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MINUTES 
Lancaster County Planning Commission 

June 16, 2026, 6:00 p.m. 
 
Chairman Richards called the meeting to order at 6:01 p.m. 
 
1. Roll Call: Quorum is present (6 Commissioners) 
Commissioners Present:   
Richard Crandall, District 1   T. Yokima Cureton, District 2 
Lynette Hinson, District 3   Judianna Tinklenberg, Dist. 4  
Michelle Richards, Dist. 5   Frances Liu, Dist. 7 
     
Absent: Sheila Hinson 
 
Staff Present:  
Shannon Catoe, Interim Planning Director  Corey Barnes, Planner 
Matthew Blaszyk, Planner    Dr. Kirsten Willis, Planner 
Jennifer Bryan, Planning Technician   Mara Mata, Administrative Assistant  
Jeff Catoe, Public Works Director  
 
The following press were notified of the meeting by email in accordance with the 
Freedom of Information Act: The Lancaster News, Kershaw News Era, The Rock Hill 
Herald, The Fort Mill Times, Cable News 2, Channel 9, and the local Government 
Channel. The agenda was also posted in the lobby of the County Administration Building 
for the required length of time and was published on the County website. 
 
2. PRARYER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE……… R. Crandall  
 
THE FOLLOWING IS A SUMMARY OF PROCEEDINGS. IT IS NOT A VERBATIM 
TRANSCRIPT. 
 
3. APPROVE AGENDA 
Chairman Richards called for a motion to approve the Agenda. 
 
Motion to Approve by L. Hinson; 2nd by Y. Cureton.  
 
Called Vote: 6:0. Motion approved unanimously.  
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4. APPROVE MINUTES 
a. May 7th, 2026 Workshop Minutes 
Chairman Richards called for a motion to approve May 7th, 2026 Workshop Minutes 
as written. 
 
Motion to Approve by Y. Cureton; 2nd by J. Tinklenberg. 
 
Called Vote: 5:0. Motion approved unanimously. F. Liu abstained.  
 
 
b. May 19th, 2026 Regular Minutes  
Chairman Richards called for a motion to amend the May 19th, 2026 Regular Minutes 
to redact the email on page 76 of the minutes.    
 
Motion to Approve amended minutes by J. Tinklenberg; 2nd by L. Hinson.  

 
Called Vote: 5:0. Motion approved unanimously. F. Liu abstained.  

 
Chairman Richards opened the floor to comments from the public.   

 
5. CITIZEN’S COMMENTS [see Sign-In sheet attached] 
No members of the public signed up to speak.  

 
6. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS FOR RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL 

a. TA-2026-1137 Road Acceptance: 
Application by Lancaster County Planning Department on behalf of Lancaster 
County Council for amendments to Unified Development Ordinance Sec. 6.13.1 
Acceptance of Roads. 

 
Staff Presentation: Dr. Willis presented the application consistent with the staff report 
and announced that Jeff Catoe, Public Works Director, was available for questions.  
 
Staff Recommendations: Approval  
 
Questions To Staff: 
Commissioner Tinklenberg and Dr. Willis discussed the language of this text amendment 
and the proposal to accept it now as opposed to adding it to the current UDO re-write.  
 
Public Hearing: (See attachments: Sign-in Sheets) 
No members of the public signed up to speak. 
 
Chairman Richards closed Public hearing.  
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Questions To Staff: 
Commissioner Cureton and Dr. Willis discussed how the proposed text amendment 
would affect the current and future UDO.  
 
Commissioner Crandall and Dr. Willis discussed the UDO consultant’s involvement in 
this proposed text amendment. Shannon Catoe shared that County Council considers this 
proposed text amendment urgent and wording can be added or changed in the UDO 
rewrite process once the amendment is accepted.   
 
Chairman Richards reiterated that Public hearing had closed and called for a motion to 
accept item TA-2026-1137 Road Acceptance as presented. 
 
Motion to accept as presented by L. Hinson; 2nd by Y. Cureton. 
 
Roll Called Vote: 5:1. Motion is approved. Y. Cureton opposed.   
 
Richard Crandall FOR   T. Yokima Cureton AGAINST  
Lynette Hinson FOR    Judianna Tinklenberg FOR 
Michelle Richards FOR   Frances Liu FOR   
 
The item will be referred to County Council for final decision. 
 
