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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT P
10/8/2010
TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan

or Land Use Regulation Amendments

FROM: Plan Amendment Program Specialist

SUBJECT: City of Salem Plan Amendment
DLCD File Number 011-10

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of adoption.
Due to the size of amended material submitted, a complete copy has not been attached. A Copy of the
adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local government
office.

Appeal Procedures*®
DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL: Friday, October 22, 2010

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption pursuant to ORS 197.830(2)(b)
only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment
are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government. If
you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline. Copies of the
notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received written notice
of the final decision from the local government. The notice of intent to appeal must be served and filed in
the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10). Please call LUBA at
503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures.

*NOTE: The Acknowledgment or Appeal Deadline is based upon the date the decision was mailed by local
government. A decision may have been mailed to you on a different date than it was mailed to
DLCD. As a result, your appeal deadline may be earlier than the above date specified. NO LUBA

Notification to the jurisdiction of an appeal by the deadline. this Plan Amendment is acknowledged.

Cc: Brady Rogers, City of Salem
Gloria Gardiner, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist
Steve Oulman, DLCD Regional Representative
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Jurisdiction: City of Salem Local file number: CA 10-05
Ordinance Bill No. 19-10
Date of Adoption: September 27, 2010 Date Mailed: October 1, 2010
Was a Notice of Proposed Amendment (Form 1) mailed to DLCD? @Yes [ 1No Date: 7/19/2010
[ ] Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment [ ] Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment
@ Land Use Regulation Amendment [ 1 Zoning Map Amendment

[ ] New Land Use Regulation [ ] Other:

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write “See Attached”.

Amendment to Salem Revised Code (SRC) Chapter 111 (Definitions) modifying the definition of
“Livestock” to exclude the keeping of chickens from being considered as keeping livestock, except
when they are being kept for commercial purposes

Does the Adoption differ from proposal? No.

Plan Map Changed from: NA to: NA

Zone Map Changed from: NA to: NA

Location: City-wide Acres Involved: NA
Specify Density: Previous: NA New: NA

Applicable statewide planning goals:

) [BRSR ) SR v T I  S T A i o Tl [
DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD
Was an Exception Adopted? [ ] YES XX NO

Did DLCD receive a Notice of Proposed Amendment...

45-days prior to first evidentiary hearing? XXYes []No
If no, do the statewide planning goals apply? [ ]Yes [ |No
If no, did Emergency Circumstances require immediate adoption? [ 1Yes [ ]No

011-10 (18406) [16354]
DLCD file No.

Please list all affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts:




Local Contact: Brady Rogersﬁ Phone: (503) 588-6173 Extension: 7408
Address: 555 Liberty Street SE, Rm 305 Fax Number: 503-588-6005
City: Salem, OR Zip: 97301 E-mail Address: jbrogers@cityofsalem.net

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

This Form 2 must be received by DLCD no later than 5 days after the ordinance has been signed by the public

10.

official designated by the jurisdiction to sign the approved ordinance(s)
per ORS 197.615 and OAR Chapter 660, Division 18

This Form 2 must be submitted by local jurisdictions only (not by applicant).
When submitting, please print this Form 2 on light green paper if available.

Send this Form 2 and One (1) Complete Paper Copy and One (1) Electronic Digital CD (documents and
maps) of the Adopted Amendment to the address in number 6:

Electronic Submittals: Form 2 — Notice of Adoption will not be accepted via email or any
electronic or digital format at this time.

The Adopted Materials must include the final decision signed by the official designated by the jurisdiction.
The Final Decision must include approved signed ordinance(s), finding(s), exhibit(s), and any map(s).

DLCD Notice of Adoption must be submitted in One (1) Complete Paper Copy and One (1)
Electronic Digital CD via United States Postal Service, Common Carrier or Hand Carried to
the DLCD Salem Office and stamped with the incoming date stamp. (for submittal instructions,
also see # 5)] MAIL the PAPER COPY and CD of the Adopted Amendment to:

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT
635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540

Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the signed ordinance(s), finding(s), exhibit(s) and any other
supplementary information (see ORS 197.615 ).

Deadline to appeals to LUBA is calculated twenty-one (21) days from the receipt (postmark date) of adoption
(see ORS 197.830 to 197.845 ).

In addition to sending the Form 2 - Notice of Adoption to DLCD, please notify persons who participated in
the local hearing and requested notice of the final decision at the same time the adoption packet is mailed to
DLCD (see ORS 197.615).

Need More Copies? You can now access these forms online at http://www.lcd;state.or'.us/. You may also
call the DLCD Office at (503) 373-0050; or Fax your request to: (503) 378-5518.

Updated December 22, 2009
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ENGROSSED
ORDINANCE BILL NO. 19-10
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO KEEPING OF URBAN CHICKENS; ADDING SRC
50.710, AND AMENDING SRC 111.130
The City of Salem ordains as follows:
Section 1. The following SRC 50.710 is hereby added to SRC Chapter 50:
SRC 50.710. Keeping of Chickens.
(a) Definitions. As used in this section, the following mean:
(1) Approved inspector means a person who has received training by the City on the
standards for chicken facilities contained in this section, and has received a certificate
therefor.
(2) Chicken means the common domestic fowl (Gallus gallus domesticus) or its
young.
(3) Chicken facility means a combination of a coop and a runway.
(4) Commercial poultry operation means a farm that raises chickens for sale or the
production of eggs for profit.
(5) Coop means a structure providing roofed shelter for the chickens.
(6) Hen means an adult female chicken.
(7) Rooster means a male chicken,‘ and includes a capon.
(8) Runway means a fully enclosed, fenced area connected to the coop.
(b) Except as provided in this section, no person shall keep chickens in the City unless a
license has been obtained therefor. No license is required for a commercial poultry
operation that is an allowed use under the City’s land use regulations.
{c¢) License.
(1) Terms; Conditions of License. The license to keep chickens-shall be valid for
three years from the date of issuance, and may be renewed for additional three year
terms. Every license shall be subject to the following conditions:
(A) A maximum of three hens per residence is allowed,

(B) Roosters are prohibited;

ORDINANCE —Page 1 - COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SALEM, OREGON
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(C) Except when under the personal control of the licensee, chickens shall be
confined at all times within a chicken facility;

(D) No structure that houses chickens, either temporarily or permanently, shall
be located within twenty feet of any adjacent residence, or ten feet of the
licensee’s residence; ' _

(E) A chicken facility shall be located in the rear yard of the licensee’s residence,
and shall comply with the setback requirements of the zone in which it is located;
(F) A chicken facility, and the premises where the chicken facility is located,
shall be majntainéd in a condition such that the facility or chickens do not produce
noise or odor that creates a nuisance for adjoining property. |

(G) A chicken facility shall not exceed one hundred and twenty square feet.

(2) Application. An application for a license to keep chickens shall include the

following:

(A) The name and mailing address of the person to whom the license will be

issued;
(B) The address where the chickens will be kept, if different from the mailing

address;
(C) A certification by an approved inspector that the chicken facility meets the

standards in this sectioﬁ; and

. (D) Payment of the application fee.
(3) Issuance. The application shall be reviewed by the City to determine if there is
any reason why the license should not be issued. If no reason is identified, the
applicant shall be notified that the application has been approved and the license
issued. If a reason is identified why the license should not be issued, the application
shall be denied, and the applicant shall be provided written notice setting forth the
T€asons.
(4) Renewal,

(A) A licensee may apply for renewal of a license to keep chickens no later than

5:00 p.m. on the license expiration date. The application to renew a license shall

ORDINANCE - Page 2 COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SALEM, OREGON
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be accompanied by a certification by an approved inspector that the chicken
facility meets the standards in this section, together with the license renewal fee.
(B) A renewal application shall be reviewed by the City to determine if there is
any reason why the license should not be renewed. If no reason is identified, the
applicant shall be notified that the renewal has been approved. The renewal shall
be effective as of the expiration date. If areason is identified why the license
should not be renewed, the renewal application shall be denied, and the applicant
provided written notice setting forth the reasons.
(C) A late fee shall be charged for any renewal application received after the
expiration date. The late fee shall be fifty percent of the amount of the renewal
fee. No renewal shall be granted if the application for the renewal is received
more than thirty days after the expiration date.
(5) Grounds for Denial, An application for a license to keep chickens or a renewal
of a license may be denied for any of the following reasons:
(A) Any inaccurate, misleading, or incomplete statement made on the application
for, or made in connection with, the license.
(B) Failure to comply with the conditions of a license issued pursuant to this
section.
(C) Failure to provide the certification by an approved inspector that the chicken
facility meets the standards in this section.
(D) Any other activity by the licensee that would present a reasonable doubt
about licensee’s ability to perform and keep chickens without endangering public
health, safety, or welfare.
(6) License Fees. Fees for licenses to keep chickens and renewals shall be set by
resolution of the City Council. The fees shall be non-refundable.
(d) Cease and Desist Orders; Permit Revocation; Civil Penalties; Enforcement.
(4} | Cease and Desist Orders. When a licensee has violated or continues to violate
the terms and conditions of a license to keep chickens issued pursuant to this section,
or any other provision of this section, the Director may issue an order that the licensee

cease and desist all such violations and command the licensee to immediately comply

ORDINANCE — Page 3 COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SALEM, OREGON
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with all requiremcnfs of the liceﬁse or this section, and take such appropriate remedial
or preventive action as may be needed to properly address the violation.
(2) Suspension or Revocation of Permit.
(A) The Director may suspend or revoke a license if:
(i) The permit was issued in €rror;
(ii) Inaccurate, misleading, or incomplete information was used to obtain, or is
provided to the City in connection with, the license; or
(iii) The applicant is not complying with the terms of the license, or is
violating the provisions of this section; |
(B) The Director shall issue a written notice to the licenses specifying the reason
for the suspension or revocation and provide a time certain, not to exceed ten
days, within which the licensee shall correct the reason for the suspension or
revocation. If the licensee corrects the deficiency within such ten day period, the
license shall be reinstated.
(3) Civil Penalty. Any licensee who fails to comply with the terms and conditions of

a license issued pursuant to this section, or any other provision of this section, any

“licensee who fails to comply with a cease and desist order issued pursuant to this

subsection, or any person who keeps chickens without first obtaining the license
required by this section, shall be subject to a civil penalty, not to exceed $2,000 per
violation. Each day that a violation continues shall constitute a sepatate violation.
(4) Civil Penalties Against Agents. Any person who acts as the agent of, or
otherwise assists, a person who engages in an activity which would be subject to a
civil penalty, shall likewise be subject to a civil penalty.

(5) Reconsideration. Any person aggrieved by any decision, action, or
determination, including cease and desist orders, made by the Director, may seek
reconsideration by filing a request for reconsideration with the Director within ten
days after notice of such decision, action, or determination has been provided to the
person. The notice shall set forth in detail the facts supporting the request for
reconsideration. The Director's decision, action, or determination shall remain in

effect during such period of reconsideration.

ORDINANCE - Page 4 COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SALEM, OREGON
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(6) Appeal. Any person aggrieved by an action of the Director issuing a cease and

" desist order, revoking or suspending a license, or who is subject to a civil penalty may
appeal such action by filing a notice of intent to appeal with the City Recorder within
fifteen business days after notice of the Director’s final decision after reconsideration
is deemed to have been received by the applicant under SRC 20J.110. The notice of
appeal shall satisfy the requirements of SRC 20J.110, and the appeal shall proceed as
a contested case under the procedures established in SRC 20J 240-207.430.
Notwithstanding SRC 20J.270, the Director's decision, action, or determination shall
remain in effect during such period of the appeal.
(7) Injunctive Relief. The City may seek injunctive relief against any person who
has willfully failed to comply with the terms and conditions of a license issued
pursuant to this section, or willfully violated any other provision of this secﬁoﬁ, such
relief to be in effect for a period not to exceed ten years.

(8) Remedies Not Exclusive. The remedies provided by this subsection are
cumulative a.ﬁd not mutually exclusive and are in addition to any other rights,
remedies and penalties available to the City under any other provision of law.

(e) Any chickens that are not kept as provided in subsection (c) of this section or in
compliance with the terms and conditions of a license issued pursuant to this section shall
be deemed a public nuisance under SRC 50.800, and the owner or custodian shall be
given thirty days to rectify the conditions creating the public nuisance. If the owner or
custodian has not rectified the conditions within thirty days of the date the notice is
provided, the City may abate the nuisance, as provided in SRC 50.800-50.880.

(® Violation.

(1) It shall be unlawful to keep chickens in the City, except as authorized by
subsection (b) of this section. A violation of this paragraph is a civil violation.

(2) It shall be unlawful to violate the terms of a permit issued pursuant to subsection

(c) of this section. A violation of this paragraph is an infraction, and shall be
punishable as follows:

(A) $250 for the first violation.
(B) $500 for the second violation.

ORDINANCE — Page 5 COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SALEM, OREGON
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(C) $750 for the third violation, and the defendant shall be prohibited from
obtaining a license to keep chickens for a period of ten years.
(3) Violations of paragraphs (1) and (2) of this section are continuing, and each day

the violation continues shall constitute a separate offense.

Section 2. SRC 111.130 is amended to read:

SRC 111.130. “L” Definitions.

(a) Land use action means a zone change, conditional zone change, variance,
adjustment, cdnditional use approval, specific conditional use approval, planned unit
development approval at any stage requiring commission or council action, or any other
action requiring discretionary review by an administrative body, including appeals from
any of the foregoing. '
(b) Land use proceeding means a proceeding on a zone change, variance, adjustment,
conditional use, specific conditional use, or planned unit development application; a
council or commission initiated zone change proceeding; a proceeding to designate
zoning classifications for a newly annexed area; or any other proceeding which will result
in a land use action unless dismissed. |
(c) Landscaped means primarily devoted to the planting and preservation of trees,
shrubs, lawn and other organic ground cover, together with other natural or artificial
supplements to that primary use such as watercourses, ponds, fountains, decorative
lighting, benches, arbors, gazebos, bridges, rock or stone arrangements, pathways,
sculpture, trellises, and screens.
(d) Lattice Tower means a freestanding support structure Which consists of a network of
crossed metal braces, forming a tower which is usually triangular or square in cross-
section, | |
(e) Livestock means;
(1) Oene or more members of any species of cattle, swine, sheep, goat, peultry; horse
or other equine, erllama, alpada or related ruminant, or poultry, excluding chickens,
regardless of the purpose for which any of the foregoing may be kept; and

(2) of Aany species of rabbit, bee, er fur-bearing animal, or chicken kept for sale, for

sale of by-products, for livestock increase, or for value increase.
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(f) Loading space means an off-street space or bay on the same lot or parcel with a
building or complex for the parking of a vehicle while loading or unloading passengers or
cargo.
(g) Lot. In addition to the meaning given in SRC 63.030, "lot" means aﬁy parcel or
contignous unit of lots or other parcels under common or condominium ownership,
common life estate, or subject to a common leasehold for a term of at least 99 years.
(h) Lot area means the area in square feet or acres (43,560 square feet e‘qﬁals one acre)
of a horizontal plane bounded by the vertical extensions of the lot lines.
(i) Lot coverage means the percentage of lot area covered by structures other than
fences or by other structures no point of which is more than three feet above grade.
(j) Lot depth means the horizontal distance between the front and rear lot lines
measured at a point halfway between the side lot lines.
(k) Lot, downhill means a hillside lot which slopes downhill from the front lot line.
() Lot, interior means any lot other than a corner lot.
(m) Lot line means one of the property lines forming the exterior boundaries of a lot;
and includes a condominium unit ownership line where the underlying real property is
included in a unit,
(n) Lot line,; front means:
(1) In the case of any lot having a front lot line designated pursuant to SRC
63.145(e), the line so designated;
(2) In the case of an interior lot having only one street frdntage, the lot line
separating the lot from the street right-of-way; and
(3) In the case of any lot not covered by paragraphs (1) or (2) of this subsection, the
lot line which the architecturally designed front of the building faces. |
(o) Lot line, interior means a 10": line which is not adjacent to a street.
(p) Lot line, rear means:
(1) In the case of any lot having a rear lot line designated or determinable under SRC
63.145(g), the lot line so designated or determined; and
(2) In the case of any other lot, the lot line opposite and most distant from the front
lot line.

