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 Planning Commission Minutes 

 May 5th, 2026 

A public hearing of the Planning Commission was held on Tuesday, May 5th, 2026, at 
6:00 p.m. in City Council Chambers, 155 Johnston Street, Rock Hill SC.   

MEMBERS PRESENT Randy Graham, Duane Christopher, Shelly Goodner, M. 
Stephanie Haselrig, Darrell Watts, and Jarrunis Yates 

MEMBERS ABSENT Stephen Loney 

STAFF PRESENT Leah Youngblood, Dennis Fields, Shana Marshburn, Ainsley 
Ellis, Christopher Herrmann, and Angela Sims 

1. Call to Order 

Chair Randy Graham called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 

2. Recite the Pledge of Allegiance 

3. Approval of minutes of the March 3rd, 2026, meeting.  

Vice Chair Duane Christopher made a motion to approve the minutes as 
submitted. Commissioner Shelly Goodner seconded, and the motion carried by a 
vote of 6-0 (Loney absent). 

Ms. Shana Marshburn, Planner III, noted a slight correction on current Planning 
Commission agenda. She stated that the City Council meeting on May 25, 2026, 
had been rescheduled to May 26, 2026, due to May 25th being Memorial Day and 
a City holiday. This means that items 4a and 4c are tentatively scheduled for 
consideration by City Council on May 26, 2026. 

4. Public Hearing Items 

a. Hold public hearing and consider a recommendation to City Council 
on petition M-2026-03 by CH Acquisitions, LLC (Mark Carpenter) to 
rezone approximately 31.5 acres at an unaddressed parcel located at 
the southeast corner of Laurel Creek Drive and Twin Lakes Road from 
Residential Mixed Use-20 (RMX-20) in York County to Master Planned 
Residential (MP-R). The subject property is proposed to be annexed 
into the City of Rock Hill. Tax Parcel 635-07-01-069. 

Ms. Shana Marshburn, Planner III, presented the staff report.  

Mr. Dennis Fields, Development and Zoning Manager, wanted to mention 
that paving and hard surfacing would also be allowed with the accessory 
structure deviation in reference to the benefitted and burdened lots as long 
as it does not interfere with the drainage or vegetation. He stated that no 
improvements would be allowed to be permanently affixed into the ground. 

Chair Graham asked for confirmation in regards to whether there would be 
three parking spaces per home. Ms. Marshburn confirmed that there would 
be three parking spaces per house. She stated that staff was comfortable 
with this deviation due to the age restriction on the community and how the 
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community would have less drivers. She also mentioned that the current 
parking plan conveyed ample parking throughout the development. 

Vice Chair Christopher asked whether each lot would have a benefiting and 
a burdened area. Ms. Marshburn confirmed. Mr. Fields stated that there 
could be an exception for the end lots where they may not have a burdened 
side because it will be the street. Vice Chair Christopher asked if that is 
decided in advance. Ms. Marshburn and Mr. Fields stated that is how the 
house layouts were submitted and that each house has a proposed 5-foot 
yard setback. 

Chair Graham asked whether there was anywhere else in the City that had 
the benefitting and burdened lot structure. Mr. Fields said that they spoke 
with the applicant about that and possibly shifting the lot line so that it gives 
more of a yard into the one person’s home. He said that in the event that 
happened, it would shift the property line more into the burdened lot, 
implicating some of the building code. Ms. Marshburn said that once the 
setback is under 5 feet, it starts to get more difficult and expensive as it 
would trigger the requirement to fire rate the building wall.  

Chair Graham asked who was responsible for enforcement. Mr. Fields 
mentioned that the HOA would have to approve any changes and then the 
City would require an HOA approval letter when applying for any permits. 
He mentioned that most changes on a burdened lot would not require a 
permit. 

Chair Graham asked whether the development would have a separate 
HOA. Mr. Fields said the development would have a sub-HOA and Ms. 
Marshburn noted that there was a plan for the development to eventually 
be a part of the larger Laurel Creek HOA, in the event that they are 
accepted. 

Commissioner Watts asked whether the regulations would have to be 
accepted by the existing HOA or would the development have to abide by 
the current HOA regulations. Ms. Marshburn said that these regulations 
would be recorded and that the homeowner would need to acknowledge 
these regulations when purchasing the property. Commissioner Watts 
asked whether the existing HOA would have to adopt these regulations. Mr. 
Fields said that this development would have its own set of CCRs and that 
the requirements mentioned would only be for the lots within this 
subdivision. He stated that in the event that this development was to get 
accepted into the larger Laurel Creek HOA, that it would occur mainly for 
the ability to share the amenities that are contained within the overall Laurel 
Creek development.  Ms. Marshburn clarified that these proposed 
regulations would not apply to the entire Laurel Creek development, just the 
portion that was being discussed with the board. 

