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                  Zoning Board of Appeals Minutes 
 
 

     July 15, 2025 
  

A public hearing of the Zoning Board of Appeals was held Tuesday, July 15, 2025, at 6 
p.m. in Conference Room 373 at City Hall, 155 Johnston Street, Rock Hill, South Carolina.    

                                           MEMBERS PRESENT  Charlotte Brown, Barry Chitwood, Matt Crawford, James 
Hawthorne, Nancy Templeton and Nathaniel Robinson  

 MEMBERS ABSENT         Chad Williams 

 STAFF MPRESENT            Amy Britz, Ryan Hammond, and Ainsley Ellis 

1. Call to Order 

Chair Crawford called the meeting to order at 6 p.m. 

2. Recite the Pledge of Allegiance. 

3. Approval of minutes of the June 17, 2025, meeting. 

Mr. Hawthorne made a motion to approve the minutes as submitted. Ms. Templeton 
seconded, and the motion carried by a vote of 6-0 (Williams absent). 

4. Approval of orders of the June 17, 2025, meeting. 

Ms. Templeton made a motion to approve the orders as submitted. Mr. Hawthorne 
seconded, and the motion carried by a vote of 6-0 (Williams absent). 

5. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

a. Appeal Z-2025-11: Request by Wigsaury Fernandez for a variance to fence 
locational standards at 352 Whitner Street. This property is zoned Multi-
Family 15 (MF-15). Tax number 600-04-02-025.  

Amy Britz, Planner I, presented the staff report.  

Chair Crawford asked whether the applicant would be removing the tree or the 
shrub surrounding the tree. Ms. Britz confirmed that the applicant would be 
removing the shrub. 

The applicant, Ms. Fernandez, confirmed it is a stump from another tree that 
was previously removed but has since grown back and will be removed. 

Chair Crawford asked whether the fence would be running parallel to the house 
or the sidewalk because it seemed as if the house was not necessarily straight 
on the line. Ms. Britz confirmed that the tree would run parallel to the sidewalk. 

Chair Crawford asked whether the City considered the proposed location of the 
fence to be a sight-distance issue. Ms. Britz confirmed she looked at the sight 
distance from Whitner Street turning onto Moore Street and there would be 
enough radius distance to look in that direction. She noted staff had concerns 
for the property to the rear being able to see as vehicles pulled out from the 
driveway onto the street.  She stated that the applicant noted the fence would 
be placed two feet inside the property line and ten feet from the utility pole in the 
rear and that staff assessed there would be enough radius for view from the 



Rock Hill Zoning Board of Appeals                                                                  July 15, 2025 
 

 Page 2 of 3 

adjacent driveway. 

Mr. Hawthorne asked about the consistency of the hand drawn map presented 
by the applicant compared to the survey. Ms. Britz stated the map does not 
include the location of the tree or the jut out of the house. She noted the 
applicant would not be able to use the jut out to the left because of the presence 
of gas lines there. 

Chair Crawford asked whether the fence would run perpendicular to the house 
and then return to the rear. Ms. Britz confirmed the fence would run 
perpendicular to the house and across the rear property line. 

Chair Crawford inquired about the proposed fence material and its opacity. Ms. 
Britz stated the fence is not required to be 50% opaque because it would not be 
located in the front of the house. She noted the fence would be permitted to be 
six feet in height. 

Chair Crawford opened the floor to the applicant. 

The applicant, Wigsaury Fernandez, 352 Whitner St, was present to answer the 
board’s questions. 

Mr. Robinson asked whether the fence would be two-sided and begin at the end 
of the gas line, run out towards the street, and then back. Ms. Fernandez 
confirmed the fence would start at the corner of the house at the patio and go 
past the trees, straight down, and then to the right around the rear. She stated 
it would create a full square. 

Chair Crawford asked whether the applicant could install the fence on the 
opposite side of the tree. Ms. Fernandez stated if they were to do that, there 
would be a lot of property excluded from the perimeter and the fence would 
make the space very smaller. 

Mr. Robinson asked whether they were removing the stump. Ms. Fernandez 
stated the plan is to fence around the stump first and then deal with the trees, 
but it is expensive to remove.  

Mr. Robinson asked whether they planned to remove the brush from the tree. 
Ms. Fernandez confirmed and stated that she would hire an individual to trim 
the brush and return the tree to its original state. She noted she allowed the tree 
to grow to provide the neighbors with some privacy but will be trimming it to 
install the fence. 

Mr. Hawthorne asked whether the fence would be two feet away from the rear 
property line. Ms. Fernandez confirmed the fence would be two feet away from 
the rear property line. 

Mr. Hawthorne noted the overhead electrical lines at the rear of the property and 
asked whether Ms. Fernandez would still be permitted to install this fence in this 
area. Ms. Britz stated the fence would have to be ten feet away from any 
electrical pole, and this plan allowed for plenty of clearance of the overhead 
electrical line. 

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

Mr. Hawthorne noted the plan makes sense for privacy. 
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Mr. Robinson made a motion to approve variance to fence locational standards 
at 352 Whitner St. The motion was seconded by Ms. Brown. The motion was 
approved by a vote of 6-0 (Williams absent). Mr. Robinson noted the property 
has extraordinary and exceptional conditions and meets the criteria stated.  

6. OTHER BUSINESS. 

a. Continuing education 

Ms. Ellis provided the Board their current hours of continuing education. 

7. Adjourn.  

There being no further business, Mr. Hawthorne made a motion to adjourn. The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Chitwood and approved by a vote of 6-0 (Williams absent). The 
meeting adjourned at 6:19 p.m. 


