would be the responsibility of Manor Township to
purchase, erect and maintain the signs.
There was discussion regarding safety issues, enforcement of the restrictions and the possibility
of requests for the restrictions in other areas of the Township. After discussion, Mr. Breneman made a
motion to install the signs for the restriction on engine brake retarder use as per request on Millersville
Road. Chief Graeff seconded the motion and the motion carried 2 to 1.
Chief Graeff stated he had a traffic study from Officer Gardner for Phase VII of Crossgates
Development. Based on the roadway designs submitted and the development layout, Off. Gardner
recommended that a 25 MPH Speed Limit be established for Sawgrass Drive, Copperstone Court and
Chandler Lane.
Based on the roadway design, Off. Gardner recommended that Stop Signs be established at the
following locations:
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

On Sawgrass Drive @ Murrycross Way
On Sawgrass Drive @ Chandler Lane
On Chandler Lane @ Murrycross Way
On Copperstone Court @ Sawgrass Drive (at both exits onto Sawgrass Drive)
On Maguire Court @ Copperstone Court (east exit)

Maguire Court by design is to be a One Way roadway. A “One Way Sign” should be placed at the west
entrance of Maguire Court and a “Do Not Enter Sign” placed at the east exit facing Copperstone Court.
Sawgrass Drive, Copperstone Court and Changler Lane are 28 feet in width. Off. Gardner advised the
width of these roadways is not sufficient to allow parking on both sides of the roadways. Off. Gardner
recommended that “No Parking This Side of Street” be placed on the above streets. The signs should be
erected on the sides of the streets where the fire hydrants are to be installed.

Chief Graeff made a motion to accept Officer Gardner’s Traffic Study Report. Mr. Breneman
seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
Mr. Harris advised he had talked to Mr. Smith regarding holding Traffic Commission meeting
every other month beginning in January 2011. The Traffic Commission members were in agreement
with Mr. Harris. Mr. Breneman made a motion to look at the idea of holding the Traffic Commission
meeting every other month. Chief Graeff seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously.
There being no further business Chief Graeff made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Harris
seconded the motion and the meeting was adjourned at 9:08 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission Minutes
Wednesday, November 24, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met on Wednesday, November 24, 2010 at 8:30 a.m.
in the Manor Township Municipal Building located at 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman
Mark Harris led those in attendance in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Member Absent:

Mark Harris and Todd Graeff
Jay Breneman

Old Business
Mr. Harris indicated he spoke with Mr. Smith for an update on the Commission’s suggestion to
meet every other month. Mr. Smith advised he will bring the suggestion before the Supervisors and the
decision is forthcoming.
There being no further business Chief Graeff made a motion to adjourn and Mr. Harris seconded
the motion. The meeting was adjourned at 8:35 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

Manor Township Traffic Commission Minutes
Wednesday, December 29, 2010

Time: 8:30 A.M.

The Manor Township Traffic Commission met on Wednesday, December 29, 2010, at 8:30 a.m.
in the Manor Township Municipal Building, 950 West Fairway Drive, Lancaster, PA. Chairman Mark
Harris led those in attendance in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.
Members Present:
Visitor Present:

Mark Harris, Todd Graeff and Jay Breneman
Jon Knaub, 80 Municipal Drive, Millersville

Mr. Harris advised that on direction from the Board of Supervisors the Traffic Commission
meetings will be held as needed in 2011. After discussion, the Commission decided the deadline for
requests for the Traffic Commission will be the Friday before the date of the meeting. If the Traffic
Commission meeting is cancelled, the cancellation will be placed on the web site and a notice will be
posted on the bulletin board in the main lobby of the Municipal Building.
New Business
Jon Knaub, 80 Municipal Drive, Millersville, President of the Manor Oaks Homeowner’s
Association was present. Mr. Knaub requested “No Parking” signs be placed on Knollwood Road off
Letort Road to the second intersection with Cartledge Lane. After discussion, Mark Harris made a
motion that based on the history of the project and density of the development that “No Parking” signs
be placed on the section of Knollwood Road off Letort Road to the second intersection with Cartledge
Lane and Knollwood Road.
Chief Graeff questioned if signs should be placed on the second Cartledge Lane that states “No
Parking Here to the Corner”. Mr. Harris amended his motion to add an additional sign “No Parking
Here to Corner” be placed on the second Cartledge Lane 30 feet west of the intersection of the second
Cartledge Lane and Knollwood Road. Mr. Graeff seconded the motion and the motion carried
unanimously.
Mr. Harris advised Mr. Knaub to pass on to the contractor who the Homeowner’s Association
contracts to plow snow to refrain from placing snow in the street. Mr. Harris advised it is illegal to place
snow in the street and the Public Works Department must remove the snow.
There was no further business and Chief Graeff made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr.
Breneman seconded the motion and the meeting was adjourned at 8:45 a.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Todd A. Graeff
Secretary
Recording Secretary
Evelyn Rineer