Chair Graham opened the floor to the applicant. 

Mark Carpenter, 6412 Bannington Road, Charlotte, NC 28226, was present 
as the applicant and stated that lots 10 through 16 would be front-loaded. 
He noted that because they are front loaded, these lots would be 65 feet 
wide, whereas the other lots would be 55 feet wide. He also noted that lots 
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10 through 12 will not be built upon along with the initial phase of 
development, and that this was due to the agreement with Mr. Bryant 
Barnes, of 621 Bellanova Court, so long as Mr. Barnes resides at the 
residence.  Mr. Carpenter clarified that the project’s past failed attempt was 
due to a lack of a motion during the City Council meeting as opposed to it 
being unanimously rejected.  He mentioned that EPCON communities 
would be the home builder for the project. Mr. Carpenter reiterated that they 
were planning to be a part of the overall Master Laurel Creek HOA. He 
mentioned that the smallest homes that EPCON builds are 1,500 square 
feet and that prices were anticipated to be in between $600k to $800k. 

Commissioner Watts asked where the additional parking would be located. 
Mr. Carpenter said that there is a lot of parking along the street, especially 
above Devonshire Drive where there are indents in the curbs as noted on 
the site plan. Ms. Marshburn clarified that there was a total of 85 on-street 
parking spaces, two spaces within each garage, and space within the 
driveways. 

Chair Graham opened the floor for public comment. 

Scott Buckles, 678 Twin Lakes Road, asked whether this proposal would 
affect his property being annexed into the City in the event that it is 
approved. Chair Graham stated that this development would not affect him. 
Mr. Buckles mentioned that there were other age restricted communities in 
the immediate area and asked whether the property could be developed as 
a park or nature area rather than another age restricted community. Chair 
Graham stated what Mr. Buckles was proposing was not the Planning 
Commission’s call. 

Commissioner M. Stephanie Haselrig mentioned concern about the 
Celanese corridor. She asked whether this project would be developed as 
a Planned Unit Development. Ms. Marshburn stated that this property is 
currently located within York County’s jurisdiction and in the event that it is 
approved then it would be a Master Planned development and it would be 
deed restricted to those ages 55 and up. 

Ms. Marshburn stated that this development was not expected to add 
significant traffic during the AM/PM peak traffic hours. 

Mr. Christopher Herrmann, Transportation Planner, said in terms of traffic 
generated for age restricted communities, that they can typically create up 
to 75% less daily trips when compared to trips generated for non-age 
restricted communities.  

Chair Graham noted that there were five to six deviations to the zoning code 
for this project.  Ms. Marshburn noted that a new of Zoning Ordinance 
requirements had changed since the previous attempt.  Chair Graham 
stated that he felt there should be some reasoning behind the deviations as 
opposed to the justification being that the regulations didn’t exist before.  
Ms. Marshburn stated that this development would have the same high-
quality design that the existing homes in Laurel Creek are known to have.   
Chair Graham stated that he understands that the regulations that the 
applicant is asking to deviate from didn’t exist, but that he didn’t want to set 
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a precedent for other past projects to return before the Commission with the 
understanding that they could now be grandfathered in. 

Mr. Fields said that some of the deviations are opposite in the sense that 
the applicants would be creating more hardships for themselves.  Mr. Fields 
gave the 50-foot vs. 25-foot buffer as an example due to possible need to 
grade into the buffer.  He also stated that the homes in the Augusta Place 
development are popular and that the residents typically enjoy having a 
side-courtyard area on their property. Ms. Marshburn also mentioned that 
the development would exceed the open space requirement and that the 
applicants are going above and beyond in some areas and that is what they 
are taking into consideration as Master Plan rezoning are used for this very 
purpose. 

Chair Graham reiterated that he was wary of past projects coming back and 
stated that staff should be prepared for other past applicants to come 
forward with new requests. He noted that a lot of the acceptance for these 
deviations is due to the nature of the product of the home. 