Items 6b. and 6c. were presented and discussed together but voted on separately.  

 
b. CP-2026-1016 Bridge Point Charter School: 

Application by Nataliya Panasiuk and LTRR Realty LLC to amend the 
Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use designation of a 31.89-acre parcel at 11632 
Harrisburg Road (TM 0002-00-028) from ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT to 
GROWTH, to allow rezoning from LI Light Industrial to INS Institutional 
(Concurrent application RZ-2026-1016). 
 

c. RZ-2026-1016 Bridge Point Charter School: 
Application by Nataliya Panasiuk and LTRR Realty LLC to rezone a parcel of 
31.89 acres located at 11632 Harrisburg Road (TM 0002-00-028) from Light 
Industrial (LI) to Institutional (INS) to redevelop the existing structure as a charter 
school. Concurrent with CP-2026-1016 Comprehensive Plan Amendment (Future 
Land Use) advertised 5/16/2026, for Bridge Point Charter School. 
 

 
Staff Presentation: Matthew Blaszyk and Dr. Willis presented the application consistent 
with the staff report.   
 
Staff Recommendations: Denial 
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Questions To Staff: 
Commissioner Liu and Matthew Blaszyk discussed the sign placed by Bridge Point 
Charter School.  
 
Commissioner Tinklenberg and Matthew Blaszyk discussed economic development’s 
input regarding the potential loss of Light Industrial Zoning. 
 
Commissioner Crandall and Matthew Blaszyk discussed the other rezoning options the 
applicant could have for their use.  
 
Comment from applicant(s): 
Nataliya Panasiuk (Wellford) and Skip Powell (Lake Wylie) introduce themselves. 
Nataliya Panasiuk presented an application regarding the need for more schools in 
Lancaster County and shared that the charter school is a state funded tuition-free K-8 
school and there is ambition to add a high school.  
 
Skip Powell shared the history of the building and the growth of residential use in the 
surrounding area. He shared that they spoke to Economic Development and were told that 
although they would like to keep industrial use, they understand a school is needed.  
 
Questions from Commissioners: 
Commissioner Tinklenberg shared that this project is in her district and discussed the 
recently approved charter school to the north of this project. 
 
Commissioner Tinklenberg and the applicant discussed the proposed school’s funding 
and the impact it will have on the County’s public-school budget. They also discussed 
federal law regarding special education, registration being limited to South Carolina 
residents, and the impact possible school buses and school traffic will have on the area.  
 
Commissioner Liu inquired about the traffic information provided.  
 
 Dan Hendrickson (Rockford) shared that he is an architect and has been working with 
charter schools for 16 years at Bowman USA. He shared that there has been 
communication with SCDOT and they provided the stacking lengths that are on the site 
plan. Commissioner Liu and the applicants discussed having parents adhere to traffic 
rules for stacking to work. They also discussed traffic from the future high school.  
 
Chairman Richards and the applicants discussed traffic from the future charter school to 
the north and the Islamic center nearby.  
 
The Commission and the applicant discussed registration being limited to South Carolina 
residents and enrollment size.  
 
Commissioner Crandall and the applicants discussed the possibility of a different 
proposed zoning district that would not require a Comprehensive Plan amendment and 
would allow a charter school.  
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Commissioner Liu shared concerns over a statement made by the applicant. 
 
The Commission and applicants discussed the possible detriment this project may have 
on Lancaster County growth and employment.   
 
Public Hearing: (See attachments: Sign-in Sheets) 
Chairman Richards summarized the email comment by Jim Coates, as well as the letters 
and poll provided by the applicants that are in support of this project. 
 
Applicant Rebuttal: 
The applicant did not have a rebuttal.  
 
Chairman Richards closed Public hearing and called for a motion to deny item CP-2026-
1016 Bridge Point Charter School as presented. 
 
Motion to deny as presented by L. Hinson; 2nd by F. Liu. 
 
Discussion: 
Commissioner Liu shared concerns over the letters provided by the applicant.  
 
The Commission discussed the format of the motion and the possible traffic generated 
from the current use.  
 
Roll Called Vote: 6:0. Motion is approved unanimously. 
Richard Crandall FOR   T. Yokima Cureton FOR 
Lynette Hinson FOR    Judianna Tinklenberg FOR 
Michelle Richards FOR   Frances Liu FOR   
   
The item will be referred to County Council for final decision, and applicants will be 
informed of time and date. 