ORDINANCE — Page 7 COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SALEM, OREGON
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(q) Lot line, side means any lot line which is not a front or rear lot line.

(¥) Lot, uphiil means a hillside ot which slopes uphill from the front lot line.

(s) Lot width means the horizontal distance between the side lot lines measured at right

angles to the lot depth at a point halfway between the front and rear lot lines.
Section 3. Severability. Each section of this ordinance, and any part thereof, is severable, and
if any part of this ordinance is held invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder of
this ordinance shall remain in full force and effect.

PASSED by the City Council this__ o277 day of s pte enbere 2010,
ATTEST:

Sl
City Recorder
Approved by City Attorney: Ul/

Checked by: B. Rogers
G:\Group\legall \Council\080910 Chicken ord.doc
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FUTURE REPORT FOR : August 09, 2010
FOR COUNCIL MEETING OF: August 16, 2010

AGENA ITEM NO.: 9.1 (a)
To: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL | " September 20, 2010
- 3(a)
THROUGH—LINDA NORRIS, CITY MANAGER .
FROM:  VICKIE HARDIN WOODS, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR VAW
Y B. Rosede

SUBJECT: AMENDMENTS TO REVISED CODE CHAPTERS 50 AND 111
REGARDING THE KEEPING OF URBAN CHICKENS

ISSUE

Should the City Council enact Ordinance Bill No. 19-10 to amend SRC Chapter 50 to allow
the keeping of up to three chickens, no roosters, under certain limited conditions, with re-
guired license; and amend SRC Chapter 111 to modify the definition of “livestock”, thus
removing the keeping of chickens, other than for commercial purposes, from regulation in
the zoning code?

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the City Council advance Ordinance Bill No. 19-10 to second reading for
enactment; and set a date for a public hearing on this ordinance.

BACKGROUND

On July 12, 2010, an information staff report was presented to council with an attached
draft ordinance. After consideration and debate council directed staff to return with a future
report and ordinance based on the draft ordinance.

The original proposal combined with staff recommendations from the July 12, 2010
information staff report is summarized as follows:

1. Regulates chickens outside the zoning code. Allows up to three chickens per
residence anywhere throughout the city under the following conditions:

a) Chicken coop/facilities must be licensed.

b Roosters are prohibited.
c)  Chickens to be confined at all times in chicken coop/facility.
d) Coopffacility must meet zoning and building code setbacks.

e) Coop/facility must be a minimum of 20 feet from ali dwellings.

f) Coop/facility must be less than 120 square feet in size.

g Coopffacility must be located in the rear yard of a residence.

; Facility to be maintained in good condition and not create a nuisance.

i) Fines will be assessed for coop conditions that fall outside those stated
in the ordinance; $250 for the first fine, $500 for the second, and $750
for the third. After a third violation, the licensee will no longer be able
to keep chickens.

2. Amends SRC 111.130(e) to exclude chickens from the defined list of outright
“Livestock” in Salem Revised Code, and include chickens in the defined list of
animals that can be kept for personal use and by-products.

Keeping of Urban Chickens Page 1 August 18, 2010



FACTS AND FINDINGS

1.

oo

Modifying SRC 50 Property Maintenance Chapter as proposed in Ordinance Bill
No. 19-10 will allow any residence to have up to three hens and no roosters with
the appropriate license and under certain conditions. Enforcement actions
would occur through the Property Maintenance Code.

Modifying the definition of “livestock” as proposed in Ordinance Bill No. 19-10
would intend to allow the keeping of chickens for noncommercial purposes
throughout the city. The maodification of this definition will prevent the two
chapters of Salem Revised Code from being in conflict. .

At the July 12, 2010 council meeting a question was raised about the definition
of yards. It was staff’s intent to require chicken coop/facilities to be placed in
rear yards only. The definition of rear yard as used under Salem Zone Code
can be found under SRC 111.260(c), and reads “A yard extending across the
full width of the lot between the most rear main building and the rear lot line.”

At the July 12, 2010 council meeting public testimony was given requesting that
the chicken coop/facility not be required fo be twenty feet from the home of the
chicken owner; that only adjacent dwellings require the twenty foot setback of
the coop/facility.

Staff recommends and plans to administratively regulate the ordinance under the
following additional terms and conditions in addition to the specifications of the
ordinance. -

Fines for violation of the ordinance be set at the listed progressive levels, with
the option of civil a penalty under SRC 20J.

The license period will be three years, with a $50 license payment due each
year on the anniversary date. Upon original application and on each renewal
date, the coop/facility shall be inspected for compliance with this ordinance.

Inspections of the coop/facilities are to be performed by an outside vendor at the
chicken owner’s expense. Outside vendors performing coop inspection will be
trained and approved by City staff and provided with a comprehensive check list
for performing the inspection. A list of approved outside vendors will be
provided to applicants. The vendors will not be agents or employees of the City,
and will serve only to inspect a proposed chicken coop, and provide a certificate
of approval to the applicant.

Staff will work toward an on-ling licensing program, but a modified procedure
for on-line or over the counter licensing be implemented until such time as on-
line licensing is possible.

Licensing of certain activities is currently processed using the AMANDA
computer system. All licenses issued by the City with the AMANDA computer
system are subject to additional processing fees that will raise the annual cost of
the $50 license payment to $67.50. ,

Keeping of Urban Chickens Page 2 August 18, 2010




Procedural Findings

1. Under SRC 110.070, any amendment to the Salem Zoning Code that amends, sup-
plements, or changes only the text must be initiated either by the City Council or by
the Commission by resolution. Council and/or the Planning Administrator must then
fix a date for a public hearing before council and cause notice to be provided as re-
quired by the code. '

2. ORS 197.610 and OAR 660-018-0020 requires that the Department of Land Con-
servation and Development receive notification of any proposed amendment to a lo-
cal land use regulation at least 45 days prior to the first public hearing. Notice to the
DLCD was received on July 16, 2010. This will allow the council and/or Planning
Administrator to fix a date for a public hearing to take place on or after August 31,
2010. The first available council session after that date is September 13, 2010.

ervices Administrator

Attachment A: Ordinance Bill No. 19-10
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September 20, 2010
ORDINANCE BILL NO. 1910 3@
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO KEEPING OF URBAN CHICKENS; ADDING SRC
50.710, AND AMENDING SRC 111.130
The City of Salem ordains as follows:
Section 1. The following SRC 50.710 is hereby added to SRC Chapter 50:
SRC 50.710. Keeping of Chickens. '
(a) Definitions. As used in this section, the following mean:
(1) Approved inspector means a person who has received training by the City on the
standards for chicken facilities contained in this section, and has received a certificate
therefor.
(2) Chicken means the common domestic fowl (Gallus gallus domesticus) or its
young.
(3) Chicken facility means a combination of a coop and a runway.
(4) Commercial poultry operation means a farm that raises chickens for sale or the
production of eggs for profit. |
(5) Coop means a structure providing roofed shelter for the chickens.
(6) Hen means an adult female chicken.
(7) Rooster means a male chicken, and includes a capon.
(8) Runway means a fully enclosed, fenced area connected to the coop.
(b) Except as provided in this section, no person shall keep chickens in the City unless a
license has been obtained therefor. No license is required for a commercial poultry
operation that is an allowed use under the City’s land use regﬁlations.
(c) License.
(1) Terms; Conditions of License. The license to keep chickens shall be valid for
three years from the date of issuance, and may be renewed for additional three year
terms. Every license shall be subject to the following conditions:
(A) A maximum of three hens per residence is allowed;
(B) Roosters are prohibited;
(C) The chickens shall be confined at all times within a chicken facility;

E—Page 1 COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SALEM, OREGON
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(D) No structure that houses chickens, either temporarily or permanently, shall
be located within twenty feet of any residence;

(E) A chicken facility shall comply with the setback requirements of the zone in
which it is located;

(F) A chicken facility, and the premises where the chicken facility is located,
shall be maintained in a condition such that the facility or chickens do not produce

noise or odor that creates a nuisance for adjoining property.

(2) Application. An application for a license to keep chickens shall include the

followiﬁg:

(A) The name and mailing address of the person to whom the license will be
issued;

(B) The address where the chickens will be kept, if different from the mailing
address;

(C) A certification by an approved inspector that the chicken facility meets the
standards in this section; and

(D) Payment of the application fee.

(3) Issuance. The application shall be reviewed by the City to determine if there is
any reason why the license should not be issued. Ifno reason is identified, the
applicant shall be notified that the application has been approved and the license
issued. If areason is identified why the license should not be issued, the application
shall be denied, and the applicant shall be provided written notice setting forth the
reasons.

(4) Renewal.

(A) A licensee may apply for renewal of a license to keep chickens no later than
5:00 p.m. on the license expiration date. The application to renew a license shall
be accompanied by a certification by an approved inspector that the chicken
facility meets the standards in this section, together with the license renewal fee.
(B) A renewal application shall be reviewed by the City to determine if there is
any reason why the license should not be renewed. If no reason is identified, the

applicant shall be notified that the renewal has been approved. The renewal shall
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be effective as of the expiration date. If a reason is identified why the license
should not be renewed, the reﬁewal application shall be denied, and the applicant
provided written notice setting forth the reasons.

(©) A late fee shall be charged for any renewal application received after the
expiraﬁon date. The late fee shall be fifty percent of the amount of the renewal
fee. No renewal shall be granted if the application for the renewal is received
more than thirty days after the éxpiration date.

(5) Grounds for Denial. An application for a license to keep chickens or a renewal

of a license may be denied for any of the following reasons:

(A) Any inaccurate, misléading, or inéompléte statement made on the application
for, or made in connection with, the license.

(B) Failure to comply with the conditions of a license issued pursuant to this
section.

(C) Failure to provide the certification by an approved inspector that the chicken
facility meets the standards in this section. '

(D) Any other activity by the licehsee that would present a reasonable doubt
about licensee’s ability to perfoim and keep chickens without endangering public
health, safety, or welfare. |

(6) License Fees. Fees for licenses to keep chickens and renewals shall be set by
resolution of the City Council. The fees shall be non-refundable.

(d) Cease and Desist Orders; Permit Revocation; Civil Penalties; Enforcement.
(1) Cease and Desist Orders. When a licensee has violated or continues to violate
the terms and conditions of a license to keep chickens issued pursuant to this section,
or any other provision of this section, the Director may issue an order that the licensee
cease and desist all such violations and command the licensee to immediately comply
with all requirements of the license or this section, and take such appropriate remedial
or preventive action as may be needed to properly address the violation.

(2) Swuspension or Revocation of Permit.

(A) The Director may suspend or revoke a license if:

(i) The permit was issued in error;
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(ii) Inaccurate, misleading, or incomplete information was used to obtain, or is
provided to the City in connection with, the license; or
(iii) The applicant is not complying with the terms of the license, or is
violating the provisions of this section;
(B) The Director shall issue a written notice to the licensee specifying the reason
for the suspension or revocation and provide a time certain, not to exceed ten
days, within which the licensee shall correct the reason for the suspension or
revocation. If the licensee corrects the deficiency within such ten day period, the
license shall be reinstated.. ,
A3) Civil Penélty. Any licensee who fails to comply with the terms and conditions of
a license issued pursuant to this section, or any other provision of this section, any
licensee who fails to comply with a cease and desist order issued pursuant to this
subsection, or any person who keeps chickens without first obtaining the license
required by this section, shall be subject to a civil penalty, not to exceed $2,000 per
violation. Each day that a violation continues shall constitute a separate violation.
(4) Civil Penalties Against Agents. Any person who acts as the agent of, or
otherwise assists, a person who engages in an activity which would be subject to a
civil penalty, shall likewise be subject to a civil penalty.
(5) Reconsideration. Any person aggrieved by any decision, action, or
determination, including cease and desist orders, made by the Director, may seek
reconsideration by filing a request for reconsideration with the Director within ten
days afier notice of such decision, action, or determination has been provided to the
person. The notice shall set forth in detail the facts supporting the request for
reconsideration., The Director's decision, action, or determination shall remain in
effect during such period of reconsideration.
(6) Appeal. Any person aggrieved by an action of the Director issuing a cease and
desist order, revoking or suspending a license, or who is subject to a civil penalty may
appeal such action by filing a notice of intent to appeal with the City Recorder within
fifteen business days after notice of the Director’s final decision after reconsideration

is deemed to have been received by the applicant under SRC 20J.110. The notice of
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appeal shall éatisfy the requirements of SRC 20J.110, and the appeal shall proceed as
a contested case under the procedures established in SRC 20J.240-207.430.
Notwithstanding SRC 20J.270, the Director's decision, action, or determination shall
remain in effect during such period of the appeal.
(7) Injunctive Relief. The City méy seek injunctive relief against any person who
has Wﬂiﬁﬂly failed to comply with the terms and conditions of a license issued
pursuant to this section, or willfully violated any other provision of this section, such
relief to be in effect for a period not to exceed ten years.
(8) Remedies Not Exclusive. The remedies provided by this subsection are
| cumulative and not mutua]iy exclusive and are in addition to any other rights,
remedies and penalties available to the City under any other provision of law.
(e) Any chickens that are not kept as provided in subsection (c) of this section or in
compliance with the terms and conditions of a license issued pursuant to this section shall
be deemed a public nuisance under SRC 50.800, and the owner or custodian shall be
given thirty days to rectify the conditions creating the public nuisance. If the owner or
custodian has not rectified the conditions within thirty days of the date the notice is
provided, the City may abate the nuisance, as provided in SRC 50.800-50.880.
(f) Violation.
(1) It shall be unlawful to keep chickens in the City, except as authorized by
subsection (b) of this section. A violation of this paragraph is a misdemeanor.
(2) It shall be unlawful to violate the terms of a permit issued pursuant to subsection
(c) of this section. A violaﬁon of this paragraph iS an infraction, and shall be
punishable as follows:
(A) $250 for the first violation.
{B) $500 for the second violation.
(C) $750 for the third violation, and the defendant shall be prohibited from
obtaining a license to keep chickens for a period of ten years.
(3) Violations of paragraphs (1) and (2) of this section are continuing, and each day
the violation continues shall constitute a separate offense,

Section 2. SRC 111.130 is amended to read:
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SRC 111.130. “L” Definitions.

(a) Land use action means a zone change, conditional zone change, variance,
adjustment, conditional use approval, specific conditional use approval, planned unit
development approval at any stage requiring commission or council action, or any other
action requiring discretionary review by an administrative body, including appeals from
any of the foregoing.

(b) Land use proceeding means a proceeding on a zone change, variance, adjustment,
conditional use, specific conditional use, or planned unit development application; a

council or commission initiated zone change proceeding; a proceeding to designate

- zoning classifications for a newly annexed area; or any other proceeding which will result

in a land use action unless dismissed.
(c) Landscaped means primarily devoted to the planting and preservation of trees,

shrubs, lawn and other organic ground cover, together with other natural or artificial

‘supplements to that primary use such as watercourses, ponds, fountains, decorative

lighting, benches, arbors, gazebos, bridges, rock or stone arrangements, pathways,
sculpture, trellises, and screens.