Vice Chair Christopher made a motion to recommend approval to rezone 
approximately 31.5 acres at an unaddressed parcel located at the southeast 
corner of Laurel Creek Drive and Twin Lakes Road from Residential Mixed 
Use-20 (RMX-20) in York County to Master Planned Residential (MP-R). 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Jarrunis Yates. The motion 
was approved by a vote of 6-0 (Loney absent). 

b. Hold public hearing and consider a recommendation to City Council 
on petition M-2026-04 by Trinity Baptist Church (Perry Sutton) to 
rezone approximately 1.90 acres including right-of-way at 802, 816, 
818, 820, 822, and 822 ½ Crawford Road and 815 Taylor Street from 
Single Family-4 (SF-4) and Neighborhood Commercial (NC) to Office 
and Institutional (OI). Tax Parcels 600-14-01-004 to -009 and 600-14-01-
011. 

Ms. Shana Marshburn, Planner III, presented the staff report.  

Commissioner Haselrig asked whether the single-family detached home 
used as a rental at 820 Crawford Rd. would still be zoned to Office and 
Institutional (OI) even though it’s not proposed to be included within the 
recombination of lots. She also asked whether the Church would be able to 
sell the rental as a single-family home in the future. Ms. Marshburn 
confirmed that the home could be sold in the future and added that it is 
cleaner for all the church’s property to have the same zoning but that it is 
cleaner to keep the property separate especially since it is not being used 
for church purposes.   

Commissioner Yates asked whether the single-family home would be 
allowed on 820 Crawford Rd in the event that it is rezoned to OI. Ms. 
Marshburn confirmed and stated that OI conditionally allows single family 
detached homes. 

Chair Graham opened the floor to the applicant. 
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Wylie Patterson, 1680 Quail Rush Drive, was present on behalf of the 
applicant to answer any questions from the Commission. There were none. 

Chair Graham opened the floor for public comment. There was none. 

Commissioner Watts made a motion to recommend approval to rezone 
approximately 1.90 acres including right-of-way at 802, 816, 818, 820, 822, 
and 822 ½ Crawford Road and 815 Taylor Street from Single Family-4 (SF-
4) and Neighborhood Commercial (NC) to Office and Institutional (OI). The 
motion was seconded by Commissioner Goodner. The motion was 
approved by a vote of 6-0 (Loney absent). 

c. Hold public hearing and consider a recommendation to City Council 
on petition M-2026-05 by Foresite Group (David Buckel) to rezone 
approximately 24.17 acres at 5105 Old York Road from Limited 
Commercial (LC) to Single Family-5 (SF-5). Tax Parcel 542-07-01-016 
(portion). 

Ms. Shana Marshburn, Planner III, presented the staff report.  

Mr. Fields added that Impact Church has plans to expand their property at 
5115 Old York Rd to improve some of their parking areas. He said that they 
are aware of this proposal and will work with the applicants. 

Commissioner Haselrig asked whether the proposed Newport Commons 
development will be in the City. Ms. Marshburn stated that it wouldn’t and 
that it is being developed in York County. 

Chair Graham opened the floor to the applicant. 

Greg Wilson, 2941 Chelsea Dr., Charlotte, NC 28209, was present to 
answer any questions from the board. He noted that they would be “down-
zoning” the area from Limited Commercial (LC) to Single Family-5 (SF-5) in 
the event that the proposal was approved. 

Commissioner Goodner asked whether the price point for these homes 
would be similar to those in the Hardy Pond development. Mr. Wilson 
confirmed this development would be similar and the home sizes would be 
2,600 to 3,400 square feet. 

Chair Graham opened the floor for public comment. 

Jim Hardin, 113 E Main St, was present as the owner of 5053 Hampton 
Ridge Rd., located across from the subject property. Mr. Hardin stated he 
was in support of the request because he believed it would better promote 
getting City sewer to his parcel. 

Ursula Patterson, 1680 Quail Rush Drive, asked how this proposal would 
affect the Adnah Hills community and whether there would be a buffer set 
in place. Ms. Marshburn said that the applicant would be required to provide 
a vegetated buffer of a minimum width of 25 feet and that it would not be 
disturbed.  Ms. Patterson asked whether there would be any visibility 
between the two developments. Ms. Marshburn stated that visibility would 
depend on the difference in elevation of the two developments but that the 
buffer would help to lessen the visibility. 
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Garrett Blackwell, 5052 Valleymere Rd, asked about traffic changes and 
how the traffic will flow during peak hours. Ms. Marshburn said that if there 
was a concern with traffic, the driver would be able to use the collector road 
to get to the other parcels without getting onto Old York Road. She said that 
the proposed development would allow for Perthwood street to continue 
punching through and getting closer to the goal of alleviating traffic 
congestion on Old York Road. 

