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The City of Palm Bay, Florida

LEGISLATIVE MEMORANDUM

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

FROM: Lisa Frazier, AICP, Growth Management Director

THRU: Scott Morgan, Interim City Manager

DATE: April 3, 2025

RE: Discussion of an amendment to Section 174.005 of the Palm Bay Code of 
Ordinances related to backyard chickens. (Councilman Langevin)

SUMMARY:
A discussion for a potential textual amendment to the Code of Ordinances, Title XVII, Land 
Development Code, Chapter 174: Standards for Accessory, Temporary, and Other Uses and 
Structures, Section 174.005 Backyard Chickens, to modify language to increase the number of 
chickens which may be kept on single family lots in the RE, RS-1, RS-2, RS-3, and SRE Zoning 
Districts.

REQUESTING DEPARTMENTS:
City Council

FISCAL IMPACT:
Not Applicable

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Section 174.005 is not recommended for amendment at this time.

ATTACHMENT:
1. 174.005 Backyard Chickens Staff Report
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BACKGROUND: 

On February 20, 2025, the City Council requested staff recommendations with regard to the 
possibility of amending the Code of Ordinances for Title XVII, Land Development Code, 
Chapter 174: Standards for Accessory, Temporary, and Other Uses and Structures, 
Section 174.005 Backyard Chickens, to modify language to increase the number of 
chickens which may be kept on single family lots in the RE, RS-1, RS-2, RS-3, and SRE 
Zoning Districts.  

HISTORY: 
Backyard chickens is defined in Section 171.001 of the Land Development Code as 
“CHICKEN: A domestic fowl developed in a number of breeds for their eggs. A fowl is defined 
as a chicken by the University of Florida Extension Service. This definition shall not include 
ducks, geese, turkeys, pigeons or guinea.” 

The permitting of backyard chickens in single-family residential zoning was amended into the 
Code of Ordinances in 2013 (Ordinance 2013-10) as requested by the City of Palm Bay. At 
the time staff conducted extensive research to determine what the maximum number of 
chickens that a typical residential lot could support without causing nuisance, noise, or health 
concerns (Attachment 1). The resulting determination as presented was that 4 hens per 
residential yard was the recommendation as codified in Section 174.005 below. 

174.005 BACKYARD CHICKENS. 

(A) No person shall keep or maintain in, on or upon any lot, building, premises or property
any farm animal in any zoning category outside of the RR and GU districts except as 
provided for in this section or § 174.012 (Pigeons). 

(B) Up to four (4) chickens may be kept on single family lots in the RE, RS-1, RS-2, RS-3,
and SRE Zoning Districts subject to adherence to the following criteria: 

(1) Hens only may be kept. Roosters are prohibited.

(2) Chickens must be caged at all times and cages/coops shall meet the criteria for
animal cages and enclosures contained in § 174.002. 

(3) Breeding of chickens is prohibited.

(4) Dead chickens shall be immediately removed from the premises and disposed of
properly. 

(5) The cage/coop and surrounding areas shall be clean and properly maintained to
avoid the attraction of vermin, insects or predators. 

(Ord. 2024-33, passed 9-19-24) 

https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/palmbay/latest/palmbay_fl/0-0-0-70921#JD_174.012
https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/palmbay/latest/palmbay_fl/0-0-0-70775#JD_174.002
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At the Regular Council Meeting held on August 6, 2020, Council made the request to increase 
the number of chickens from 4 to 13. Minutes from this meeting are presented as Attachment 
2. 

At the Regular Council Meeting held on February 20, 2025, it was proposed by Council 
that the city consider increasing the number of chickens permitted on residential lots from 4 
to 8. The request was debated amongst council members, and it was then decided that staff 
would be directed to investigate the feasibility of an increase and provide 
recommendations to council. 

ANALYSIS: 

The city zoning code is based on, consistent with, related to and adopted to effectuate and 
implement the policies of the city comprehensive plan to protect, preserve and improve the 
public health, safety, and welfare of the inhabitants of the city. 

In accordance with Section 174.002 ACCESSORY USES AND STRUCTURES GENERAL 
REQUIREMENTS. (H)   Animal enclosures or cages. Animal cages or enclosures accessory 
to residential uses shall be limited in size to fifteen (15) feet in length by ten (10) feet in width. 
They shall not exceed six (6) feet in height and shall provide a ten (10) foot side setback and 
a fifteen (15) foot rear setback. 

Per Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS), each chicken should 
have 3-4 square feet (sf) of coop floor space and 8-10 sf of run area each. For 10 chickens, 
this amounts to 110-140 sf of enclosed housing. 

Section 174.002(H) of the LDC requires that all animal housing structures are located in the 
rear yard and must be at least 5 ft from any other structure and is limited to 150 sf in total area. 
The setbacks are established as buffers required to prevent animal waste from encroaching 
on surrounding properties and drainageways. Based on the required size of enclosure, 
coupled with the city’s setback requirements, there are not many typical quarter-acre 
residential lots which could feasibly accommodate 10 chickens. 