(d) Lattice Tower means a freestanding support structure which consists of a network of

~ crossed metal braces, forming a tower which is usually triangular or square in cross-

section.

(e) Livestock means;:
(1) Oene or more members of any species of cattle, swine, sheep, goat, perltsss horse
or other equine, erllama, alpaca or related ruminant, or poultry, exclnding chickens,
regardless of the purpose for which any of the foregoing may bé kept; and
(2) of Aany species of rabbit, bee, er fur-bearing animal, or chicken kept for sale, for

sale of by-products, for livestock increase, or for value increase.
(f) Loading space means an off-street space or bay on the same lot or parcel with a
building or complex for the parking of a vehicle while loading or unloading passengers or

cargo.
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(g) Lot. In addition to the meaning given in SRC 63.030, "lot" means any parcei or
contiguous wnit of lots or other parcels under common or condominium ownership,
common life estate, or subject to a common leasehold for a term of at least 99 years;
(h) Lot area means the area in square feet or acres (43,560 square feet equals one acre)
of a horizontal plane bounded by the vertical extensions of the lot lines.
() Lot coverage means the percentage of lot area covered by structures other than
fences or by other structures no point of which is more than three feet above grade.
(j) Lot depth means the horizontal distance between the front and rear lot lines
measured at a point halfway between the side lot lines.
(k) Lot, downhill means a hillside lot which slopes downhill from the front lot line.
(@) Lot, interior means any lot other than a corner lot.
(m) Lot line means one of the property lines forming the exterior boundaries of a lot;
and includes a condominium unit ownership line where the underlying real property is
included in a unit. v
(n) Lot line, front means:
(1) In the case of any lot having a front lot line designated pursuant to SRC
63.145(e), the line so designated;
(2) In the case of an interior lot having only one street frontage, the lot line
separating the lot from the street right of way; and
(3) In the case of any lot not covered by paragraphs (1) or (2) of this subsection, the
lot line which the architecturally designed front of the building faces.

(0) Lot line, interior means a lot line which is not adjacent to a street.

(p) Lot line, rear means:
(1) In the case of any lot having a rear lot line designated or determinable under SRC
63.145(g), the lot line so designated or determined; and ’
(2) In the case of any other lot, the lot line opposite and most distant from the front
lot line.

(@) Lot line, side means any lot line which is not a front or rear lot line.

(r) Lot, uphill means a hillside lot which slopes uphill from the front lot line.
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(s) Lot width means the horizontal distance between the side lot lines measured at right
angles to the lot depth at a point halfway between the front and rear lot lines.
Section 3. Severability. Each section of this ordinance, and any part thereof, is severable, and
if any part of this ordinance is held invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder of
this ordinance shall remain in full force and effect.

PASSED by the City Council this day of , 2010.
ATTEST:
City Recorder t
Approved by City Attorney: LA

Checked by: B. Rogers
G:\Group\legal1\Council\080910 Chicken ord.doc
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September 20, 2010
3 (a)

DOCUMENT FILED
SEP 16 2010

CITY OF SALE
CIty F{ECORD%

To Whom it May Concerti:

The City of Portland has a long standing code that allows its residents up to three hens per property
without a petmit, ot a larger flock with 2 permit. This has presented a tremendous oppottunity for
Portlanders to enjoy pets that contribute to sustainable food pracﬁces. I, myself, have three

'  chickens at home in my backyard garden.

The privilege of having chickens in our city is something we encourage and promote. Through our
“Utban Growth Bounty”‘ program residents can enroll in classes on how to keep 2 backyard flock
safe, sound and healthy. As our residents contend with a difficult economic climate, we ate doing all
we can té support programs and policy that allow residents to incotporate sustainability in everyday

life. In that way, allowing urban chickens has never made more sense.

P’m confident that mote cities can adopt similar amendments, and craft reasonable policies to ensure
this is done without harm to residents or vital neighborthoods—Portland has had few complaints
regarding utban chicken keeping. To the contrary, Portland boasts an annual “Tout de Coops™
festival, where hundreds of residents purchase guidebooks and tour the city’s most interesting
backyard hen houses.

I absolutely encotifage you to adopt local policies that encourage youi residents to keep a small flock

of hens in their backyards. Please feel free to contact me with questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Sam Adams
Mayor

1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 ¢ Portland, Oregon 57204-1995
- (503) 823-4120 4 FAX (503) 823-3588 ¢ TDD (503) 823-6868 4 www.portlandonline.com/mavor/


http://www.portlandonline.com/mayor/

September 20, 2010
3 (a)

DOCUMENT FILED
SEP 16 2010

CITY OF SALEM

We are fellows from the Northwest Institute for Social Change and we spent out sumcr;’zgrY RECORDER

making a five-minute documentary film about urban chicken keeping in Portland,
Oregon.

Dear Mayor Janet Taylor,

Thanks for taking your time to watch our film Urban Chickens, which highlights the
environmental benefits of keeping chickens in urban/suburban areas and promotes more
sustainable lifestytes.

We hope that after watching Urban Chickens you consider passing an ordinance to allow
chicken keeping in your municipality. We encourage you to consider the successful
examples of other leading cities around the United States, such as New York, Chicago,
and Los Angeles.

If you're interested in learning more, great places to start are: |

-Urban Chicken Keeping Analysis, which highlights major U.S. city ordinances
urbanchickens.org/files/Ordinance%20research%?20paper.pdf
- -Urban Farm Store www.urbanfarmstore.com

-Growing Gardens www.growing-gardens.org

Urban Chickens is also on Youtube. The link is: http://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=AxsPK3UbTje

Please also feel free to contact us personally for more information.

Sincerely,

2010 NWISC Fellows,

Colin Christopher, colinc20@gmail.com
Caroline Koehler Koehlecs@whitman.edu
Rachel Sklar resklar@gmail.com


http://www.urbanfarmstore.com
http://www.youtube.com/watch
mailto:colinc20@gmail.com
mailto:Koehlecs@whitman.edu
mailto:resklar@gmail.com
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2 {a)

v &y

Kathy Hall - Chickens in City Limits

DOCUMENT FILED
rom: <KARAU8021@comcast.net>
To: <citycouncil@cityofsalem.net> AUG 2 3 2010
Date: 8/23/2010 2:39 PM ' CITY OF SALEM
Subject: Chickens in City Limits CITY RECORDER

Dear City Council Members and Honorable Mayor:

We would like to voice our hope that you will DENY allowing chickens in the city limits. They
are a "farm animal" and not a domestic pet!

~ We live in south Salem and our property borders the county. When we first moved here we
had chickens from the neighbors on Croisen wandering in our yard for awhile. It did draw in
the coyote's and before long, there weren't any more chickens in our yard.

| would hope you will vote against allowing people in the city limits to have chickens. It
appears it would encourage other wild animals into the wooded neighborhoods. Last year we
actually had a cougar that killed a neighbor's cat and was sighted at least two other times
before it moved on. If we had chickens around here, it may have decided to linger a bit Ionger.»
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Lynne and Bob Karau
4055 Cloudview Drive S.
Salem, OR 97302

503-588-4114

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\l.ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C72883EGWCL1... 8§/23/2010
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September 20, 2010
3(a)

Kathy Hall - A dubious honor

DOCUMENT FILED

From: "valdean hollingshead" <rvhollin@msn.com>

To: "citycouncil" <citycouncil@cityofsalem.net> AUG 19 ZUT(}
Date: 8/18/2010 7:35 PM , CITY OF SALEM

Subject: A dubious honor CITY RECORDER

Helio - Qut of all the news fit to print U.S.A. Today (yesterday) honored Salem by reporting that
the city had taken a vote on whether or not to allow chickens within the city limits (whether or
not they realized Salem is the Capital of State remains to be seen). Congratulations on depending
on an open forum - date yet to be announced - where citizens can voice their opinion on this
matter. It is so reminiscent of the state legislature refusing to resolve issues that are
controversial and referring them back to the voters. Whoever voted no to this, thank you.
Perhaps you could refer this to all the citizens of Salem by ballot rather than the jam-packed
meetings where whomever wishes speaks is never to be counted upon, and if one does speak the
council does what it wishes regardless. Rather than listen to the vocal minority, it appears that
the city council has made a decision prior to the "open" meeting.

It is difficult to believe that while the Cherriot bus issues, the building issues, the not-so-glib -

. effort to rescue the mortgage issues surrounding the financing of a major "bad
loan" condominium and the on-going lack of real jobs and real money engulf us all, this is worth
the effort. It will be interesting to find out exactly how this came to be.

I will be there. I do not expect to do anything but wait and then not be heard. Perhaps we could
move into the 21st century and once again talk about providing Wi-Fi services to Salem. I see
that Keizer is now moving ahead with their plan for LAN. It seems to me that Salem also once
entertained that idea but it has somehow fallen by the wayside. What happened? Wi-Fi has many
advantages for business (both small and large) and is about to become what the old internet is
now. Brazll, Connecticut, etc. have more access to wireless than Salem. Are we looking
backwards or forwards?

Most disappointedly, R.V. Hollingshead, 3531 Hillview Dr, S.E. Salem Oregon 97302

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\l.ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4dC6C35F4GWC1... 8/1 9/2010
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3(a)
Kathy Hall - City Ordinance Regarding Chickens in Residential Areas
‘rom:  <lindanbillw@comcast.net> OCUMENT FILED
To: <jtaylor@cityofsalem.net>, <citycouncil@cityofsalem.net>
Date:  8/17/2010 9:29 PM | AUG 18 2010
o . S~ . % ¥ « 5 - C ITY )
Subject: City Ordinance Regarding Chickens in Residential Areas i R%E%%%E%

We are south Salem residents and have noted that the City is considering allowing ownership
of chickens in residential neighborhoods. We are opposed to that policy and ask that you not
adopt it. Among other things, raising poultry requires storage, handling and dispersal of feed
that can attract rodents. With houses close together, this could present health issues for
neighbors. '

Please reject this idea. Traditional pet ownership is one thing communities accept but poultry
belong in rural areas and not in close together residential areas. Thank you.

Bill and Linda Warren

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C6AFF24GWCl1... 8/18/2010
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3(a)

Kathy ‘Ha'll - menu
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DOCUMENT FILED

From: "john jenssen" <jwjenssen@msn.com>

. To: "citycouncil” <citycouncil@cityofsalem.net> AUG 16 2010
Date: 8/16/2010 10:17 AM - CITY OF SALEM
Subject: menu CITY RECORDER

From today's Statesman Journal:

"Councilors will decide whether to advance an ordinance regarding the issue of chickens within city limits to a second reading for
enactment and set a date for a public hearing on the ordinance.

If approved, changes would be made to city code to allow the keeping of up to three hens, no roosters, under certain conditions
with a required license."

Read more: http:
city #ixzz0wn0OaxYB3

Please do not advance this issue any further via Council: put it to a city-wide vote. I think the
issue has become a large enough concern that Salem voters need to decide whether to change
the current ordinance.

In response to previous messages I have sent, some of you have expressed your opposition to
allowing chickens in Salem's yards. Thank you for both your responses and position.

Let's let the voters decide this one.

Respectfully,

John W. Jenssen

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\L.ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C691042GWCl1... 8/18/2010


mailto:jwjenssen@msn.com
mailto:citycouncil@cityofsalem.net
http://www.statesmaniournaLcom/article/20100816/NEWS/816033Q/Council-to-revisit-chickens-in-
file://C

September 20, 2010

3 (a)
Kathy Hall - Backyard chickens
From:  <ShprdCr@aol.com> DOCUMENT FILED
To: <khall@cityofsalem.net>
Date: 9/12/2010 1:28 PM CE,EPOEZ sBAEgE.
Subject: Backyard chickens CITY RECORDER

Hello, | am unable to attend the upcoming meeting for backyard chickens.
Please help us get our chickens for better, healthier eggs and healthier
chickens.

Blessings
Carol Shepherd

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\ 4C8CDS563GWC1... 9/13/2010
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3(a)
‘Kathy Hall - Chickens
From: "bourdeau" <bourdeau@comcast.net> DOCUMENT FILED
To: <khall@cityofsalem.net>
Date:  9/12/2010 2:09 PM C'STEPOi siﬂg
Subject: Chickens CIY R
CC: "Barbara Palermo" <salemchickens@yahoo.com> ECORDER

My name is Virginia Bourdeau- | live in West Salem. | wish to encourage the city council, and particularly my
West Salem representative Dan Clem, to support the chicken ordnance. There are far more positives for the city
and the environment from a citizenry who are in fouch with their food sources. Vote local and green. Vote for
backyard chickens.

Thank you, Virginia Bourdeau

503-588-4075

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\L.ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C8CDEFDGWC... 9/13/2010
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3(a)

From: Ken Hill <gispro0l@yahoo.com> o 9
To: <khall@cityofsalem.net> C[SEP 132010
Date:  9/12/2010 2:33 PM - CITY N EM,

Sub’jgét: " I support Chickens in Salem & so should Dan Clem

I live in ward 8 in West Salem and I support the chicken keeping ordinance and I encourage

all councilors to vote yes on this ordinance. Particlarly Dan Clem who is my representative and who has
always voted no, even though his neighborhood association supports the ordinance. Please vote yes for
the chicken keeping ordinance and vote to represent your wards citizens not your own interests. I have
been disgusted by the fact that even though the majority of his constituants want the chicken keeping
ordinance, he has voted no several times; which does not represent the will of the majority of his ward.
Again I say vote for what your ward wants not your own interests. Please vote YES for chickens.

K Hill

west Salem resident

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\L.ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4dC8CE49DGWCIl... 9/13/2010
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Kathy Hall - Chickens in the backyard

From: . Raeleen Boykin <espresso4u4u@gma11 com>

To: <khall@cityofsalem.net> SEP 13 2!]11]
Date:  9/12/2010 2:44 PM | CITY OF SALEM
Subject: Chickens in the backyard CITY RECORDER
Hi,

I am unable to attend, as I will be out of town, but please, we really need to get back to doing what
makes sense and that is to grow our own fruits and vegetables, plus raising chickens, so we can have our
own farm fresh eggs. Don't punish people because the population has gotten so large, that we have to
live in the city, we still need the foundation of our country horiored, which is being self sufficient, not
having to waste gas to go buy the things we can grow at home. We also give our children and
grandchildren something to do, something to appreciate and something from the past that is wholesome,
that brings families together, which is so needed in this day and age. I understand not having roosters in
the city, I didn't like them on our farm, as a kid either because they woke me up to early, but hens are
good pets, they are quiet, sleep at night, unlike the dogs in our neighborhood who bark all night long, so
let me say, "Go chickens in the backyard", please don't stiffle this request from residents any longer, you
will see it will be a good thing.

Raeleen Boykin

3760 Cooley Dr NE

Salem, OR

503 581-3351

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\ AC8CE730GWCl... 9/13/2010
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3 (a)
Kathy Hall - In favor of legalizing the keeping of chickens in Salem
From: Robin Buchholz <sOmesmater@gmail.com> DOCUME NT Fl LED
To: "khall@cityofsalem.net" <khall@cityofsalem.net> I .
Date:  9/12/2010 3:36 PM SEP 1 3 2010

CITY OF SALEM
CITY. RECORDER

Subject: In favor of legalizing the keeping of chickens in Salem

Please include this email in the public record for the hearing on September 20th, as my daughter and [
are unable to attend in person. We would greatly benefit from raising our own chickens. The organic
eggs would benefit my daughter who has a health condition where she has to have organic, natural as

" possible food. the compost the chickens would help produce would benefit our garden, where we raise a
lot of our own food. The small amount of noise their clucking would generate would be far less then my
neighbors dogs, and the kids in the neighborhood that continually scream while running around. (Not to
mention the loud music). I fully support this ordinance and ask that it be passed.