Mr. Herrmann stated that staff was still communicating with both SCDOT 
and the Target development on traffic patterns. 

Mr. Blackwell asked whether there would be further development in the area 
that would affect him. Ms. Marshburn stated that staff was not aware of any 
proposals within his neighborhood or the Adnah Hills neighborhood.  Mr. 
Fields noted that the City does not annex and then proceed to develop and 
further clarifying that the usual case is of a private developer that proposes 
development to the City and then the annexation process would begin. 

Mr. Blackwell asked for confirmation on whether his property would have to 
be annexed into the City to be able to attach to City water and sewer. Mr. 
Fields stated that in order to obtain water and sewer, Mr. Blackwell would 
have to get all of the residents on his street to also request water and sewer. 

Commissioner Yates asked whether there are any plans to expand or 
improve Old York Road. Mr. Herrmann stated that in the next ten years, the 
traffic could increase by up to 5,000 to 8,000 daily trips. He stated there 
were not currently any formal road widening plans submitted, but that the 
SCDOT was still keeping an eye out. 

Commissioner Yates asked how many daily trips this development would 
add. Mr. Herrmann answered stating that it’d possibly add 300 additional 
daily trips.  

Mr. Wilson stated that in the event that this parcel was to remain 
commercially zoned, that it would generate a substantial increase in daily 
trips. He mentioned that the proposal for 58 lots would have a negative 85% 
reduction in daily trips, a 74% reduction in AM trips, and an 83% reduction 
in PM trips, according to their traffic engineer. Mr. Herrmann stated that the 
traffic would grow one way or another. 

Mr. Blackwell asked whether the proposed Target development was 
considered in those numbers. Mr. Herrmann stated that it hadn’t been, but 
that there have been discussions. 

Mr. Wilson mentioned that a turn lane was to be added into the railroad right 
way, so that there would be an extra turn lane headed right up to Highway 
274.  He further clarified that there would be dual right turn lanes. 

Mr. Blackwell asked whether he could contact anyone about traffic concerns 
in that area. Chair Graham stated that everyone is already well aware of the 
traffic concerns, but that he could always make a call to City Council or staff. 

Commissioner Goodner made a motion to recommend approval to rezone 
approximately 24.17 acres at 5105 Old York Road from Limited Commercial 
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(LC) to Single Family-5 (SF-5). The motion was seconded by Commissioner 
Watts. The motion was approved by a vote of 6-0 (Loney absent). 

d. Hold public hearing and consider a recommendation to City Council 
on petition M-2026-06 by Bolton & Menk, Inc. (Sean Paone) to rezone 
approximately 50 acres at 3286 Palmetto Parkway from Industry 
General (IG) to Master Planned Business/Industrial Park (MP-BIP). Tax 
Parcel 664-00-00-021 (portion). This item was deferred by the 
applicant. 

e. Hold public hearing and consider a recommendation to City Council 
on petition T-2026-01 by the Rock Hill City Manager to amend the 
Zoning Ordinance standards related to Chapter 4: Primary Uses, to 
remove the Flex Space use as an allowed use within the General 
Commercial (GC) zoning district. 

Mr. Dennis Fields, Development and Zoning Manager, presented the staff 
report.  

Vice Chair Christopher asked whether the proposed text amendments 
would add more limitations on Flex Space businesses. Mr. Fields stated that 
there have been many Flex Space developments in the past and pointed 
out that many of them still have vacancies. He noted that flex spaces are 
still a major use type, just not along major corridors up against residential 
uses and near the service and retail type storefront stores. Mr. Fields stating 
that the proposal is not to limit them but to make them more compatible with 
surrounding uses. 

Chair Graham asked about the former Carmike Cinemas on Cherry Road 
and how the proposal might affect them. Mr. Fields noted that they have 
already submitted plans and that this proposal would not affect them. 

Chair Graham opened the floor for public comment. There was none. 

Commissioner Watts asked whether there would still be special exceptions 
for this type of use. Mr. Fields said that the Flex Space use type would still 
be a special exception in certain zoning districts. 