 
Chairman Richards closed Public hearing and called for a motion to deny item RZ-2026-
1016 Bridge Point Charter School as presented. 
 
Motion to deny as presented by Y. Cureton; 2nd by L. Hinson.  
 
Roll Called Vote: 6:0. Motion is approved unanimously. 
Richard Crandall FOR   T. Yokima Cureton FOR 
Lynette Hinson FOR    Judianna Tinklenberg FOR 
Michelle Richards FOR   Frances Liu FOR  
 
The item will be referred to County Council for final decision, and applicants will be 
informed of time and date. 
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Commissioner Cureton stated, for the record, “If we could get a little more representation 
from the Lancaster County Cool-School District on…items like this, it would be super 
helpful.” 
 
Chairman Richards recuses herself.  
 

d. RZ-2026-0977 Sistare:  
Application by Tony & Lori Sistare to rezone 8.53 acres at 1001 Lakefront Drive 
(TM 0089-00-099.04) from RN Rural Neighborhood to AR Agricultural 
Residential district, to allow a new parcel with a mobile home location. 

 
Staff Presentation: Corey Barnes presented the application consistent with the staff 
report.   
 
Staff Recommendations: Approval 
 
Questions To Staff: 
The Commission had no questions or concerns to share.  
 
Comment from applicant(s): 
Lori Sistare (Lancaster) shares that this will allow her daughter help them as they grow 
older and to have an affordable home and the surrounding properties are owned by 
family.  
 
Questions from Commissioners: 
Commissioner Cureton and Thomas Sistare (Lancaster) discuss the property, the rezoning 
request, and surrounding home types.  
 
The Commission and Staff discuss spot zoning, surrounding zoning and home types, and 
a previous case with a similar request.  
 
Public Hearing: (See attachments: Sign-in Sheets) 
1. Jodi Honeycutt (Lancaster) shares that her property is adjacent to this land and she 
supports the rezoning for her niece.   
 
Applicant Rebuttal: 
Thomas Sistare also shares that the mobile home will be placed on a brick foundation.  
 
Commissioner Tinklenberg closed Public hearing and called for a motion on item RZ-
2026-0977 Sistare.  
 
 Motion to approve by Y. Cureton; 2nd by R. Crandall. 
 
Discussion: 
Commissioner Liu shared concerns setting precedents based on family. 
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Roll Called Vote: 4:1. Motion is approved. F. Liu opposed. M. Richards recused.  
Richard Crandall FOR   T. Yokima Cureton FOR 
Lynette Hinson FOR    Frances Liu AGAINST  
Judianna Tinklenberg  FOR 
 
The item will be referred to County Council for final decision, and applicants will be 
informed of time and date. 
 
7. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS FOR RECOMMENDATION TO HEATH 
SPRINGS TOWN COUNCIL 

a. RZ-2026-0982 Garcia:  
Application by Maria T. Cruz Garcia to rezone a parcel of 4.8 acres on Rowland 
Avenue in Heath Springs (TM 0143-00-037.01) from IND Industrial to R-15 
Moderate Density Residential, to allow residential use. 

 
Staff Presentation: Matthew Blaszyk presented the application consistent with the staff 
report.   
 
Staff Recommendations: Approval 
 
Questions To Staff: 
The Commission had no questions or concerns to share. 
 
Comment from applicant(s): 
The Applicant was not present.  
 
Public Hearing: (See attachments: Sign-in Sheets) 
No members of the public signed up to speak. 
 
Chairman Richards closed Public hearing and called for a motion of approval on item 
RZ-2026-0982 Garcia. 
 
Motion to approve by F. Liu; 2nd by Y. Cureton. 
 
Called Vote: 6:0. Motion is approved unanimously. 
 
The item will be referred to Heath Springs Town Council for final decision, and 
applicants will be informed of time and date. 
 
8. NON-HEARING ITEMS 

 
a. NRN-2025-1373 Compound Way:   

Application by Eric Heins to name a private driveway at property located off 
South Potter Road (TM 0079H-0A-006.02 & and 0079H-0A-006.00), pursuant to 
Sec. 6.11.4.G of the Unified Development Ordinance. The proposed name of the 
private drive is Compound Way. 
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Staff Presentation: Jennifer Bryan presented the application consistent with the amended 
staff report.   
 
Staff Recommendations: Approval 
 
Questions To Staff: 
Commissioner Liu and Jennifer Bryan discussed the amended staff report.  
 
No public hearing is required. 
 