Robin and Jessica Buchholz

3289 Keen Ave NE
Salem, OR 97301

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\L.ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4dC8CF362GWC1... 9/13/2010
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“DOCUMENT FILED
From: Elsa Lumby <elsalumby@gmail.com>
To: <khall@gityofsalem.net> SEP 1 3 2010
Date:  9/12/20107:04 PM STy OF saLEm
Subject: Re: Chicken Ordinance - City of Salem RECORDER
Hello,
Just wanted to say [ am in favor of the upcoming ordinance to allow chlckens within the city of Salem.
Thank you,
Melody Lumby

file://C:\Documents and Settings\khall\L.ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C8D2422GWCl1... 9/13/2010
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[(6/13/2070) Rathy Hall - backyard vy o e . . Paget]

From: Guruka Khalsa <khalsachiro@rejuvme.com> ' DOCU MENT FILED
To: <khall@cityofsalem.net>
Date: © 9M2/20108:41 PM v : a
Subject: backyard chickens CI?‘EP 1 0 2010
Y OF SALE
7 CITY RECORD%

| hope you will support this very sensible and sustainable ordinance
and not weigh it down with licensing fees beyond the reach of Salem's
lower middle class families. | think the license should cost much

less than what one would spend on eggs in a year.

Thank you for at last working out this ordinance. VWe should encourage
self reliance.

Guruka K. Khalsa,
Chiropractic Physician
South Salem resident
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We are writing this email to demonstrate our strong support of the Salem Chicken Ordinance. It is time for the
City of Salem to allow urban hens. The recent Salmonella outbreak that came from factory egg production is
very disturbing to us as consumers. We want more control over our food choices which includes producing our
own healthy eggs as well as the organic fruits and vegetables grown in our yard.

Linda Newell, Ward 1
Robert Chapman
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- (9/14/2010) Kathy Hall - Chicken ordine e

From: <mmyatt@ix.netcom.com>
To:. <khall@cityofsalem.net>
Date: 9/13/2010 7:36 PM
Subject: Chicken ordinance

1 will be unable to make the Sept 20 meeting but would like to have my voice heard in favor of chickens in
the city of Salem. Thank you.

Mary Myatt, South Salem | DOCUMENT FILED

Leave room in your garden for angels to dance. o
yours 9 ~ SEP 142010

CITY OF SALEM
CITY RECORDER
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From: Colleen Spedale <cspedale@willametie.edu>

To: <khall@cityofsalem.net> DOCUMENT FILED.

Date: 9/15/2010 1:48 PM

Subject: Chicken Proposal SEP 1 5 2010
Dear City Council Members, C'WREC %%EM
ER

{ wholeheartedly support the proposal to allow folks within the city
limits fo keep chickens (no roosters). Although | currently live

outside the city limits and can have as many chickens - and roosters -

_ as | like, | believe that people who've chosen to live in the city
should also have access to the fresh eggs that they can raise
themselves. In these days when so many of us are seeking a healthier
lifestyle, growing gardens and supporting our local businesses as much
as possible, it only makes sense that raising a few hens shouid be a
part of this. | sell eggs to co-workers and friends and, in-the recent
scare over salmonella in eggs, have found a heightened interest in
locally-raised, sustainably produced eggs. Cities to the south and
north of us have managed to navigate this question quite gracefully, and
I've been pleased to find hens existing peacefully anngsMe their urban
neighbors. Surely Salem can do the same.

I strongly urge you to quickly adopt & hens-in-the-city ordinance for
the benefit of all Salem residents.

Many thanks,

Colleen Spedale
Salem, Oregon 97317
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Backyard Chickens in Salem

(Oregon’s Capital City)

Chickens In
The Yard

Sept. 2010

The Oregon Pioneer sits atop our capital building and is said to
represent the spirit of our early settlers . . . . ‘Well, they had
chickens and we want them too!
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Introduction

As people grow more concerned about the economy, the environment, food safety,
emergency preparedness, and animal welfare, they are returning to the basic skills their
grandparents understood well - vegetable gardening, canning food, and raising chickens.
In response to citizens’ requests, many municipalities across the country have adopted
ordinances allowing residents to keep a limited number of egg-laying hens as pets.

According to the Worldwatch Institute, there is an Urban Chicken Movement underway
that has "... swept across the United States in recent years" and it began right here in the
Pacific Northwest (Appendix A).

Our request is not unreasonable or unusual. Cities across the country, large and small,

allow a limited number of backyard hens. For example, chickens are allowed in Seattle,
Chicago, Denver, Madison, Fort Collins, Vancouver, and New York. In fact, according to
Newsweek Magazine, more than 65% of maJor U.S. cities now have chicken-keeping

ordinances (Appendix B).

In Oregon, nearly every city has relaxed its zoning regulations to allow residents to enjoy
a few backyard chickens (see chart below). We, the people of Salem would like the same
opportunity enjoyed by our friends in neighboring communities.

‘Chicken=Keeping Policies in Oregon
{Revised August 19, 2010)

Setback Distance
from from

Property Adjacent Minimum
Oregon Clt_ie; Line Dwellings Lot Size _ Comments
Beaverton % 20° Ordinance passed unanimously on 8/16/10, takes effect

Sept. 20, 2010,
s RS Requires-a $T00-FarmyAnimal-Permits Soaesn SEe i Snres -

Carin.o.n'Beach 15 — — ‘

; Even rocsters are. permltted S

'Adopted ordinance In January 2010

. Datllas 5

5,000 sq ft

Forest Grove 4

’ Glesham '_

Klamath Falis

Unlimited

éprmgﬁetd 4

* Multnomah County enforces the chicken ordinance for the city of Portland. If you have less than 4 chickens, the only requirement
is that you keep no roosters and do not let hens roam freely. If you want 4 or more hens, you have to apply for a $31 “special animal
facility” permit and abide by further restrictions including property line setbacks, etc. People with 3 or less chickens who do not care
for them properly and receive valid complaints can be made to get the permit and follow a more stringent set of rules.
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Salem Revised Code

Currently, Section 146.020 of the Salem Revised Codes lists land uses permitted in Smgle
Family Residential zones (Appendix C). Any use not on this list is considered unlawful,
based on-its omission. Chickens are not-listed. This, and the fact that chickens are
defined as livestock in Section 111,130, Section (e), of the Salem Revised Code, makes
keeping chickens inside the city illegal (Appendix D). Yet, according Section 146.030,
Special Uses, city residents can keep a potbelly pig weighing up to 100 pounds (Appendix
E). We think it's unreasonable that you can keep a 100-pound pig, or a vicious dog,
roaming cat, and assorted other animals, but not a 3-pound bird that provides nutritious
eggs year-round.

Proposed Ordinance

The residents of Salem have brought this issue to the attention of City Council numerous
times in recent years. The proposed chicken-keeping ordinance failed by a narrow vote in
October 2009, despite overwhelming support from the community and a recommendation
by city staff to adopt the ordinance. We are pleased that the Salem City Council has
agreed to reconsider the issue and we are grateful for the opportunity to provide input
and address any concerns.

If adopted, the proposed ordinance drafted by city staff would be the most restrictive in
the state, including online registration, annual fees, and inspections. While we have
agreed to most of these stipulations, the proposed ordinance has significantly deviated
from our original agreement over tlme We respectfully request that the following minor
revisions be made:

Fees & Inspections: We originally agreed to a $50 permit the first year and $25 to
renew in subsequent-years. The purpose of this fee was to cover the cost of the
inspections, yet now we are expected to pay for inspections in addition to this fee. We
also agreed to an initial inspection (required to get the permit) and one follow-up
inspection two years later. However, the most recent version of the ordinance reqmres a
fee of $67.50 every year. We think one inspection is adequate, especially since no other
city requires inspections.

Most cities allow backyard chickens with no fee but there are a few that do charge for a
permit. In Bend, it cost $100 to keep four hens - but this is a one-time fee and you get
four hens, not three, which means you get another 250 eggs per year. In Gresham, a $50
permit is good for two years. And it Portland, a $31 permit is only required if you want
more than three hens.

Coop’s Location: We agree that coops should be at least 20’ from residential structures,
but this should not include the chicken-owner’s house. - In fact, it’s best to keep the hens
as close as possibie so we can keep a watchful eye on our pets, ensure their safety, and
reduce any impact on others. If there were any problem, we would be the first to know
about it, not the neighbors, which is how it should be.



Coop size: The July 12" report stated that “coops” must be less than 120 square feet.
The report defines “coop” as the roofed shelter, not the chicken run. However, the latest
version of the ordinance now states that the “coop/facility” must be less than 120 square
feet. The chicken run is a pen made of wire for exercising the birds, not a building, and
should not be included in this requirement. We ask that the wording be changed back to
the July 12* version.

Definition of Livestock

% Chickens are a dual purpose animal. They can be raised
.,J,ﬁ for profit, or treated like pets. Because hens are small,
=%%| harmless, friendly, entertaining, and easy to care for -
they make wonderful pets. Three small hens aren't
“livestock” any more than a vegetable garden is a farm.

According to section 111.130(e) in the revised code, the
city’s definition of livestock includes poultry (Appendix

§ D). City Staff has recommended this definition be

# changed to exclude the keeping of backyard hens for

B4 non-commercial purposes. We agree for the following

# reasons:

1. The State Department of Agriculture excludes chickens from its definition of
livestock and we believe the City’s definition should match the state’s definition

(Appendix F).

2. According to Oregon Revised Statute 609.140(1), any dog that harms livestock can
be euthanized. It's unlikely that dogs will harm chickens because we have
stipulated that the birds be enclosed within a backyard facility at all times. But in
the event this should occur, we urge council to modify the definition of livestock so
that dogs would be protected.

3. If chickens remain as livestock, then enforcement of a chicken ordinance would fall
under the land use section of the Salem Revised Code. Therefore, any modification
to the ordinance would require review by the Pianning Commission and a state-
mandated 45-day waiting period. It would be much easier and more efficient to
remove chickens from the city’s definition of livestock and allow them as pets,
which could then be enforced under the nuisance section of the city’s code and
easily modified.



Community Support

The city of Salem overwhelmmgly supports the chicken ordinance, ev1denced by the
following:

1. A petition with 1,232 signatures from Salem residents over the age of 18
who support our proposal.

2. Endorsement by the following local organizations:
Marion-Polk Food Share
St. Vincent de Paul Society
Center for Sustainable Communities at Willamette University
Oregon Tilth
Friends of Marion County

3. An inspection of the public record revealed the vast majority of
correspondence received by the City on this issue was in favor of the
ordinance. At 16 public meetings where chickens were discussed
between February 2009 and August 2010, the number of persons in favor
of the ordinance consistently far outweighed those opposed.

4, Endorsement by 13 of Salem’s 19 neighborhood associations, including all
of the largest ones. According to The Department of Community
Services, these represent over 85% of Salem households.

Neighborhood - Councilor Ward(s)

The 13 neighborhoods that support a chicken ordinance are highlighted in yellow.

7

So. Gateway 4
ELNA 6
Faye Wright 3,4
Morningside 2,3
Northgate 5
SCAN 2,7
SEMCA 2,3, 4
SESNA 2
So. Salem 7
Sunnyslope 7
NESCA 6
West Salem 8 -
NEN 1, 2,6
- Never before has a proposed
. ordinance required the endorsement
* of every neighborhood association.
Still, CITY went to great lengths to

educate the public and recruit support.

- The fact that 13 out of 19 neighbor-

hoods voted for the ordinance is more

- than adequate to prove sufficient
public support exists for our proposal.



Code Enforcement

We gathered letters from public officials in various chicken-friendly cities, all of whom
. state that allowing residents to keep a few pet hens has benefited their communities.

Written testimony from mayors, city commissioners, and code compliance officers are
included in Appendix G of this packet. These statements prove that chicken ordinances do
not create the type of problems some fear. Allowing residents a small number of egg-
laying hens has not created a financial burden for these cities, spurred fighting among
neighbors, presented a noise, odor, or rodent problem, reduced property values, or posed
a public health threat. In fact, public officials in cities where backyard chickens have been
permitted for years, view it as a beneficial, community-building and self-sustaining
activity that they promote and encourage. What better indication can there be, then the
experiences of other cities with similar demographics to Salem, that report a positive and
successful experience?

Eugene, a city comparable in size to Salem and where hens are allowed, received just 11
chicken-related complaints in 2008: The City of Madison receives just 10 complaints a
year and describes the enforcement burden as minimal. In our neighboring capital city,
Olympia, Washington, the number of complaints dwindled to less than five after they
passed the ordinance to allow chickens, according to Code Compliance Officer, Georgia

Sabol (Appendix G).

Salem received 29 chicken-related complaints
in 2008. Even Portland, a city nearly four
times larger than Salem and known to have
more chickens per capita than any other U.S.
city, receives just 10 more complaints than
we currently do here in Salem.

We believe Salem receives nearly three times
as many complaints as cities of equal size,

| where chickens are permitted, because our

{ current ordinance is ambiguous. This results
in people keeping chickens illegally and
without guidelines to follow, resulting in
complaints that the city must respond to.

We believe a clearly written ordinance that
permits a limited number of egg-laying hens
and specifically prohibits roosters will result in
less confusion and fewer complaints,
ultimately costing the city less time and
money.




dor

The fear of odor problems caused by backyard chickens is unwarranted. Chickens
‘themselves do not smell. It's only their feces that have the potential to stink, which is
also true of feces from dogs, cats, or any other animal that leaves waste in the yard. But
unlike dogs and cats, who leave waste on the lawns of their neighbors or in public places,
chicken waste would be confined to the coop in the backyard of the owner because we
have stipulated that the hens be enclosed at all times.

It’s also important to realize that the maximum number of chickens allowed is just three.
Three small hens weigh less than 15 pounds collectively, and generate less waste than
one average dog. For those of you who are not aware, potbelly pigs weighing 100 pounds
are currently allowed in the clty. This animal produces 30 times more waste than a
chicken and you don‘t get the benefit of eggs.

Furthermore, chicken manure is a highly valued fertilizer that can be used in the garden,
whereas waste from dogs and cats cannot because of the parasites and human diseases it

can harbor.

According to Dr. Hermes, Oregon State University Extension Poultry Specialist, *Once
added to the compost or tilled into the soil, the odor-causing compounds are no longer
able to cause objectionable odors.” This statement is an exact quote taken from his letter

(Appendix H).

The reason people fear an odor problem is because their only experience with chickens (if
they have any at all), is a farm or commercial poultry operation. In these situations,
chickens are viewed as a commodity and are raised with the intention of profit from meat
or egg production. Under those circumstances, hundreds, if not thousands, of chickens
are often kept in crowded conditions with poor ventilation or regular cleaning. As a result,
ammonia can build up and these facilities can stink. .

On the contrary, people who want to raise 3 hens as pets in the city are not looking to
make a profit. They want eggs laid by healthy, happy chickens that they treat like pets.
Three small birds housed at least 20’ from adjacent dwellings and in close proximity to the
owner’s home, are extremely unlikely to create an odor problem for neighbors. ~

Noise

s
Only roosters crow loudly, not hens. Hens never crow and are generally quiet animals,
with the exception of announcing the arrival of a freshly hatched egg. This sound is
short-lived, lasting a few minutes and takes place once every 24 to 36 hours, and never
occurs at night. Some hens are more vocal than others, depending on the breed, but
there is no comparing the sound of a cackling hen to dogs that can bark all night long,
power tools, lawn mowers, garbage trucks, motorcycles, wild crows, kids playing, car
alarms, sirens, airplanes, trains, and the myriad of other loud noises frequently heard in
the neighborhoced.