Vice Chair Christopher made a motion to recommend approval of the 
amendment to the Zoning Ordinance standards related to Chapter 4: 
Primary Uses, to remove the Flex Space use as an allowed use within the 
General Commercial (GC) zoning district. The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Watts. The motion was approved by a vote of 6-0 (Loney 
absent). 

f. Hold public hearing and consider a recommendation to City Council 
on petition T-2026-02 by the Rock Hill City Manager to amend the 
Zoning Ordinance standards related to Chapter 4: Primary Uses, to 
create standards for THC Product Sales. 

Mr. Dennis Fields, Development and Zoning Manager, presented the staff 
report.  

Chair Graham asked how staff would monitor these regulations. Mr. Fields 
stated that the City has the ability to ask businesses for their records. 
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Commissioner Yates asked for clarification on whether this amendment was 
regulating the THC product selling more than 50% or whether the stores 
would have more than 50% of THC product. Mr. Fields clarified that the 
amendment would regulate the stores not being able to have over 50% of 
their sales being made from THC products. He reiterated that this 
amendment would limit the amount of sales of THC products.  

Vice Chair Christopher asked whether there were any stores within the City 
of Rock Hill. Mr. Fields stated that there weren’t any in current operation. 

Commissioner Haselrig questioned the motivation behind the proposed 
amendments.  Mr. Fields stated that it would prevent future issues within 
the City, similar to the limitations with the  Alternative Financial Services use 
type. 

Chair Graham asked about the business in downtown Rock Hill. Ms. Leah 
Youngblood, Planning and Development Director, stated that the business 
license had been revoked and the business owner was sorting out other 
legal issues related to the business as well. 

Commissioner Yates asked for clarification on whether staff were proposing 
this before the state legislation occurs. Mr. Fields stated that the City’s aim 
is to get ahead of the issue should the proposed legislation be passed.  
Commissioner Yates asked whether this use type would fall under similar 
zoning use types as Adult Entertainment, Nightclubs, etc. Mr. Fields clarified 
that these are the use types where an applicant would not be able to request 
a reduction to separation, so this amendment would be following the same 
regulations. 

Chair Graham opened the floor for public comment. There were none. 

Vice Chair Christopher made a motion to recommend approval of the 
amendment to the Zoning Ordinance standards related to Chapter 4: 
Primary Uses, to create standards for THC Product Sales. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Watts. The motion was approved by a vote of 
5-1 (Yates in dissent and Loney absent). 

 

5. NEW BUSINESS 

a. Consideration of a request by John R. McAdams Company (Lauren 
White) for Preliminary Plat and Road Name Approval for the Colvin 
Park II at an unaddressed parcel near Groverland Drive. Tax Parcel 
601-00-00-030 (Plan #20240992). This item was deferred by the 
applicant. 

b. Consideration of a request by Seamon and Whiteside Engineers (Alex 
Rhode) for Major Site Plan approval for Park Pointe Village II 
Expansion at 1109 Leach Road. Tax Parcel 539-00-00-121 (Plan 
#20242892). 

Ms. Shana Marshburn, Planner III, presented the staff report.  

Vice Chair Christopher asked whether this was the development that had 
the gate off of Leach Road. Ms. Marshburn answered yes, and that the 
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number of houses triggered a second entrance to be added. She stated that 
the residents wanted a traffic light, and with a second entrance that would 
decrease their chances of getting a traffic light, so the decision was to 
continue to use that main access point. She mentioned that SCDOT is 
requiring the development to install an eastbound right turn lane from York 
Highway into the development’s main access point.   

Mr. Herrmann stated that although the right turn lane was initially going to 
be required that since that time the right turn had been negated by SCDOT. 
He stated that the City and the SCDOT prefer to require that the current 
westbound turn lane from York Highway into the development’s main 
access be brought up to current standards.   He went to state that due to 
this, and truck traffic along York Highway, a left turn lane widening plan is 
in the works. Mr. Herrmann stated the only other traffic improvement is that 
SCDOT is holding the developer to address the vegetation that currently 
creates sight distance issues when attempting to leave the development via 
its main access point.  Ms. Herrmann also mentioned that the TIA 
demonstrated that the development would generate just under 1,200 daily 
trips, but that the peak hour trips would increase by up to 30, and that the 
increase was mainly attributed to staff. Mr. Fields stated that the other 
access on Leach Road could be emergency vehicle access in the event of 
an emergency. 

Commissioner Yates asked whether this was a continuation of the existing 
ACTS Park Pointe Village. Ms. Marshburn stated that it was and that this 
would be the second phase of the development. 