Chairman Richards called for a motion to accept item NRN-2025-1373 Compound Way 
as presented.  
 
Motion to approve by Y. Cureton; 2nd by L. Hinson.  
 
Called Vote: 6:0. Motion is approved unanimously. 
 
The Planning Commission has final approval of new road names. 
 

b. NRN-2025-0309 Knox Bailey Lane: 
Application by Carson Brandy Baker to name a private driveway off Cimmeron 
Rd between TM 0070-00-050.09 and 0070-00-050.10, pursuant to Sec. 6.11.4.G 
of the Unified Development Ordinance. The proposed name of the private drive is 
Knox Bailey Lane. 

 
Staff Presentation: Jennifer Bryan presented the application consistent with the staff 
report.   
 
Staff Recommendations: Approval 
  
Questions To Staff: 
The Commission had no questions or concerns to share. 
 
No public hearing is required. 
 
Chairman Richards called for a motion to accept item NRN-2025-0309 Knox Bailey 
Lane as presented. 
 
Motion to approve by F. Liu; 2nd by J. Tinklenberg. 
 
Called Vote: 6:0. Motion is approved unanimously. 
 
The Planning Commission has final approval of new road names. 
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c. NRN-2026-1086 New Road Names - June Group: 

June Group Submittal, new road names from E911 Addressing via Preliminary 
Plats and Civil Plans, pursuant to Sec. 6.4.11 of the Unified Development 
Ordinance. 
 

Staff Presentation: Jennifer Bryan presented the applications consistent with the staff 
report.   
 
Staff Recommendations: Approval  
 
Questions To Staff: 
The Commission and Jennifer Bryan discuss street name pronunciation.  
 
No public hearing is required. 
 
Chairman Richards called for a motion to accept item NRN-2026-1086 New Road 
Names - June Group as presented. 
 
Motion to approve by Y. Cureton; 2nd by L. Hinson. 
 
Called Vote: 6:0. Motion is approved unanimously. 
The Planning Commission has final approval of new road names. 
 
9. OTHER 
 
a. Comprehensive Plan Update  
Dr. Willis  and Jennifer Bryan presented the update and discussed the changes to the 
report from 2025 with the Commission. The Commission will discuss the Comprehensive 
Plan at the July 21st, 2026 regular meeting. Shannon Catoe shares the update process and 
how it may change with the new Planning Director.  
 
b. Staff  
Shannon Catoe announced that Jennifer Bryan will be moving to Economic 
Development. 
 
c. Impact Fee Update 
The Commission and Staff discuss the company that won the bid, the timeline, and the 
moratorium.   
 
d. Next Month’s Agenda 
The Commission and Staff discuss next month’s items, as well as Agenda packets.  
      
10. ADJOURN 

Motion to adjourn by Y. Cureton; 2nd by L. Hinson.  Motion approved by unanimous 
consent. Meeting adjourned at 8:02 p.m. 
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general purpose of promoting and protecting the public health, safety, and general welfare. 

Amendments to a planned development district may be authorized by ordinance of the governing 

authority after recommendation from the planning commission. These amendments constitute zoning 

ordinance amendments and must follow prescribed procedures for the amendments. The adopted 

plan may include a method for minor modifications to the site plan or development provisions. 

HISTORY: 1994 Act No. 355, Section 1. 

SECTION 6-29-750. Special development district parking facility plan; dedication. 

In accordance with a special development district parking facility plan and program, which 

includes guidelines for preferred parking locations and indicates prohibited parking areas, the 

planning commission may recommend and the local governing body may adopt regulations which 

permit the reduction or waiver of parking requirements within the district in return for cash 

contributions or dedications ofland earmarked for provision of public parking or public transit which 

may not be used for any other purpose. The cash contributions or the value of the land may not 

exceed the approximate cost to build the required spaces or provide the public transit that would 

have incurred had not the reduction or waiver been granted. 

HISTORY: 1994 Act No. 355, Section 1. 

SECTION 6-29-760. Procedure for enactment or amendment of zoning regulation or map; 

notice and rights of landowners; time limit on challenges. 