Impact on Animal Shelters

We have taken steps to ensure that local animal shelters are not inundated with unwanted
hens and mis-sexed roosters, as some have claimed.

Hens are always wanted because they provide eggs, fertilizer, and are gentle creatures
that make great pets. If a family can't keep them for any reason, they are easily
relocated using Craig's List, postings at local farm stores, or through CITY’s website.

There are steps that can be taken to avoid improperly sexed roosters and we will
encourage people to exercise those precautions. For the small percentage of those that
do turn out to be roosters, we have a rooster relocation program in place and ready to go.
A local farmer who re-homes roosters for the residents of Portland has agreed to do the
same for us. Oregon is a very agricultural state and there is no shortage of farmers who
are happy to take in breeding roosters.

Please refer to the three letters in Appendix I for more details about this program.

Property Values

Declining property values is another myth associated with chicken-keeping in the tity.

Again, this is an unsubstantiated claim based on fear, not facts. A small backyard flock
made up of three small hens treated like pets are about as different from a commercial
operation or farm as you can get. City coops are typically small, clean, and attractive
because people love their pets and live in close proximity to them. In fact, urban hen-
keepers are so proud of their coops, they hold annual coop tours to show them off!

There is absolutely no evidence to indicate that keeping pet hens, as laid out in our
proposal, would have any negative impact on real estate values whatsoever.

In the following charts you can see that as of March 2009, the average sales price of
homes in eight chicken-friendly cities is higher than homes in Salem. You can clearly see
that the average sales price of homes in cities with demographics similar to ours, but that
allow chickens, all have higher average sales prices than here where chickens are not

- allowed.

In Appendix ] you will find a letter from Jane Leo, Portland Metropolitan Association of
Realtors, stating that in her 14 years with that organization, she has never heard of an
instance where chickens were associated with lower property values. There, you will also
find a letter from a local realtor. '
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It's simply not true that urban chicken keeping has a negative impact on propeity values.
The statistics prove it. <

Average Home Sales Price

March 2009
$500,000 ] - . Average Sales
$450,000 City Price
’ Seattle, WA $437,247
$400,000 -
Lake Oswego, OR $384,709
$350,000 Portland, OR $319,911
$300.000 Eugene, OR $287,507
$250,000 Olympia, WA $284,401
$200,000 Corvallis, OR - $281,000
$150,000 Ft. Collins, CO | 225,924
$100,000 Madison, WI $219,620
£50,000 Salem, OR $193,005
$0
S RS & ¥ ¢ &
& @ S
. c‘Jo"r\ R I (&F’o & &
N
NG

Homes in cities (demographically similar to Salem, Oregon) that allow backyard chickens

" have an average sales price that is higher compared to homes here, where chickens are
currently not allowed. Clearly, backyard chickens do not lower property values. (Source:
http://realestate.aol.com)

Public Health

The notion that three birds confined to an enclosure in a backyard will somehow create a
public health threat is ailso unwarranted. If it were true, others cities.wouldn't permit it.

From time to time we hear about a potentially deadly pathogen capable of jumping from
one species to another. Bird flu and swine flu are the most recent examples. Fortunately,

neither of these perceived threats have materialized.

The type of Avian Influenza that is contagious to humans has not been found in North
America. Bird flu is spread by contact with the contaminated feces of wild birds, primarily
migratory waterfowl. Unlike rural farm birds, which might co-mingle with migratory birds
or drink from a shared pond, "backyard chickens" will be kept in an enclosed pen where
contact with migratory birds is unlikely.

OSU Poultry Extension Specialist, Dr. Jim Hermes, states "Bird flu of the type noted in the
media has not been diagnosed in the whole of the Western Hemisphere and may not ever
find its way here" and "chickens are relatively healthy animals." Please refer to his letter

in Appendix H.

Dogs and cats cah spread parasites, bacteria, fungi and viruses to humans. Rabies is an
example of a viral infection that can be transmitted to people from the saliva or bite of a
dog. Cat Scratch Fever is a bacterial infection passed to people by cats. Each year,
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25,000 cases are diagnosed in the U.S. Ringworm, a highly contagious fungal infection,
can be transmitted to humans by touching an infected animal's fur or skin and is common
in stray kittens that roam freely. Roundworm, hookworm, tapeworm, and Giardia are
intestinal parasites that can be passed to humans from pet waste. There are also a
number of tick-borne diseases that can be brought home from dogs and cats like Lyme
disease and Rocky Mountain spotted fever. Chickens can actually keep your yard
healthier because they eat ticks and insects.

Keep in mind, too, that bird diseases like Exotic Newcastle, West Nile, or avian influenza
can infect different types of birds, not just chickens, including common pet birds like
parrots, finches, and cockatiels. There are also diseases people can catch from hamsters,
reptiles, and other common pets. But regardless of this, people will continue to love and
care for all kinds of pets because they enrich our lives, provide companionship, teach
responsibility, entertain us, and in the case of chickens, provide eggs!

Dr. Emilio DeBess, Oregon'’s Public Health Veterinarian, stated “People are not at risk of
developing influenza by having a domesticated bird at home (not wild). If a client has a
wild bird at home, the chances of a virus mutation and the possibility of jumping species,
(given that the bird has influenza) are minimal” (Appendix K). Also, researchers at Johns
Hopkins University concluded that backyard flocks are four times less likely to contract
bird flu (http://www.hsus.org/farm/news/ournews/small_flocks_lower_bird_flu_risk.html).

Pests & Rodents

| Chickens do not attract insects, they eat them! They love to eat
.all types of bugs, including those that can carry human diseases
like mosquitoes and ticks. They also eat slugs that would
otherwise harm garden crops, especially here in the northwest.
Rather than attract flies, they eat fly larvae (maggots) before
they can grow up to become adult flies. In his letter, Dr. James
Hermes, OSU Poultry Extension Specialist, supports our claim
that if chickens have access to fly larvae, flies will never become
a problem. He also states that chickens do not attract rodents
and that a small number of hens can be a great addition to any
urban family backyard (Appendix H).

A chicken pen is not likely to attract rodents or wildlife unless chicken feed is spilled or not
stored properly. This same thing holds true for dog or cat food, garbage, and composters.

To many of us, chickens are a natural extension to our gardens. They are world-class

recyclers. Within 24 hours, they turn garden scraps, bugs, and weeds into one of two
things we can use, eggs and fertilizer.

12
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Sustamablh‘*y

More and more people are interested in living a more sustainable lifestyle and reducing
their carbon footprint. Local governments encourage citizens to reduce their consumption
of resources, use fewer pesticides, and be more self-reliant. A small number of egg-
laying hens allow us the opportunity to do just that. Political obstacles should not fmpede
the very same lifestyle local government promotes.

People who have backyard hens are less likely to use harmful chemicals and pesticides in
their gardens. Instead, they desire their yard to be healthy and environmentally friendly.
They consider chickens an extension of their gardens because they eat weeds and bugs
and provide fertilizer.

' Organic gardeners seek natural fertilizer to enhance their
garden soil as they grow fresh fruits and vegetables. Chicken &
manure is one of the most efficient natural fertilizers providing &
essential nutrients-to build the soil. Backyard hens provide a
very local source of fertilizer that is easily composted, without
any transportation costs. According to Dr. Jim Hermes, OSU
Extension Specialist, “Chicken manure is a great addition to
‘sustainable urban gardens” (Appendix H).

- Backyard chickens eat grass clippings and food scraps, thus keeping these products out of
the local landfill by reusing them on site.

We are encouraged to eat locally, reducing the need to transport food long distances.
What better place to start than the availability of food right in the back yard!

Becoming a more sustainable community becomes easier with the availability of eggs
from backyard hens. Local citizens can contribute their surplus eggs to local food banks,
or neighbors, feeding the hungry with healthy, locally produced food. In fact, the Marion-
Polk Food Share is among our strongest supporters (Appendix L).

Food Safety & Animal Welfare

There is a growing desire among consumers to regain some control
over the food we serve our families. Food recalls have become
common and people are concerned about the safety of their food
and the welfare of the animals that provided it.

Not only are home-grown eggs fresher, tastier, and more nutritious .
than store-bought eggs, they are also less likely to contain
Salmonella. Store-bought eggs are often shipped from out-of-

state, and can be legally sold when they are as old as 45 days. Studies show home-
grown eggs are also more nutritious (http://www.motherearthnews.com/Real-Food/2007-
10-01/Tests-Reveal-Healthier-Eggs.aspx).
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Chickens raised for profit in battery cages. Chickens raised as backyard pets

Chickens that are raised as pets, rather than for profit, are less crowded, less stressed,
treated better, and therefore less susceptible to disease. Given the recent recall of over
380 million eggs contaminated with Salmonella, it’'s no surprise that people are interested
in producing as much of their own food as possible.

Economic Benefits

Many of our older family members have shared stories about how chickens saved the
family during the Great Depression. Given our current economic situation, keeping a few
backyard hens has never been more practical. ;

Food prices continue to rise. The unemployment rate is at a record
high and Oregon is among the worst. Homes are being foreclosed
on at an alarming rate. As a result, the Marion-Polk Food Share
reports a record high in the need for emergency food boxes
(Appendix L). A readily available source of eggs saves money,
energy, and time. The initial cost of a small chicken coop and pen
will quickly pay for itself. Members of our group are willing to
donate time, labor, and material to help families in need get started.

After the initial coop investment, three hens cost very little to maintain, especially if you
suppiement their diet with weeds, grass clippings, bugs, and kitchen and garden scraps.
In return, three hens will provide approximately 65 dozen eggs per year for a cost of .
about $2/dozen. For the equivalent in fresh, locally-produced eggs that came from
happy, healthy chickens (as opposed to factory farms), you would pay $6 per dozen at the
Farmer’s Market or health food store. Chickens will save you additional money on
fertilizer, pesticides, and gasoline.

Backyard chickens also create interesting business opportunities. Oregon Business
Magazine and the Register-Guard have recently reported on the highly successful
businesses known as urban farm stores that cater to the needs of backyard
homesteaders. In fact, these businesses are one of the few that are thriving in this
economy.

Additionally, unemployed construction workers are grateful for the work they‘ve been
finding building backyard chicken coops. Urban farm schools are popping up everywhere
turning a profit by teaching city dwellers how to grow gardens, can food, and raise
chickens. Even the business of chicken babysitting has made CNN Money headlines lately.
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Emergency Preparedness

In these uncertain times, it is especially important that
people be prepared for an emergency. Government
officials encourage us to be prepared in the event of a fire,
flood, earthquake, civil unrest, or any other situation,
stating that in such an event we are likely to be on our

own for the first few days or possibly weeks., When

disaster strikes, it can hinder transportation or help from
arriving in a timely fashion. Having a year-round source

of high-protein, nutritious eggs readily available can

provide critical food in a time of need.

During heavy snow/ice storms and floods like we experienced in 2008, there could be
damage to buildings and infrastructure such as bridges and highways. As a result, it can
be difficuit to get to the store and scarcity of food items on store shelves can occur. Local
egg-producing hens will help our community be more food self-sufficient when
emergencies occur. '

The American food system is dependent on centralized processing plants and
transportation. A more diversified food system can provide more security by letting
citizens grow crops and raise animals they know and enjoy. That way, if the food system
should fail, we will be able to feed our selves and our neighbors (Backyard Poultry, vol. 3,

no. 6, pg 16).

There is no denying that, as a nation, we would be better off if we were less reliant on
outside resources. This holds true for cities, neighborhoods, and families as well.

Educational Opportunities

Raising three small hens in the backyard is a tremendous
opportunity for parents to teach young children about the
responsibility that comes with caring for a pet, and
something about where the food they eat really comes
from. This is something a dog or cat cannot do. And
because of their small size and friendly demeanor, hens can
be easily handled by young children without the fear of
being bitten.

By keeping a few hens, children will also learn about
sustainability and recycling because they will see first-hand
how grass clippings, bugs, weeds, and kitchen scraps fed to
chickens are turned into delicious eggs. They will also see
how straw bedding and waste from the chickens improves
garden soil that, in turn, produces fruits and vegetables. Instead of just hearing the
phrase “reduce, reuse, recycle" they will actually experience it.
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City kids will have the opportunity to participate in 4-H or FFA
programs like their more rural friends. A 3-pound hen is very
practical because it is small, inexpensive to raise, and very easy
to care for. It is much more practical for city life than a 100-
pound potbelly pig, which is currently allowed in reSIdent1a|
zones.

For many of us, our grandparents had victory gardens, knew

g8l how to can food, and raised their own chickens. But this
~valuable knowledge seems to have skipped a generation and we

are anxious to bring it back so that our children will not be so far

removed from these basic skills that they think food comes only

from the grocery store.

We cherish the opportunity to teach our kids how to be more self-reliant instead of
depending solely on others for their sustenance. We value the opportunity to teach our
children to have less of an impact on the earth than we have.

Water & Air Quality

An average hen produces 0.0035 cu ft of manure per day whereas a 100-ib pig (the size
currently allowed in the City of Salem) produces 0.109 cu ft per day.
(http://extension.oregonstate.edu/catalog/pdf/em/em8649.pdf)

According to the FDA, an average dog generates 3/4 of a pound of manure a day that
cannot be composted because of the harmful bacteria and parasites (hookworms,
roundworms, and tapeworms) that can infect humans. This waste is considered a major
source of bacterial pollution in urban watersheds.
(http://www.pacshell.org/projects/petwasteinfo.htm#facts).

Dog waste contains higher concentrations of nitrogen and phosphorus than cows,
chickens, or pigs and is a major contributor of excessive nutrients that flow into ground
and surface waters through runoff from city sidewalks and lawns.
(www.csld.edu/Downloads/Sussman_2008_DogParks.pdf).

Not only do chickens produce less waste, most people wha keep chickens in the city also
have a garden and therefore compost their chicken manure. If composted and added to
the garden, the water quality impact would be virtually nothing. Chickens also reduce the
need for pesticides because they eat bugs and weeds, further reducing the potentlal for
water pollution.

When the city of Fort Collins, Colorado adopted a chicken-keeping ordinance, they first
conducted thorough research which included the possibility of increased methane gas
emissions. It was concluded that backyard hens would not significantly impact methane
gas emissions (Appendix M). There is no reason to believe that this would be any
different in Salem.
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Community-Building Events

Unlike commercial poultry operations or rural farms, people in the
city who keep chickens as pets keep them in attractive enclosures
they are proud of. In fact, in many chicken-friendly cities residents
hold annual coop tours to show them off. In Portland, Seattle,
Austin, Las Vegas, and Madison, chicken enthusiasts participate in a
variety of chicken-related events, including tours, classes, and
clubs, adding fabric and educational opportunities to their
communities.

We are eager to do the same in Salem. Members of CITY plan to :

host coop tours, chicken-raising classes, and coop-building workshops. We also plan to
conduct a “Habitat for Hens” event to provide donated labor and coop materials for a
family in need of a helping hand. A local hatchery (Farwest Hatchery) has agreed to
donate feed and chicks to help the family get started. Several agencies have asked to
collaborate with us on these events, helping to build a stronger, more cohesive
community.

Attractive and inexpensive pre-made chicken coops are available on various websites for
those who are not able to build their own. Books on coop construction can be checked out
at the local library and free coop building instructions are available on the internet. Our
website www.Chicken-Revolution.com has links to these resources.

Below are pictures of stationary coops and chicken tractors commonly found in the city:

wheels on the front that allow it to be easily
moved around the yard like a wheelbarrow.

