
Moultrie County Zoning Board of Appeals Minutes 

 

Moultrie County Zoning Board Of Appeals 
Friday, May 6, 2022 
 
Members Present: Tyson Grooms, Paul Roney, Mike Sheehan 
 There are 2 vacancies 
Enforcing Officer: Lori Barringer 
Secretary: Sarina VanMeter 
 
Stacey Clark-Rezoning Hearing 
9:01 A.M., May 6, 2022, at the site 
 
Meeting opened with roll call by the secretary. A quorum was present. Present for this hearing was Luke 
Ames. He was representing Mrs. Clark as she was unable to be there. Lori Barringer began the meeting by 
stating her Finding of Facts. Those facts were: 

1. Petitioner wants to operate an Airbnb on this parcel. 
2. The Rezoning from R-4 to C-2 is needed allow hotels and motels per amendment to the Moultrie 

County (77-1) Zoning Ordinance - Clause 13, to article 27, Section 13.2  
3. According to Section 13.2 – Use Regulations of the Moultrie County (77-1) Zoning Ordinance – 

Clause #27 a Rezoning is required to conform to the ordinance. 
4. Airbnb’s are charged hotel/motel tax through the Moultrie County Treasurer’s Office 
5. While the current zoning of R-4 does allow for lodging houses, an Airbnb is like a small motel 

with a few extra perks and personal touches. 
6. The property is not located within the floodplain 
7. Effects On General Welfare:  None 
8. Effects On Nearby Property:  None  
9. Effect On Development Of Surrounding Property:  None 
10. Adequacy Of Utilities & Facilities:    Already Existing 
11. Ingress & Egress:    Already existing. 
12. Conformity To Regulations: With the passage of the Rezoning from R-4 to C-2 the property will 

conform. 
 

There were no comments from the public for or against the variance. Tyson Grooms made a motion to 
approve the rezoning. Paul Roney seconded. The motion carried with a vote of 3-0 voting yes. This hearing 
adjourned at 9:10 A.M.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Nelson Jess-Variance Hearing 
9:45AM, May 6, 2022, at the site 
      Members of the public were in attendance.  
 
The meeting was opened by the secretary, Sarina VanMeter, with roll call. A quorum was present. Lori 
Barringer began the meeting explaining her Finding of Facts, which were: 

1. Petitioner wants to build a Barn on this parcel on to the South boundary line.   
2. The variance is needed to allow the minimum yard regulation to be reduced from 15 feet 

or one foot for each foot of building height, whichever is the greater of any lot line.  
Under the Moultrie County Zoning Ordinance, Section 5.5 Yard Regulation states the 
minimum feet for constructing a building near property lines is 15 feet, or one foot for 
each foot of building height, whichever is the greater of any lot line. 

3. The building will be 720sqft. Mr. Jess stated that the building would be 12ft heigh at the 
eave. 

4. Petitioner stated building will be used for storage. This was corrected to be for horses and 
ponies by Mr. Jess  

5. The property is not located within the floodplain.  
6. This PIN recently split and is now 06-06-24-000-314. There is a 22ft strip owned by John 

Jess (PIN# 06-06-24-000-318) that moves the South property line up. (See map with no 
aerials)  

7. The building already being built on this property is for an Amish school. The barn that 
Mr. Jess wants to build will be behind the school.  

8. Effects On General Welfare:  None 
9. Effects On Nearby Property:  None known. There is one property owner who objects, 

there have been 3 calls in total regarding this hearing. (See conversation synopsis) 
10. Effect On Development Of Surrounding Property:  None 
11. Adequacy Of Utilities & Facilities:    No water or electricity is needed. 
12. Ingress & Egress:    Already existing.  
13. Conformity To Regulations:  With the passage of the Variance the property will conform.    
 

Mrs. Barringer suggested that the barn be built at least 1ft from the property line. She then showed the map 
of the neighbors and asked for any public comments. Nelson Jess explained that he was thinking after filling 
out the application, that he would build where no overhang or guttering would be on the property line, just 
near it. The public comments were more about the split that was done for 22ft was not enough for the 
owner of that new parcel to get farm equipment back to their farmed parcel. They also talked about the 
fence that is against the property line. The public opinion was that the barn needed to build at the setbacks 
stated in the ordinance. Nelson Jess agreed that he could see why that would be necessary. 
 
Mike Sheehan made a motion to deny the variance request to build on the property line, Tyson Grooms 
seconded. Motion carried with a vote of 3-0 voting yes.  
 
Motion to adjourn the meeting was made by Paul Roney and seconded by Tyson Grooms. Motion carried 
with a vote of 3-0 voting yes. Meeting adjourned at 9:58am. 