(A) Before enacting or amending any zoning regulations or maps, the governing authority

or the planning commission, if authorized by the governing authority, shall hold a public hearing on 

it, which must be advertised and conducted according to lawfully prescribed procedures. If no 

established procedures exist, then at least fifteen days' notice of the time and place of the public 

hearing must be given in a newspaper of general circulation in the municipality or county. In cases 

involving rezoning, conspicuous notice shall be posted on or adjacent to the property affected, with 

at least one such notice being visible from each public thoroughfare that abuts the property. If the 

local government maintains a list of groups that have expressed an interest in being informed of 

zoning proceedings, notice of such meetings must be mailed to these groups. No change in or 

departure from the text or maps as recommended by the local planning commission may be made 

pursuant to the hearing unless the change or departure be first submitted to the planning commission 

for review and recommendation. The planning commission shall have a time prescribed in the 

ordinance which may not be more than thirty days within which to submit its report and 

recommendation on the change to the governing authority. If the planning commission fails to submit 

a report within the prescribed time period, it is deemed to have approved the change or departure. 

When the required public hearing is held by the planning commission, no public hearing by the 

governing authority is required before amending the zoning ordinance text or maps. 

(B) If a landowner whose land is the subject of a proposed amendment will be allowed to

present oral or written comments to the planning commission, at least ten days' notice and an 

opportunity to comment in the same manner must be given to other interested members of the public, 

including owners of adjoining property. 

(C) An owner of adjoining land or his representative has standing to bring an action

contesting the ordinance or amendment; however, this subsection does not create any new 
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separately stated in final decisions or orders of the Board, which must be delivered to parties 
of interest by certified mail. 

D. APPEALS

Any appeal from a decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals may be made by an aggrieved party 
and shall be made to the Circuit Court of Lancaster County in the nature of certiorari. Any such 
petition shall be filed no later than 30 days after the applicant receives a written copy of the 
decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals. 

9.2.15 TEXT AMENDMENTS AND REZONINGS  

The County Council may from time to time amend any part of the text of this ordinance 
or amend the Zoning Map of the County. 

A. APPLICATION PROCEDURES

1. Process Type: Legislative.

2. Applicants: Map or text amendments may be submitted by any of the following: 

The County Council.

The Planning Commission. 

The Board of Zoning Appeals. 

The Planning Department. 

Any owner of property within the land use jurisdiction of the County. 

3. Pre-Application Procedure: Before filing a petition of an amendment, an applicant (if an owner 
requesting a map amendment) shall meet with the Administrator to discuss the proposed amendment or 
request and to become more familiar with the applicable requirements and approval procedures of the 
County. 

4. Content of Application: A petition for an amendment to the County's official land 
development map or text shall be filed on a form provided by the Administrator. Such a 
petition shall contain all the information required on the form and must be determined to be 
complete by the Administrator prior to advancing it through the review process. 

5. Determination of Completeness: Staff shall review an application for amendment to 
determine if it is complete. If an application is complete, the Administrator shall schedule the 
matter for consideration at a meeting of the Planning Commission. The Administrator shall 
prepare a staff report and recommendation on the matter. 

B. REVIEW BY PLANNING COMMISSION 

1. Public Notification (Prior to Planning Commission): Levels 1 and 2, are required for all 
amendments to the UDO. Level 3 is required for all amendments to the UDO that involve a specific 
parcel of land. Such actions include, but are not limited to, map amendments (rezonings), amendments 
to zoning district boundaries, and the application of new overlay zones.

2. Neighborhood Meeting: Optional.

3. Consideration by Planning Commission:  The Planning Commission shall conduct a public 
hearing and receive public input on the proposed amendment and shall provide a written 
recommendation to the County Council regarding whether to approve or deny each 
proposed amendment within 35 days of its first consideration on the matter. The 
recommendation shall address consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and other matters 
deemed appropriate by the Commission. A recommendation for denial of the petition shall 
not preclude consideration or approval of the proposed amendment by the County Council. 



UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE | Adopted 11.28.2016  

9ADMINISTRATION
9.2 REVIEW PROCEDURES

9-42 

C. CONSIDERATION BY COUNTY COUNCIL

1. Public Notification (Prior to Planning Commission): Level 1 and 2 are required for all 
amendments to the UDO. Level 3 is required for all amendments to the UDO that involve a specific 
parcel of land. Such actions include, but are not limited to, map amendments (rezonings), amendments 
to zoning district boundaries, and the application of new overlay zones. 

2. Consideration by the County Council: Following receipt of a recommendation or appeal
of a proposed amendment, the County Council shall conduct a public hearing on the matter. 
Upon reviewing all of the pertinent information, the County Council may: 

a. Adopt the proposed amendment. 

b. Adopt the proposed amendment with modifications.

c. Reject the proposed amendment.

d. Refer the proposed amendment back to the Planning Commission for further 
consideration. 

e. Refuse to take any further action.