~ Chickens can fertilize different parts of the
yard, and hunt for bugs, while remaining
enclosed.
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Conclusion

During our two-year effort to legalize backyard chickens in Salem, we've talked to many
people about this issue. The overwhelming majority think it's a great idea and support
the ordinance. We have found that the minority few who oppose it, do so for one of three
reasons:

A. They are completely unfamiliar with chickens. I've had many conversations with
people who say it's a bad idea “because of the roosters.” When I explain that
roosters are not needed to produce eggs, they are often shocked. Some will say
they oppose the ordinance because “chickens will attract pests like cockroaches.”
Again, they do not understand that chickens eat bugs rather than attract them. If
they are unfamiliar with these basic chicken facts, you have to wonder what else
they are incorrect about.

B. Their only experience with chickens is large-scale, raised-for-profit, commercial
operations or farms. We've encountered a few people who adamantly oppose
chickens because they know how smelly and filthy chicken coops can be because
they used to live near a poultry facility. Yes, when hundreds or thousands of
chickens are crammed into a giant barn or warehouse and treated like nothing
more than egg-laying machines, it can be quite unpleasant. Urban hen-keepers do
not support or condone this. This is exactly what we are working to avoid! .

C. Unfortunately, some people associate raising chickens with poverty. Sharon Astyk
(Casaubon’s Book) sums up this bias nicely when she writes:

- “Among the basic subsistence activities legislated against by towns, cities and housing
developments are:

1. Clotheslines instead of dryers. Reason: Looks poor. Might suggest you can’t afford a dryer.
Plus, you might see underwear that isn’t your own. This is a major cause of sin.

2. No livestock, but large pets are acceptable. Reason: Ostensible reasons are health based, a
few even broadly grounded in fact, real reason is that pets, which have no purpose other than
companionship and cost money, are broadly a sign of affluence, while livestock are a sign of
poverty, because they provide economic benefits.

3. No fromt yard gardens. Reason: The lawn is a sign of gffluence - you have money, leisure and
water enough to have a chunk of land, however tiny, that doesn’t produce. It creates in many
neighborhoods a seemingly contiguousm, but basically sterile and safe seeming “public” green
space that is actually privatized and not very green. Gardens, on the other hand, have dirty
wildlife and bugs in them, and might grow food, which is bad because it implies you can’t afford
it.”
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Appendlx A
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' Meanwhile, advocates insist that b1rds raised on a; small scale are less llkely to. carry dxseases than factory- o
- farmed poultry, although some pubhc health ofﬁcxals are: concerned that: backyard chickenis could elevate .
avian flu risks.

: _Chlcken “The "Buy Local Mascot

After the trend first- gamed popularity in London, England, with the invention of the“eglu” chicken house
‘about ten years ago, large numbers of city dwellers began te raise chickens in the U.S: cities of Seattle and" _

Porttand, said Jac Smit, president of the Urban Agriculture Netwark. "It's ho.longer something kinky or
'_mterestmg, Smlt said. "The chlcken underground has realLy spread so w1dely and has.so. much support

v into-the vegetable,be g :
peppers from your garden and being able'to make an- omeletv wr’ch-1t usmg a meal that was based in your ,
'backyard i o - . .

 sharing venture, sa1d Debra Lrppoldt executwe-dlrector of GFGW'I - Garde
‘-’.:"advocacy group. o e,

_Pubhc Heaith Concems

ns will be vectors of -

Halid,
orld are also
he Canadian

' ‘anyone riear. your brrds who doesn t: need to be: there [due to B¢

- Sustainable farmmg advocates insist that backyard chlckens
--poultry, which the Pew Commission-on Industiial Farm Animal. - B
transmitting animal-borne diseases to huran populatlons, espeaally due to ‘the prevalence;cfran’t1m1crob1al .

- resistance. R

"When it comes ‘to bird flu, dwerse small-scale: poultry farming-is’the solutien, not the problem, the
"-.international sustainable agnculture orgamzatmn GRAIN conclu,_ d in & 2006 report. -

20
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Appendix B

_:-;Jessrca Bennett
B NEWSWEEK

.breakfast and suddenly the chef reahzed sh n out of eggs “Shesard 'Oh
garden and get seme mere‘ x Mackln recalls. "She cabked £

““-avian flu. A few years backin Salt Lake Ctty,
impound 47 hens, 34 chicks and 10 eggs-from.a
cluckmg and a wretched stench along wrth wan

" Australia, where bird-fiu:has spread inthe’ past government dificials have 1 threatened ) ckens
fear they are coritributing to.outbreaks. (ln British Coliimbia, where officials estimated earlier this y there are
. as many as 8,000 chicken flocks, an avianflu outbreak four years ferced the sIaughter of more than 17 mrll;on birds.)

But vian flu has notshown up in wild blrds domestic poultry or people in the: Um‘ted States And, a5 the Washingten— P e
. based Worldwatch institife:(an environmental. research group) pointed out'in & regort Yast month -experts including.
the Pew Commission on-lndustrial Farm Animal Prodiiction have said that if wee-do see i, it be‘more likely to be
Found in factory-farmed poultry than backyard chickens. As GRAIN, an International sustzinable agriculture.group,
concluded in a 2006 report: "When 1t comes to brrd fly, drverse small-scale poultry farming is the solutron hot’ the

“problem.” .
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i iChlcken slaughter,

a.hawk,

".Over at, Urbanchickens org, whlch launched ﬂ'llS year, fo_under K. T, LeBadle a m' tar s.st‘ i8h
planning, prevides tpdates oricity. ordinances;. info about focal: chlcken-fanning classes and-¢

“stibject td noise.ordinances, as:
: k;llmg she and her husban,d

Many urban farmers are taking that miotto to heart. In New York, where chickens (but not roosters, whose loud
crowing can disturb neighbors) are allowed in limitfess.quantities, there-are at least-30 community gardens raising
them for eggs, and a City Chicken Project run by a local nonprafit that aims to educate the community. about their
benefits. In Madisén, Wis., where members of a grass-rocts: chicken movement, the Chiicken Undérground, -
successfully overturned a resndential chicken ban four- ‘years-ago, there are now 81 reglstered chicken-owners,
according to the city's animal-services depariment. *There's défi nitely a-growing movement," says- 33—year—eld Rob .
Ludlow, the Bay Area operater of Bac:kyardChlckens com and the owner of five chickeris: of his own. "4 lat 6F; people
really do.call it an addiction. Chickens are fun, they have a ot of. personahty i think people are startlng to'see that
they're really easy pets and they actually. produce somethlng in return.” ) L

Bécause chickens can be considered bath hvestock and pet, farmmgthem foreggs-er keeplng them as. pets:s -
unregulated.in major cities like’New York and Los: Angeles But it isn'tlegal everywhere According to one recant .

_examination by-urbar-agriculture expért Jennifer Blecha, just 65 percent ef major cities allow chicken-keeping,, whlle '
. 40 percent allow-far one cr- more: roosters. (Hens dun't need roosters to* Iay unfertlhzed eggs. )

"lle, tends to faH under a.sep: ,te (and enerally stncter) set of regulatmns, though they re
M y-chicken urhber to four or-six-per housetiold, so.many :
urban farmers aren't raising enough chickens to s}aughter and sell anyway; though théy may cook up a.meal or two-at
home. If they want to staughter more; there -are mabile slaughterhouses in places like Washington state that will do
the dirty work for you: USDA-approved refngerated trucks will pull right up fo yaur doorstep.

Chxcken fan'ners are finding each-ather on. sites; hke TheCityShicken.com, UrbanChlckans crg and
‘BackyardGhickehs.com- logs sorme8 million: page views.each month and has:some 18, 000

‘members if ts forum where community members share colorful stories-(giving a chicken- CPR} fotos-(from'a
- California chicken show), even ldok to each dther for comfoft. " amr-warried that nonsBYC peeple wWont-understand

-why a 34-year-old wornan would-ary overa $T chlckerr," writes & Stockton, N:d., woman,. whose chtcken was- killed by-

contacted by activists hoping to overtam ch ken bans around the nation. In Aibuque ue, \
‘husband and.four chickens, - Giona, vaﬁers B kesp:

we've gotten the idea that modemlty and success and urban spaces don't mvcilve these produchve anlmals, ; Blecha o

_says.

There are a host-of reasons for the growing trend . ocavores” hopeto avexd the carbon emissions and'energy .
consumption that:come with transporting foed. Chicken owners and: poulfry experts say eggs from backyard chickens
are tastier and can he more nutritiogs, with Figher levels of supplements like omega-3 fatly acids.. Their production.

_ :cost is cheap: you can buy chickens for as fittle.as a couple of dollars, and thrae henis will ikely: -average abouttwo
“eggs a day. You can also use theirwasts to help revitalize'a garden. *Thete've besn recalls:on. every\‘hmg from beef

to spinach, and | think- people want to'have peace of mind Knowing their food is coming from a very trusted source,”
says LaBadie. "As gas prices go up, and people realize how food is connected to off and transportation, they are
bound to realize they can get @ higher quality praduct cheaper if they get it locally.”

Keeping a chicken is relatively easy, tob, assuming you don't get too attached. (That's a telk_Mackin says she had
with her kids early: these chickens aren't.pets.) They'll eat virtually anything, pork products; string cheese; even
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Appendix C

. general development standards in thxs zomng code apphc 2 {0 th
uses, generally, are pcrmltted in the RS dIstnct '

: _occupa.nts "
(2) A private;garage.or arkmg area;’.

i ; (4) Sleepmg 'quarters for:
-{(5) Guest houses and guest

' .faclhues or both, and the guest facﬂmes are usedffor temporary.lo
Tesidence; W
(6) Swimming pools for pnvate use;

_ (7) Home occupations; - : - S :
- (8) The taking of boardeérs.or leasmg of rooms by-a r&slden.t famxly, prowdmg the total number of
. boarders and momers do% not'exceed two in. any dwelhng" : AT -

00 - square feet or more;.

o fi(l) One duplex on_a lot of”
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Appendix D

Such term does not mc]ude the lease or rental of a dwelhng unit or the: renta] of guest rooms '
S em the same premises. ' -
S gy . Hotel'ineans any bmldmg contammg st oF miore guest TOOTHS mtendcd or o
R ;desagned io be used, orwhich ar¢ used, rénted: or hlred out te-be occupxed or which dre’ ,
o "*?occupled for sleepmg purposes by guests (Ord No. 13-90; Ord No: 31-96; Ord No. 59-2000)

111 100. e Deﬁmtmns. : » : ,

" {(a) Interested person with respect to a-Jand use actmn means:an person or
- -organizatior, or the duly authomzed representatwe of either; havmg & mght C
"“;_'to SRC 114, 200(a) F , . '

)

ERRTRILEEE.

o shrubs lawn and other organic gr
~ supplements to that primary use such:

- beénches, arbors, gazebos bndges, rock, ot stone
- and screens. o N : o '
@@ Lattlce Tower'meansva-freestandmg s port stcucture wh:ch con51sts ofa.: "

Do network of crossed me re ’ are ;|
cross—sect:om

o mcrease

4 ; 2o -

a building or complex fm: the park:mg ofa veh1c1e: whlle loadmg QF unloadmg passengers or o
cargo , _ , e
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Appendix E

-.(2) Cormunity.er neighborhood club buildings, including swir
- facilities, when operated by a nonproﬁt connnumty elub: -
1) Residential home: -

o .Child day care homes and babysmmg
- (o) Adult day care home. . . : : -
s (p) On-site response actions .in accordance thh apphcable law 1o dxscharges of 01I and releases @f
“hazardous substances, pollutants, and. contam : ' ;. Ord 1
~Ord No, 149-84; Ord No. 16-85; Ord No. B
- No. 18-94; Ord No. 32:2000) -

- 146.030. SPE‘
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119.030. through 119.040. Reserved for Expansion.

119 050, VETERINARY SERVICES FOR ANIMAL SPECIALTIES Where

(a)

cond_ucted w1thm coniplétcly encloéc

located at 1east 60 feet from evcry property zcned of used fm' esxd‘ urpd-é'es Oﬁfsxdé runs -
shall be screcned from adjacent propemes and strcets gh { bscurmg 'fence, wall or hedge A

“9. 119.070 KEEPING OF: M]NIATURE SWINE. ‘Where. penmtted as & speclal
use, not more than one miniature swine of the spécies Sus scr ofa bittatis (commonly known as 3
"potbellied pig") per dwellmg umt may be kept prevxded the fo]lomng conditions are met: and
majntained: :
© (a)  Theanimal is léss than 100 pounds ih welght IR
(b)  The animal is less than 18 inches:in hexght dtthe shoulder, : .
(¢)  The animal is spayed orneutercd-as: evidenced by a veterinarian's certlﬁcate :
wlnch certificate shall also certify the'species: ofthe’ anfmal, 1ts age, shoulder helght and WE] ght
when spayed or neutered. (@rd No. 67-93) . . .

119.080 WILDLIFE REHABILITATION FACILI'I‘Y Where permrtted as a.
special use, a wildlife rehabilitation facility stall meet the followmg addmonal useand -
" nonvariable development standards: : -
4 (2) © Commercial-activities such 4s brcedmg or ralsmg Wlldllfe for sale ‘of trade, or 1.he
" saleortrade of ammal products’ shall be prohlblted SR < ‘-
LBy I adweling isused for ' i
- -w11dhfe rehabilitation shal: ot ex

‘ (d) J?roper samtatlon must-.b a3 amteu
_ butisnat htmted ton :
M
property resadents or. nexghbors : i
(2) Taking necessary, steps 0. ensure odors are not detectable beyondproperty lmes.
3) Storing of all wildlife food in rodent- and; pest—remstant containers. =
{4 Butchering, processing, or maintaining Hve or:dead ammals or fow] on-site as
food for wildlife being rehabilitated shall be conducied entirely within an enclosed building.
(¢)  Inspection of all cages and wildlife facilities by the Oregon Department of Fish
" and Wildlife and federal agencies as required, - .
(f)  All wildlife must be naturally eccurring in Oregon as .deﬁhed in ORS Chap.fe; _

Jta ‘ﬂoor area used fer ,

496. :
(2 Current and continuing licensing by the state of Oregon as 2 wildlife rehablhtatm '
or conductmg w11d.11fe rehabilitation under the superv15mn of a hcensed rehablhtator :
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Appendix F

" Information for animal ow

‘ODA Animal Health and ldéntification Division Information for animal oWners.in Otegon. . - Bt

- "u{lestock;‘ refers.oni

Definition of livestack

" Which-animals dre not legal te. keep in

“Apirmais legalt h‘i‘ Oregoi | -

Integrity Rules,

Cerhﬁcate of.

601.090(7)}

Exemphons )
If the carcass is more than nne-fourth mﬂe from a- running stream £ water. or-miere than. ope ha mlle
= & 3

rev;qmméndations o)
229-5696.

Btt//ivwiv, oregon.gov/ODA/AHTD/animal hicalth/or owhershitel

ro/4/2008
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Appehdix G

Office of Mayot S am Adams
CltY of; Port‘]and

L FebruaryZS 2009

. Mayor Janet Ta; lor ‘and Members. @f the Salem Cxty b ou
555 Liberty St: SE, Room 220 - ' :
Salem, OR 97301

Dear Mayer Taylor _éndMembe‘;s ofthe Salem;ﬁity Coungil, '

_ _4 .imore sense. Residents:can. a
learn how-tor keep & batkyard flo )

- Pm confidenit that more cities can craft fea
= -allowable; while minimizing impacts
- 'fpreposed amendment and allow: Salem remdents to: keepl acky;

Please feel fre'e to ccp._tacl; me w:_th qugstions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Mayor Sam Adams T

' CC: Chickens in the Yard (CIT.Y) - PR
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November 19, 200’8

Mayor Taylor and Members of the Salerh- Clty Council: - . -
555 Liberty St SE, Room 220 e
Salem, OR 97301 .