Commissioner Haselrig asked whether residents would still be able to use 
the Leach Road access. Ms. Marshburn answered that it would not be 
utilized as much as the main gate on York Highway, and that it would mainly 
be used for emergency purposes and sanitation collection only. 
Commissioner Haselrig then asked whether that meant that there would be 
only one way in and out of this development.   Mr. Herrmann stated that the 
development and the residents had preferred it’d be kept that way. 

Mr. Fields stated that this review is to ensure that the proposal is in line with 
the master plan approval, so it would not make sense to add in a third 
access point at this time. 

Chair Graham was concerned with the fact that the development would only 
have one entry and exit, because the second entrance is strictly limited to 
emergency vehicle and sanitation access only. Ms. Marshburn stated that 
these issues were heavily discussed at the City Council meeting and that 
they had settled on the current assess Chair Graham stated that he was still 
concerned due to the large number of units that this development would be 
creating, and that he did not want future applicants to approach the 
Commission with a false understanding.  

Mr. Herrmann stated that there was language within the Zoning Ordinance 
that allows for discretion for not requiring additional access points. He noted 
that the geography surrounding the development made it difficult for the 
possibility of an additional access point, and that there was limited 
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connectivity to begin with. Mr. Herrmann noted that there would be a second 
access point that is available and that it is currently gated, but it is mainly 
used for emergency, sanitation, and staff purposes. 

Chair Graham stated that he did not know why the two access points had 
been previously approved, if the residents would only be allowed to use 
one. He stated that he was still concerned about the fact that the 
development is proposed to have 200 units built, but that there would only 
be one access point. Mr. Fields reassured Chair Graham that the City 
Council had essentially “blessed” this plan, and that other applicants would 
still have to go through the entire process and have a TIA done before 
coming to the Planning Commission. Mr. Herrmann added that Leach Road 
would have more safety issues, in terms of site distance and visibility, than 
Chesbrough Boulevard. He also noted that the SCDOT had safety concerns 
regarding Leach Road and the high speed that drivers could travel in the 
event that they were to turn onto Leach Road. 

Commissioner Watts asked for clarification on whether the proposal was for 
additional units. Ms. Marshburn stated that it’s not an increase of units, but 
rather the same of units that was proposed during the Master Plan rezoning 
process.  She stated that even though the Master Plan was approved that 
the development must still return to the Planning Commission for the Major 
Site Plan review due to the number of units. Commissioner Watts stated 
that he remembered voicing these same concerns during the Master Plan 
rezoning. 

Ms. Marshburn reiterated that all of this was discussed at the City Council 
meeting and that staff shares the minutes from Planning Commission 
meeting with the City Council in addition to making the Council aware of the 
Planning Commission’s main topics of discussion. Mr. Fields reminded the 
board that this is the final approval of the major site plan and that the board’s 
purview is to determine whether this is in line with the Master Plan approval. 

Commissioner Goodner made a motion to recommend approval of the 
Major Site Plan at 1109 Leach Road subject to the resolution of staff 
comments. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Yates. The motion 
was approved by a vote of 6-0 (Loney absent). 

c. Consideration of a request by JMG and Associates (John Gast) for 
Preliminary Plat approval for Timber Lane subdivision at 172 Timber 
Lane. Tax Parcel 604-06-01-015 (Plan #20260308). 

Ms. Shana Marshburn, Planner III, presented the staff report.  

Commissioner Haselrig noted the abnormal driveway situation. Mr. Fields 
stated that this was an SCDOT decision and out of the City’s hands due to 
both Stephanie Lane and Timber Lane being owned and maintained by 
SCDOT.  Commissioner Haselrig asked whether the shared driveways 
would contain easements. Ms. Marshburn confirmed that easements would 
be required to be put in place.  

Mr. Herrmann stated that the SCDOT is getting more selective on where 
they allow curb cuts. He said this is a new approach that the City is starting 
to see on their side as well. 
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Vice Chair Christopher made a motion to recommend approval of the 
Preliminary Plat at 172 Timber Lane subject to the resolution of staff 
comments. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Watts. The motion 
was approved by a vote of 6-0 (Loney absent). 

6. OTHER BUSINESS 

a. Initiation of study regarding the Capital Improvements Plan and 
impact fees. 

Ms. Youngblood stated that the Capital Improvements Plan study would be 
presented at the July Planning Commission meeting for review and then 
sent to City Council for August 4th, 2026. 

b. Continuing Education opportunities. 

Staff made the Planning Commission aware of future Continuing Education 
opportunities. 

7. Adjourn. 

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 8:22 p.m. 
 