D. WAITING PERIOD FOR SUBSEQUENT APPLICATIONS 

When an application for an amendment has been denied by the County Council, no application 
shall be considered on the same zoning amendment request affecting the same property or part 
thereof within the next 12 months after denial. This 12 month period does not apply to action 
initiated by either the County Council or Planning Commission. (Ord. No. 2019-1599, 8.26.19) 

9.2.16 CONDITIONAL USE  

The County Council may from time to time approve Conditional Use permits. 

A. APPLICATION PROCEDURES 

1. Process Type: Legislative.

2. Applicants: Conditional Use permits may be submitted by any of the following: 

Any owner of property within the land use jurisdiction of the County. 

3. Pre-Application Procedure: Before filing a petition for a Conditional Use, an applicant 
shall meet with the Administrator to discuss the proposed Conditional Use request and to 
become more familiar with the applicable requirements and approval procedures of the 
County. 

4. Content of Application: A petition for a Conditional Use shall be filed on a form provided by 
the Administrator. Such a petition shall contain all the information required on the form and 
must be determined to be complete by the Administrator prior to advancing it through the 
review process. 

5. Determination of Completeness: Staff shall review an application for a Conditional Use to 
determine if it is complete. If an application is complete, the Administrator shall schedule the 
matter for consideration at a meeting of the Planning Commission. The Administrator shall 
prepare a staff report and recommendation on the matter. 

B. REVIEW BY PLANNING COMMISSION 

1. Public Notification (Prior to Planning Commission): Levels 1, 2, and 3 are required for 
Conditional Use applications. 

2. Neighborhood Meeting: Optional.







UDO 9.2.15 

The County Council may adopt any amendments submitted by the following:  

• The County Council 
• The Planning Commission  
• The Board of Zoning Appeals 
• The Planning Department 
• Any owner of property within the land use jurisdiction of the County 

Review Process: 

Pre-submittal meeting with Staff to discuss proposed amendments and approval 
procedures  

Staff shall review the application submitted to determine if it is complete  

Staff will schedule hearing and prepare staff report and recommendation  

Public Notices  

Planning Commission public hearing (with a recommendation due within 35 days)  

County Council public hearing  

If an amendment is denied, no re-application on the same property is allowed for 12 
months. This 12-month period does not apply to action initiated by either the County 
Council or Planning Commission. 

 

Guide to Land Use Planning for South Carolina 

Pages 143–144 

State Code 6-29-760. Procedure for enactment or amendment of zoning regulation or 
map; notice and rights of landowners; time limit on challenges. 

Outlines the review procedures of an amendment, including the notice types and 
timeframe.  
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6.11.2 CONDITIONS OF ACCEPTANCE  

No new road shall be platted by the County until such road has been named as herein provided.  

A. A master list of the names, including suffixes of all roads and streets, within Lancaster 
County shall be maintained by the E-911 Coordinator and kept on file in the Planning 
Department.  

B. Road names on all plats must be first approved by the Planning Department/E-911 
coordinator before the plat may be recorded in the Register of Deeds office. 

6.11.3 ROAD NAME STANDARDS  
A. The following shall specify the designation of road names. The road related definitions 

listed below shall apply to the development of street names, house or building 
numbers, and other addressing purposes. (Ord. No. 2019-1601, 9.23.19) 

1. Any road in excess of 1,000 feet in length shall be designated as: 

a. Avenue (Ave):  Avenues are often broad streets or roads; usually running 
perpendicular to streets. They serve as connectors between neighborhoods 
and area centers. As such, they are used both in residential and commercial 
areas. Avenues may also circulate around squares or neighborhood parks. 

b. Boulevard (Blvd):  A broad, often landscaped, thoroughfare; usually a main 
artery. A median is usually in the middle. They provide multi-lane access to 
commercial and mixed-use developments and carry regional traffic 
throughout the County. 

c. Circle (Cir):  A curving side street; usually a small residential street whose 
shape is circular. 

d. Drive (Dr):  A long, winding road that has its route shaped by its 
environment, like a nearby lake or mountain. 

e. Highway (Hwy):  A public way; a main direct road that joins cities or towns 
together. 

f. Road (Rd):  A thoroughfare that runs in any direction. 

g. Street (St):  A thoroughfare, especially in a city, town, or village, which is 
wider than an alley or lane and usually includes sidewalks. Usually runs 
perpendicular to avenues. 