Dear ayor Taylar and Members of the Salem Cny Councll'

Cominjssionet Randy Leonard -
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Chickens in an urban setting
Georgia Sabol <gsabol@ci.olympia.wa.us>
Thursday, March 12, 2009 7:51:06 AM

To:"salemchickens@yahoo.com" <salemchickens@yahoo.com>

Qur city council decided to allow hens in the City of Olympia six or seven years ago. As | said over the phone, it
would be difficult to go back and find out exactly haw many chicken complaints per year prior to allowing them.
| am sure that since hens are allowed we have fewer complaints, I'd say five or less per year. The complaints are
mostly about roosters crowing, We've had several complaints about someone having toc many hens.

[ believe that we now receive fewer complaints because the “chicken advocates” were good about educating
new owners care of their hens. It seems that we never get complaints about hens out wondering loose
anymore. Good fences (pens) do make good neighbors.

| also should mention that we in code enforcement were not keen on the chickens béing allowed. However,
that attitude has completely changed.

Georgia Sabol

Code Enforcement Officer
Community Planning & Development
360-753-8393
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- civil penalties may Be levied. Our:

: }5rocst§rf
" Lhow many d

[ stafi.

-Chickens - City of Fugend

(From' MCDONALD Jaxis K (Janis. K.MCDONALD@C] eugene or.us)
‘Sent: Wed 1/07/09.9:57 AM .. )
To:  getaholdotBP@hotmail.com B
. Co MCKERROW MikeJ (Mxke I MCKERROW@cl eugene’ 1

‘Relle' Harbara,

x.p:omptad by-the ﬁrese
‘Ysanitary/odor lssues

requiring'thé rooster(s) be'goné -as .”'
‘.property ownei, With a copy: to: the t"ants

‘.and/n* ‘tenant, we will ask -that they ksep tha roos
: du“ing Lhe interim. to‘try and’5

fnelghbors

~Snanlsh— peaklng a531stance,

tltled Farm Anlmal

- :Chapter 9,,then Section'Q 5250"wh1

":ﬂﬂope this is helpful

Jan;s Mebonald
Land Use Inspector
City of Eugené.
| 682-8452 -
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0 Keepmg of chxckens in‘the’ ’Cxty Df Madlsoﬁ]

From: Tucker, Matthew: (MTucLex@cuyoﬁnadxson com)

Sent: Fri 1/30/09 11:52 AM
To: getaholdofbp@hotmail.com

Barbara- -
You had asked for a brief summary in- regard to our Zomng Code enfo ment experience re(an
ordinance allowing the keepmg cf chickens in the Clty 2 .

- =_'mlud<er@c|tyofmadlso _com

http ilwww cityofmadlscn com. A
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'ltyofmadisan com/r:ouncn/dxstrlctos.-.

" Pebriary'23,2009

Mayor Janet Taylor
555 Liberty Strest SE, Room 220
-Salem, OR 97301

Salem City Council Coﬁméilors
. 555 Liberty Street SE, Room 220
_Salem OR. 97301

Deat Mayor Taylor and Clty Councﬂow:_ LT

L undestand that the Clty of Salem is consxderm : legstatmn that -wou]d allgw:
¢ : Madi

"‘ ﬁve hens in smgle—famlly zones.-I-am WI'

fam1 es duz‘mg thzs recesszon, allowmg chmkeus isa wm-wm suuanon @

R I»‘h'e'p‘e-'y'ou &Ilox_fv rps,rd_ents to keep ch;ckal;is_!

: :Smcerely,

WAl —A M

Alderpersan Marsha Rummel A
Madisen Cemmon Council, Sixth District
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 LAKE QSWEGO
REDEVELOPMENT
AGENCY (LORA)

CITY OF
LAKE OSWEGO

- 380'A Avenue

. PO, Box 369

Lake Qswwegn’
Qregon 27034, -

{503} 635-0235
Fax (5031 497-6504
| WWWLEL OFWeED.OrL U8

L F1edrr ‘j':!& 11

- Answer: .

" Question: . -k oy

‘ AD.SWGI'

© Answer:

April 27, 2009

Barbard Palermo :
Chlckens"n 'the Yard (1. T Y D
'Salem , : ;
' ,_~Letter Bmaﬂed [salemchxckens@yahoo"csm]

DcarMs Palcrmo

a0 ¥ am respondmg 10 your phene and emaxl requests for mfonnauon about kccpmg

¢hickens in Lake Oswigo:. -
Question: A is my undersiandmg rhere 15 no. _lxr_mt fo. rfze mxmber of ch:ckens

people can have in Lake. Oswego s thar correct? Can you please
tefl me what policies:arein, place regardmg keeping chzc[cens?

" Question: Da peaple general!y '

treat them as pezs' efg)?

Please giveme a.call (ph 5’_ " 99-'747 ‘)ij'or send me- anemaﬂ
[byoungblosd@eci. Oswego.or. us] if; you have questmns or. othezwxse need addmonal
lufﬂnﬁau Gl : . 3 :

Thank ybu.
Bill Youngblood ,
Code Enforcement Specialist
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THE TOWNSHIF OF CRANBURY
23-4 NORTH MAIN STREET _
Trls 11J SOl LHAMBURY, IEW IERSEV (8912
Sy ’ »

CAEFEIE FAN G0%-19%-BH0

felemdns b Tivmahls §aavgrinies

Frdidhs, Wik Masege

August 32, 2k

Far your Tequest | am writing % share Granbury Twmsmp tew Jersey's experance with
backysrdfanie sgricsiture. | have sared 5 Cranbyry’s zoning: ‘official for gver 35 YEEFE,
Lririrsg this enlire pericad Cranbury has permitted its residents unlirmited agricultusal uiss of any
property in alt zoning districts. In fadl Crambury sacourages Hcm-e Agrisufure and cur
Crdinance 150:4% Lo Pormitted In Al Zones establishas and peotects the fight o both
commpreial arid homs agricublure, Our definition 150-7 Home Agriculturs spmfc:a{ly inclugdas
pouiry. | o @iware of several rsidents keaping chickers hawevar | am fiot aware of any
eomplaints associated with Backyardihome agriculiune during 1y b, Allgadng, reskarifs kg
use of their property hes not sdded cosf nor has it been an enforcarment burden, In fact, in
Inese curent stresshy ecamomic lnes, | am plsased ihat Cranbury has chosen to p&rrrwt oir
sitizene this ppgpartunily 1o peacice a Slmpte, low4ampast, selfsuficient Hlestyle that s Toeferad
by Bur Horfe Agriculiting Crdinance. _

tenpourage you i adopt the backyerd or home agriculiure erdinence so that your community
mzmbiers e engiy (e benalits of backyan sgricuure.

W1 can midress ariy sFyour cancems, feel fhae tn Contass e,

iy .
77 Jettre K. Giaydof

Zogiing Official

{B0G) BS5-0M70
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w l L L A M E T T E . PROFESSOR JOE BOWERSOX

THE FIRST UMIVERSITY IN THE WEST DIRECTOR, CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES

906 STATE STRREY DEMPSEY ENDOWED CHAIR IN ENVIRONMENTAL PoLicYy
~lk "

SALEM, OR 97301 WILLAMETTE UNIVERSITY

800 STATE STREET

SALEM, OR 87301

S03-370-6220

. JBOWERSO@WILLAMETTE.EDU

January 7, 2009

Mayor Janet Taylor &

City of Salem Council Members
555 Liberty St SE

Room 220

Salem OR g7301

Dear Mayor Taylor and City of Salem Council Members,

The Center for Sustainable Commuuities at Willamette University would like to encourage the City of
Salem to join many other cities across the country in permitting individusl households to raise limited
numbers of chickens. In doing so, Salem would join other Oregon cities, including Portland, Corvallis,
Eugene, Gresham, Beaverton, Hillsboro and Milwaukie. With proper regulation prohibiting the presence
of roosters and mandating proper enclosures, these cities have demonstrated that chickens can indeed be
kept in urban and suburban environments and not adversely affect public heulth, livability, or property
values. In fact, as these cities have demonstrated, allowing residents to raise chickens can improve the
diet, pocket book, and sustainability of individual househaolds.

Residential chickens have been shown to offer many benefits:

* 3 hens can Jay an average of 2 eggs per day {(without the presence of a rooster). During our-current
economic downturn, these eggs can provide a valuable and economical source of protein to
families;

*  Chicken waste is a great fertilizer for backyard gardens;

+  Chickens offer a means of natural pest contrel in an enclosed yard — eating aphids, grubs and
other numerous garden pests. This rednces the needs for chemiicals, and helps keep-our urban
watersheds clean of substances toxic to aquatic species;

¢ Chickens provide children and their families with a great opportunity to learn about being
responsible and caring for animals, as well as an appreciation about-where our food comes from.

*  Hens are quiet and go to sleep once the sun goes down.

In these tough economic times, the Center encourages the Salem City Council to adopt the draft ordinance
developed by the group “Chickens in the Yard,” Modeled after successful ordinances in effect in cities
across the country, we believe the ordinance facilitates the benefits noted above while protecting public
health and safety.

If you have any guestions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

]
% ¢/ &4@;&4 )
Joe Bowersox

Director, Center for Sustainable Communities
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To the Mayor and Councilors of Salem;

As the garden coordinator Eor Oregon Tilth; | am writing in support of "Chickens in the
Yard.”

Oregon Tilth 152 50L(6)(3) non-proﬁt dedicated te:supporting:and promoting sustainable
_agrxcultu: & through educanon Teseaich; vgamc certiﬁcatlon and: advocacy The Orgamc ;

' xmportant p';irt ot‘thls movement for a number of reasons

1. :Chtckens provide a consistent and healthy source -of food for the farnily. Eggs are a
: jvaluable treasure to-the backyard hémesteader. -

’ buy expenswe (and possx
3. Chickensare exper: Bug:
-Again, thisservice reduc -d
4. Chickens male éxtraordinary pets. Theyare: ap]easure to watch; and reqmre L}
relatxvely minimal care. People of all ages-are-inspired to raise chicks, from peepers
to-egg producers, and as such, chickens add an interesting and educatwnal
dimensidn to the- nexghbm-hnod

Overall, keeping chickens in the backyard is an endeavor’ that connects an trban populatxon
to its food source, It creafes.a sense.of self- sufﬁcxency bothithrough the: production-of foed,
-‘and throughthe provxsxon of. helpful serv:c sichias pest control and soil. fertitity:

: 4‘0‘re00n Tilthis. enceuraged to know that the ity of Salem’ va.lues the diversity of a
. productive, ang ‘$ustainable, urban landscape. We hope you'give due coftsideration to the
" motion brought forth by Chxckens in the Yard

= ZSmcereLy, :

Conner Voss, .
Demonstration Garden Coordmator
Oregon Tilth

503.798.8906

conner@tilth.org
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' Decernber 5, 2008

. 1've been asked to Write:a lettercon
' my professmn and,e penenc& For e

pronounced "RAT")

o Ch:ckens eatmg fresh ofganic foad, mcludlng grass, produce eggs thh a bright orange, high beta
carotene yolk, so the eggs not only taste better, they are- better for you, I've also sold surplus eggs for

" Steve Cook, PhD
7 .St Instructof of Geosciences, OSU o
-4 Proud owner of a flock of backyard chlckens

40



January26, 2009

To: Troy Bissell

Rei é;jeSiibnS' on Utban Ghickens

o . James C. Hemmes, PhD-
e .Extanslun Poultry- Spedaii&t
*... . Asspclale Professar.

112-”““’”’"“'”&"' - : s misc@nceptxon i that ﬁles increase.
when chnckens are preSent Thls is true when chickens are raisediin .-
| cagés, unable to scratch. around in the litter. However, chickéns that
:| are housed in floor pens are. able, to find and eat any: ﬂy larvae. c
' (maggots) befcre th 5  lay eggs in-high, morsture' .
or arefs collegtsd -~ o
: irly for thi i i¢ -access flies never )
;_.;develop mto a: probfem Once‘agaln, a:po 'managed backyard with
_ Some: dogs or cats can: also have probiems thh flies. - -

- Gorvallis OR, 87331:6702
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. 'Rodents: Mice. and rats can
. _.usually the result of s

"~ Onie again, dog orcat feed stor
BT r@dent populatwons

| fertilizer for:
ld---causelno -
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Appendix |

JARWEST & E
’ "HATCHERY_J=s

To: “City of Salem, City Council

From: Terry Cain, Farwest Hatchery - Owner
Date: September 12, 2010

RE: Salem Chicken Ordinance

I am a local hatchery owner, whe will most likely be providing a good share of Salem residents
with chicks, once they are legal to be kept. | would like to address a few of the-aspects of
keeping chickens in one’s backyard.

I've personally been in the poultry industry for more than 30 years. Farwest Hatchery sells ’
approximately 177 different breeds. Of which, | recommend only a few for the urban backyard
owner. The birds | recommend carry the traits that are best suited for urban life: adapt to
confinement, quiet, not flighty, disease resistant, human social able, hardy and good egg
producers. '

Ali the breeds | would recommend for the urban owner would also come from our own feather-
sexed breeder stock. Feather-sexed stock carries the Long Feather Rooster gene which gives us
the ability to distinguish males from females based upon the pin feather pattern on the wings
of newly hatched chicks. Farwest Hatchery's reputation will stand upon our ability to sex these
chicks with 98% accuracy. In talking with both, rural and urban chicken owners, we know there
is a concern in purchasing (from feed stores and out of state hatcheries) pullets {hens) and
receiving many cockrels (males).

We also have several breeds which can be color sexed. Color sexed chicks can be identified as
male or female when they hatch simply based upon their color. '

The old and standhy method of vent sexing, actually looking at the genitals, is'also our third
method.

Between our 3 methods we can almost guarantze the sex of our chicks. When we know the
chicks will be going to an urban owner, we will cater to their special sexing needs to greatly
reduce the risk of introducing roosters to the cities.

29262 S Jackson Rd 4 Canby OR 97013 ¢ Phona: S03-266-2366 # Fax: 877-678-1640
www FarwestHatchery.com
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JARWEST ,
HATCHERY

We exhibited recently at the Oregon State Fair. The interest in urban chickens is overwhelming.
These sentiments came not only from Salem residents but also from folks visiting from al} over
the country. We have heard story after story of how the backyard chicken has been a good
thing. Many of the stories we heard carried a simifar theme from moms, dads, and
grandparents.

“I've got 3 chickens and the children are playing in the backyard My children have
never wanted to play in the backyard.” .

“My husband is bulldmg a chicken coop with our sons. My husband has never built
anything with his sons.”

“Our family sat down together for dinner tonight for a meal prepared with our own
eggs. The children took special interest in the meal because they had participated in the
process from feeding chicks to gathering eggs to preparation.”

If it takes 3 chickens in the backyard to bring families back togsther then,
“God bless the chicken”.

tn closing, thank you for your consideration in the matter of the urban backyard chicken
ordinance. We at Farwest Hatchery believe there are a lot more important things to worry
about than chickens in the backyard. Remember, they are in our backyard too.

Sincerely,

ﬂu@ 3 Cae

Owner / Man.ager

29262 S Jackson Rd & Canby OR 97013 ¢ Phone: 503-266-2565 4 Fax: 877-678-1649
www_FarwestHatchery.com
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Friday, August 13, 2010 4:05 PM
From: “robert@urbanfarmstore.com" <robert®urbanfarmstore.com> ~

To: "Barbara Palermo" salemchickens@vyahoo.com

Garden, Pel and Homestead
To Whom It May Concern,

As the owner of a successful Oregon small business catering to urban chicken keepers and the
author of an upcoming bock on the subject, I would like to add my experienced voice to the
debate concerning keeping chickens in Salem.

It has been brought to my attention that there is a particular concern about unwanted roosters
and hens. While this is potentially a problem, we have found it relatively easy to set-up a
humane relocation program through our store. Unwanted chickens are brought in by customers
. (and non-customers alike) on Sundays in boxes, From there, they are picked-up by a part-time
employee who re-sells the roosters and hens, with the roosters going to country flocks and
breeders. He shelters unsellable but otherwise healthy chickens for the duration of their lives on
his farm where they assimilate into his own largg, free range flocks. In both scenarios, he
medicates the birds to protect his flock, rendering them unfit to be eaten for several weeks,
which is really not a big concern because the laying breeds that backyard enthusiasts keep are
not very appropriate for eating for'a variety of reasons. Likewise, they are not suitable for
fighting.

We are so happy with this arrangement, and confident that it can be expanded, that we would
welcome birds from the Salem area for keepers-in need who are willing to make the drive. 1
would .also be happy te consult with a local store or individual to set something up for your area.

I should also mention that our store runs free bi-monthly chicken keeping education classes that
have helped hundreds of people learn what to expect and how to avoid common, usually minor,
problems. We would welcome our friends from the valley to these classes and I's also consider
doing one or two down there.

In closing, it has been my experience that urban chicken keeping is an fun, easy, humane and
educational hobby. It has connected thousands of suburbanites and urbanites with where their
food comes from while providing a low-cost; high-quality source of food. I strongly support’
home poultry keeping wherever appropriate.

If you have any further questions, please contact me through the store.

Sincerely,
Robert Litt

Urban Farm Store

2100 SE Belmont Street
Portland, Oregon 97214
Phone (503) 234-7733
www . urbanfarmstoere.com



- \q 11 1313 Main Strect
,‘ 1 Dallas, OR_97338

July 22, 2010

To Whom It May Concern:

I have been involved in providing baby chicks to local residents since 1997. Over that time, we
have sold more than 20,000 newly hatched pullets. One might assume that some of those reside
in Salem. '

Annually, we host Chick Day, The Poultry Event of the Year, on the first Saturday in April. This
is a family event, where children accompany parents or grandparents to see, hold, and perhaps
pick up some chickens for their family flock. Those same families come back year after year ina
ritual that has become a rite of spring. Unlike livestock, chickens are relatively easy to keep in the
most basic of structures, allowing even young children to experience the simple act of caring for
another living being while developing an appreciation for our food supply.

Although many would question the motives behind an organization that claims to know what’s
best for Salem from 3000 miles away, let me address some of the concerns raised by those folks in
Vermont. This comes from experience, not theory.

Most hatcheries guarantee 90% accuracy in sexing chicks. I have found that the better hatcheries
exceed 95% overall. Just this morning, a customer mentioned to me that he had gotten one
rooster in the batch of 24 chicks he had purchased this year. I consider that ratio typical. For
those who want full assurarice of their chicken®s sex there are several popular breeds-whose gender
is linked to the color of the feathers, making identification straight forward and positive.

In our area, uniwanted hens or the few roosters that sneak through are easily dealt with by posting
on our public bulletin board or on Craigslist. Roosters are usually passed on to those who
butcher chickens to feed their families. There is no shortage of people who can use a fresh, young
meat bird. We've observed this for years among the less fortunate. It has recently broadened to
include anyone who wants to feel more connected. to their food supply.

I'm pleased to be a resident of Dallas, which earlier this year overwhelmingly approved residents’
right to keep up to five hens inside the city. I recently spoke with Commissioner Brian Dalton,
who explained that their decision was based upon a presumption of competence of those who wish to
keep chickens responsibly. If a few residents prove iricompetent to do so, the city will deal with
resolving those issues at that tirme. What an inspirinig thought, that citizens should be allowed the
opportunity to prove they can act responsibly before being treated otherwise.

Seven months into Dallas’s new chicken code, I have heard no one crying for its amendment or
repeal. Few of us are surprised.

Regards,

b

Jon Hendersen
President

503-831-1222
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Appendix ]

-Sub]ect. Fw Urban—chlckens and property valuesm Port]and F

Ted,

: ﬂ.:'A-Here are, some comments from Jane Liso:at t.he Poi
i ) thc unpact of urban C _ckens on pfoper’ty Vi

. ‘Subject: RE'Urban ‘chic]
© LTl DanBrown <j§oncolh

‘Sent: Friday, August o8, 2008 12: 55 PM"
- Tor Jang Leo
- Subject: Urhan chickens and pmpeaty vaiues in Portland )

g Jane,
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September 14, 2010
To Whom it May Concern:

As a REALTORS, I'm acutely aware of home and praperty trends and values. There definitely is a growing
awareness nationwide, and within the Salem area, for more green and sustainable options in the way people
utilize their resources and propei‘ty. From my clierit interactions, itis clear that people want to have greener
mare sustainable options not only to save energy/money, but to be more self-sufficient, and environmentally
responsible. These options not only benefit the people involved directly; but overall influence the community,
nation and ultimately the world in positive ways.

Because of this growing need and desire for greener ways of living, and my own personal values in this area, |
went through the educational process to secure my Green designation through the National Association of
REALTORS®. This has attracted a new client base | am serving, and learning along with. Modes of green and
sustainable products and activities are constantly evelving as people seek new ways of living in tune with their
values, :

As | view homes with my clients, | notice many people taking advantage of their residential lots to do more
than grow lawns and flowers, | see many gardens in front yards, pepper plants and tomatoes put between
roses and pansies, and lawns replaced with edible landscaping. It is evident that people are using their yards to
grow food... This helps them not only save money, but provides many other benefits: connection to their
property, their food source and their neighbors. '

Many communities around the nation are allowing property owners to take this green, self-sustainable process
even further by allowing homeowners to have a few backyard chickens. This is becoming the rule rather than
the exception. These communities and their progressive stand on green and sustainable living attract citizens
with those values. People with this increased awareness and value system tend to be better educated and
have higher incomes. So it is natural to see thatproperty values in these communities tend to be higher.

| work with many people relocating to our area. | get asked many questions.about our city and how progressive
we are with recycling programs and more. While the city is doing many wonderful things, one thing that is
missing is the ability of people to have a few backyard hens like they do in other Oregdn communities.

Itis my hope, as a REALTOR®, with the Green designation, that 1 will be able to tell people contemplating
coming to our area that Salem is as progressive a place to live as other communities that are nearby. While the
word "green” may represent certain trends or fads - it is not a trend or a fad to feed one's family clean,
affordable food. As | work with people in real estate, | have learned that having the opportunity to have a few
backyard hens is something that home owners in our area would like to-explore as a means for living a greener
more sustainable life.

Nannette Martin, REALTOR®

ABR®, e-PRO®, GREEN, SFR

Broker Licensed in Oregon
Prudential Real Estate Professionals
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Appendix K

From:Emilio E DEBESS (emilio.e.debess@state.or.us)
Sent: Wed 10/28/09 10:36 AM
To: Barbara Palermo (getaholdofbp@hotmail.com)

Hello Barbarg,
Thank you for your question and concern.

This genus has one species, influenza A virus. Wild aquatic birds are the natural hosts for a large variety of
influenza A. Occasionally, viruses are transmitted to other species (jumping species) by mutation.

The statement was made after the reporter asked as to the origin of influenza viruses.
As for the public, significant mutations have to happen in wild birds to pass it on to other animals and humans.

People are not at risk of developing influenza by having a domesticated bird at home (not wild).
If a client has a wild bird at home, the chances of a virus mutation and the possibility of jumping species,
(given that the bird has influenza) are minimal.

Let me know if that helps so I can send it out to the vet listserve
Thank you

>>> "Barbara Palermo” <getaholdofbp@hotmail.com> 10/28/2009 10:15 AM >>>
Hi Dr. DeBess,

A recent article in the Oregonian newspaper quotes you as saying "Birds are basically the origin of all flu viruses,
historically, and they can get any and all flu viruses.” Could you please explain what you meant by that. People
seem to be worried that your statement means birds present a high public health threat, which I don't think is
what you meant. In terms of flu viruses, can you say that people are any more likely to catch the flu from & bird
than any other means? Aren't the chances of getting sick from a dog or cat greater than from a bird?

Thank you,
Barbara



mailto:emilio.e.debess@state.or.us
mailto:getaholdofbp@hotmail.com
mailto:getaholdcrfbp@hotjrail.com

with The Bregonian
Ferret gets swine flu from its owner, a first

By Jacgues Von Lunen, Special to The Oregon...
October 20, 2009, 3:47AM

It appears that certain pets can catch swine flu from their owners.

Oregon just registered its first case of a natural human-animal transmission of the H1N1 virus. Actually, it may be
the first such recorded case anywhere, said Emilic DeBess, Oregon state public health veterinarian.

A ferret, whose owner had shown flulike symptoms, tested positive for swine flu on Oct, 8.

The owners took the ferret to a veterinary clinic in Portland an Oct. 5 (DeBess said the clinic asked not to be
identified.) The animal had severe respiratory illness and showed many of the symptoms people associate with the
fiu: fever, weakness, coughing and sneezing.

After hearing that the owner suffered fram flu symptoms just before the ferret got sick, the treating veterinarian
called DeBess, whaose responsibilities include serving as a consuitant to Oregon vets.

DeBess asked the vet to send in a sample of the ferret's nasal secretions. It was tested at an Oregon State
University lab, which found genetic markers for the strain of HIN1 that's lnfectmg humans. A lab of the U.S.
Department for Agriculture confirmed the finding on Oct. 9.

This came as little surprise to DeBess. Ferrets, which are sensitive toward respiratory iliness, have been used in'labs
to see how the flu will affect people, he said. But this may be the first case anywhere of a ferret catching the flu from
its owner, without the help of lab technicians, he said. - .

The ferret is recovering.

DeBess put the staff at the clinic on "fever watch” after the test results came in. No one at the clinic had gotten sick
as of last week, he said.

. Ferret owners heed to be careful during flu season. And that goes both ways. If you have a ferret that's sneezing
and coughing, wash your hands a lot and definitely take it to a vet. If you are sick with flutike symptoms, handle
your ferret sparingly. Don't cough or sneeze near It.

The same is true for birds, DeBess said. Birds are basically the origin of all flu viruses, historically, and they "can get
any and all flu viruses," he said. However, no cases of birds contracting HiN1 are documented in this country.

In the past five years the flu virus has mutated into a strain calied H3N8, which infects dogs. It's not known to
transmit to humans. No known strain infects cats, and neither cats nor dogs can carry HIN1.
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Marion Polk
FOOD January 22, 2009
SHARE

Mayor Janet Taylor and City of Salem Council Members
555 Liberty St. SE, Room 220
Salem, OR 97301

Dear Mayor Taylor and City-Council Members:

Please accept this letter in support of the citizen based initiative to permit individual households fo raise
backyard hens within the City of Salem. The group has done an exemplary job of researching the issue and
presents a strong and timely. proposal for your consideration. We encourage Salem to follow the lead of other
innovative communitics in Oregon, including Portland, Corvallis, Eugene, Grosham, Beaverton, Hillsboro, and
Milwaukie, that have passed ordinances that allow backyard hens within city limits.

Since 1987, Marion-Polk Food Share has beén “leading the fight to end hunger” as the nonprofit regiona! food
‘bank serving Marion and Polk counties. As the regional food bank, we provide centrdlized food colleetion.and
distribution, as well as fundraising and capacity building support, for our 80 mémber agency network, Last
fisval year, we provided 4.8 million pounds of emergency food and distributed 69,892 food boxes and 989,041
meals,

In Salem the need is especially great. Last year, within the city, we distribufed 34,279 food boxes and served
over 350,000 meals through 43 member agencies. Approximately 15,000 Salem households, representing
44,000 individuals reached out for emergency food assistance. A total.of 3,336 new households in Salem

. received a food bax {vp 26% from the previous year). This represents ihe highest number of local residents we
have seen coming for help in the 21 years of our existence.

-As President of Marion-Polk Food Share, | am aware of the local and nationwide movement in support of
" ‘backyard hens as a means to increase household self-sufficiency and reduce hunger. Recently we have worked
with a dietician to put together a list of the most-nutritious “core” foed box items. Eggs are on this list for the
guality nufrition they provide, especially for children. '

At'my house in rural Marfon County, | raise 6 hens. [ know firsthand how simplé and clean it can be to-raise
chickens, and 1 benefit from having-enough eggs for my family, as well as-a weekly surplus that | donate to the
local food pantry. At the Food Shiare, we see great hope in-educating low-income community members about
how to raise a few backyard hens to improve-their nutrition and increase self-sufficiency: We envision
housgholds with nat only enough for themselves, but with the potential to provide many dozen eggs each year to
their local food pantry.

On behalf of the Food Share, and those we serve, | encourage you to pass an ordinance to allow bac.kiyard hens
in Salem. it is another step we can take in our fight to end hunger in our community. If you have any questions,
please call me ai 503-581-3855, ext. 306 or e-mail rhays@foodbanksalem.ove.

Sincerely.

YCAREe

Ron Hays
President

5 el i1l e N ey, § Yepmens TS e L33 SERL AT oad i
Lo sedenn bndiarsd ose NE salan, Orep POSCEANE- IR R RO AT wwwiuodbankademany




Tuesday, January 06, 2009

 Ta City of Salem staff and Council members;

I am writing to express my strong support for raising chickens in residential areas within
the city limits of Salem. A propasal to change this code is coming before you, and a
deliberative and democratic process will determine the outcome of such a change in
policy. What 1 am advocating for, as a garden project manager for Marion Polk Food
Share, is to ensure the long-term sustainability of our community through myriad of
ways, including community gardening, urban farming, and teaching 2 future of food
growing that includes keeping hens. The cost-benefit of such an endeavor is one that
favors the community, the neighborhood, and the home, from the constant supply of high
protein food, to the production of appreeiable quantities of highly concentrated manure,
to the destruction of countless insects.and consumption of kitchen and table scraps.

Marion Polk Food Share has a continuing-interest-in the building of partnerships that lead
1o the betterment of our community’s health, self-reliance and sustainability. 1see an
opportunity to create neighborhood connections that bring people out of the woodwork,
people-that are interested in engaging in a process of getting back to the basics. More
specif cally, 1 see the develepment of sustainable models for keeping hens to be included
in our growing foundation of food secutity curriculums, lessons of which will be
delivered throughout and within neighborhoods in the coming years. Marion Polk Food
Share itself has been considering small-medium and large scale production of eggs, and
this change will only increase our capacity to meet our mission, wluch is to end hunger in
Marion angd Polk counties.

Thank you for your time and consideration. 1 will leave you with a quote from, “Five
Acres and Independence,” by M.G. Kains.

“The best way o be successful with poultry is to start with a few hens, give them good
care and comfortable quarters, and—ieep both eyes open. By this I mean that one

should study the matter ina preactical way by familiarizing him/herself with the habits and
requirements of histher fowl...”

Sincerely,

g)w,m

Jordan Blake — Garden Project Manager

Because no e should be hungry.
1668 Satem Industris] Drive NE
Salem, Oregon 97303
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' | ATTACHMENT 4
“From: Lucinda Smith, Senior Envxronmenta! P‘anner Department of
Natural Resources
To: Cameron Gloss
Date: June 6, 2008

_Subject: Gty Gouncil, Meetingof June 3, 2008, Fellow-up.fo Que

ns:gmf icant.on local green. :
carbon impact which-would- facter n reduce ,
and other potential benefits.
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http://www.epa.gov/methane/sources.html

The End!

54



Dept. of Land Conservation & Dev.
ATTN: Plan Amendment Specialist

635 Capitol St NE, Suite 150
Salem OR 97301-2540