2. Any road less than 1,000 feet in length or any road that is cul-de-sac or any road 
that begins and ends on the same road shall be designated as: 

a. Alley (Aly):  A narrow street; a thoroughfare through the middle of a block 
giving access to the rear of lots or buildings which are intended to provide 
indirect, limited access, but not accommodate through traffic. Utilities, 
either above ground or underground, and services such as garages, service 
doors, dumpsters, etc. may be located in alleyways to provide service 
connections to rear elevations. 

b. Court (Ct):  A wide alley with only one opening onto a street; a road or 
street that ends in a circle or loop usually referred to as a cul-de-sac. 

c. Lane (Ln):  Lanes are small traveled ways intended to provide direct access 
to the front of a limited number of single-family structures. Lanes are 
limited in the number of lots served. Generally, they are very short; often 
less than 400 feet. Items including, but not limited to, traffic carrying 
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capacity, topography, and connectivity, shall be a consideration when 
permitting a lane in lieu of a street. 

d. Place (Pl):  A small street or court; usually a small residential street or a 
narrow street in a commercial district. 

e. Terrace (Ter):  A type of shorter, narrower road that follows the top of a 
slope. 

f. Trail (Trl):  A winding thoroughfare. 

g. Way (Wy):  A small side street off of a road. 

B. Any previously unnamed road or new road with center line offsets at intersections of 
less than 100 feet shall be given the same name, except in a subdivision. The roads will 
be allowed 2 separate road names under the discretion of the approval of the Lancaster 
County Addressing Coordinator. Excluding roads within an approved subdivision or 
PDD.  

C. Any continuous road shall have the same name over its entire length even though its 
direction may change.  

D. No road name hereafter established, regardless of suffixes or directionals, shall 
duplicate either phonetically or by spelling, another road name in the unincorporated 
area of Lancaster County or a neighboring county. This is to ensure emergency 
personnel are directed to the proper location in the correct jurisdiction.  

E. No road name hereafter established shall exceed 15 characters, including spaces and 
suffix abbreviations. If the subdivision provides their own signage, the character limit 
does not apply.  

F. No special characters, such as hyphens, apostrophes, periods, or decimals, shall be 
used.  

G. Areas of surrounding counties, which share Postal Service zip codes or multi-
jurisdictional emergency services agreements with areas of Lancaster County, shall be 
considered when determining duplicates. 

H. The E-911 addressing department will not allow use of words which in its opinion are 
overused, either in the immediate area or county-wide, as such overuse is likely to cause 
confusion.  

I. Directional names (N, S, E, W or combination thereof) shall not be allowed. 

J. Proposed road names, which are intentionally misspelled, obscene, derogatory or other 
offensive words shall not be permitted.  
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6.11.4 PROCEDURE FOR NAMING A NEW ROAD 
A. Any person, firm, corporation, developer or right-of-way owner shall submit an 

application obtained from the Planning Department when requesting to name a new 
road. Such request shall include any descriptive/locational information required by the 
Planning Department; designate a spokesperson by name, address, and telephone 
number; provide first and second road name choices; and be accompanied by a 
petition, signed by 75 percent of the property owners with parcels having frontage on 
the affected road.  

B. If the request is consistent with standards included the section entitled "Road Name 
Standards," above, the Planning Department shall approve said request giving written 
notice of that action within 60 days of the date of such request.  

C. If the request is denied by the Planning Department, written notice including reasons 
for that action shall be provided within 60 days of the date of such request.  

D. Decisions of the Planning Department, whether affirmative or negative, shall be final 
subject to written appeal to Lancaster County Planning Commission filed with the clerk 
to the commission within 15 calendar days of the notice date of the Planning 
Department's decision. Such appeal shall set out the specific grounds upon which the 
Planning Department's decision is questioned. The fifteen-day appeal period shall 
commence on the date of the Planning Department's written notice of decision, which 
shall be sent to the person signing the affected road name request.  

E. A person laying out a street is guilty of a misdemeanor if he shows an unapproved 
street name on a plat, street marker or deed. If convicted, the court decides the 
punishment.  

F. Naming a previously unnamed road or driveway does not change the maintenance 
responsibility; if it was privately maintained prior to its naming, it will remain privately 
maintained.  

G. Any road or driveway, whether publicly or privately maintained that serves as the sole 
access for three (3) or more permanent residential or business structures must be 
named. (Ord. No. 2017-1485, 1.8.18)  
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6.11.3 ROAD NAME STANDARDS  
A. The following shall specify the designation of road names. The road related definitions 

listed below shall apply to the development of street names, house or building 
numbers, and other addressing purposes. (Ord. No. 2019-1601, 9.23.19) 

1. Any road in excess of 1,000 feet in length shall be designated as: 

a. Avenue (Ave): Avenues are often broad streets or roads; usually running 
perpendicular to streets. They serve as connectors between neighborhoods 
and area centers. As such, they are used both in residential and commercial 
areas. Avenues may also circulate around squares or neighborhood parks. 

b. Boulevard (Blvd): A broad, often landscaped, thoroughfare; usually a main 
artery. A median is usually in the middle. They provide multi-lane access to 
commercial and mixed-use developments and carry regional traffic 
throughout the County. 

c. Circle (Cir): A curving side street; usually a small residential street whose 
shape is circular. 

d. Drive (Dr): A long, winding road that has its route shaped by its environment, 
like a nearby lake or mountain. 

e. Highway (Hwy): A public way; a main direct road that joins cities or towns 
together. 

f. Road (Rd): A thoroughfare that runs in any direction. 

g. Street (St):  A thoroughfare, especially in a city, town, or village, which is 
wider than an alley or lane and usually includes sidewalks. Usually runs 
perpendicular to avenues. 

h. Landing (LNDG): A place for unloading or taking on passengers and cargo 
[Added 11/12/2024 via Ordinance 2024-1935] 

 

2. Any road less than 1,000 feet in length or any road that is cul-de-sac or any road 
that begins and ends on the same road shall be designated as: 

a. Alley (Aly): A narrow street; a thoroughfare through the middle of a block 
giving access to the rear of lots or buildings which are intended to provide 
indirect, limited access, but not accommodate through traffic. Utilities, 
either above ground or underground, and services such as garages, service 
doors, dumpsters, etc. may be located in alleyways to provide service 
connections to rear elevations. 

b. Court (Ct): A wide alley with only one opening onto a street; a road or 
street that ends in a circle or loop usually referred to as a cul-de-sac. 

c. Lane (Ln): Lanes are small, traveled ways intended to provide direct access 
to the front of a limited number of single-family structures. Lanes are 
limited in the number of lots served. Generally, they are very short; often 
less than 400 feet. Items including, but not limited to, traffic carrying 
capacity, topography, and connectivity, shall be a consideration when 
permitting a lane in lieu of a street. 
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d. Place (Pl): A small street or court; usually a small residential street or a 
narrow street in a commercial district. 

e. Terrace (Ter): A type of shorter, narrower road that follows the top of a 
slope. 

f. Trail (Trl): A winding thoroughfare. 

g. Way (Wy):  A small side street off of a road. 

B. Any previously unnamed road or new road with center line offsets at intersections of 
less than 100 feet shall be given the same name, except in a subdivision. The roads will 
be allowed 2 separate road names under the discretion of the approval of the Lancaster 
County Addressing Coordinator. Excluding roads within an approved subdivision or 
PDD.  

C. Any continuous road shall have the same name over its entire length even though its 
direction may change.  

D. No road name hereafter established, regardless of suffixes or directionals, shall 
duplicate either phonetically or by spelling, another road name in the unincorporated 
area of Lancaster County or a neighboring county. This is to ensure emergency 
personnel are directed to the proper location in the correct jurisdiction.  

E. No road name hereafter established shall exceed 15 characters, including spaces and 
suffix abbreviations. If the subdivision provides their own signage, the character limit 
does not apply.  

F. No special characters, such as hyphens, apostrophes, periods, or decimals, shall be 
used.  

G. Areas of surrounding counties, which share Postal Service zip codes or multi-
jurisdictional emergency services agreements with areas of Lancaster County, shall be 
considered when determining duplicates. 

H. The E-911 addressing department will not allow use of words which in its opinion are 
overused, either in the immediate area or county-wide, as such overuse is likely to cause 
confusion.  

I. Directional names (N, S, E, W or combination thereof) shall not be allowed. 

J. Proposed road names, which are intentionally misspelled, obscene, derogatory or other 
offensive words shall not be permitted.  
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