Additionally, a single hen can produce 17-20 dozen eggs per year. (Note: the production of 
eggs for sale would require FDACS permit and inspections.) Chickens are common vectors 
for the spread of salmonella and the Avian Flu both of which are readily spread through contact 
with the birds or their waste. The more chickens that are housed in a small area, the more 
likely contamination to humans, pets, and wildlife may occur. 



Backyard Chickens  April 3, 2025 
 

 

 Page | 3 

OTHER MUNICIPALITY REGULATIONS: 

BREVARD COUNTY: Sec. 62-2108. - Farm animals and fowl. In all single-family 
residential zones, on lots of at least one-half acre minimum, up to four chickens (no 
roosters or other fowl) may be permitted per one-half acre of land. Housing, such as coops, 
that is not considered to be a barn, stall or paddock is required and must meet the setback 
requirements for accessory structures in accordance with the zoning classification. All fowl 
are for the personal, non-commercial use of the occupants only. Breeding and slaughtering 
of any fowl is strictly prohibited. 

 
CITY OF MELBOURNE: Only allows chickens as a conditional use in R-A residential 
zoning which has a minimum area of 1 acre 
 
CITY OF SEBASTIAN: Sec. 18-29. - Keeping of fowl.  
(a)Any person keeping fowl shall keep them in a pen, coop or enclosure meeting the 
requirements of section 18-27 of this article. No more than two such fowl may be kept on 
any single lot. 
 
CITY OF TITUSVILLE: Sec. 5-86. - Certain animals restricted; permits for certain animals 
required. (5) Backyard chickens shall be permitted on a single-family properties subject to 
all regulations described below: a. For the purposes of this section, the terms "backyard 
chicken" or "chicken" refers to hens, or female chickens, only. It shall be unlawful to keep 
ducks, geese, turkeys, peafowl, roosters or male chickens, or any other fowl. b. No more 
than four (4) chickens shall be permitted on any lot or parcel. j. A permit is required. 
 
*Most other area municipalities do not allow chickens within residential zoning at all. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Section 174.005 is not recommended for amendment at this time. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
2/21/25 

Good afternoon, Mayor and Council. 

At last night’s meeting, Councilman Johnson requested the minutes from the Council meeting in 
which chickens were discussed.   

Quick summary:  At the Regular Council Meeting held on August 6, 2020, Councilman Jeff Bailey 
made the request to increase the number of chickens from 4 to 13.  After lengthy discussion, the 
item was continued to October 1, 2020, with a workshop to be held prior to that date.  No 
workshop was held, and the item was later withdrawn prior to the final hearing on October 1st.  The 
video no longer exists as it has met its 2-year retention. 

7. Ordinance 2020-50, amending the Code of Ordinances, Chapter 185, Zoning Code, Subchapter 
‘Supplementary District Regulations’, by increasing the maximum number of chickens permitted 
on single family lots; and including provisions for urban farm animals permitted on developed 
single family lots (Case T-16-2020, City of Palm Bay), first reading. 

The Planning and Zoning Board recommended that the request be denied. 

The City Attorney read the ordinance in caption only.  The public hearing was opened.  Councilman 
Bailey presented the request to Council.  He said that this was an important part of sustainability 
should there be a food shortage and also created a healthier lifestyle.  Increasing the number of 
chickens still allowed a family to have enough to continue producing eggs should a few be 
slaughtered for food, death by natural causes, or killed by predators.   There would not be the 
immediate need to replenish the chickens.  Mr. Bailey said that having two (2) goats or two (2) 
sheep kept them happier, calmer and quieter.  

Mayor Capote asked about areas that were zoned for these types of animals.  He was hesitant in 
allowing chickens and goats throughout the entire City.  Mr. Bradley said that in 2013, Council 
approved an ordinance permitting up to four (4) chickens in almost all of the single-family zoning 
districts.  Goats, sheep and the like were only allowed in RR (Rural Residential District) and GU 
(General Use Holding District) zonings.   

Individuals submitted virtual comments supporting the request.  

Joe Laughlin, resident, said that during the onset of COVID-19, there was a nationwide shortage of 
supplies, including eggs and meat.  He said this ordinance allowed the residents to provide for their 
families.  He said that four (4) chickens typically produced 3-4 eggs per day which was not enough 
for a family of 3-4 people.   

Bill Battin, resident, commented on how expensive it was to feed and care for these animals.  He 
expressed concern if animals were neglected.  If there was a six-foot fence, no one would be able 
to see the condition of the animals.  He believed in everyone being able to have livestock, but said 
it had to be done responsibly.   



 

 

Mr. Bailey asked Mr. Laughlin to address the space requirements and feed concerns.  Mr. Laughlin 
said that if the chickens free-range throughout the backyard, they would eat bugs, lizards, etc. and 
it would cut down on the cost of feed.  If kept in the coop all of the time, a lot more feed would be 
needed.  Sheep would need to be fed with hay as they did not do well with St. Augustine grass. 

Mr. Anderson asked if the current ordinance required chickens to be kept in the coop at all 
times.  Mr. Bradley confirmed same and said that language was not amended in this proposed 
ordinance.  Mr. Anderson questioned if the goats and sheep could roam freely.  Mr. Bradley said 
the ordinance did not state that they must be in a specific area, but that they had to be within a 
fenced area on the property. 

Mr. Santiago asked if goats could jump higher than six (6) feet.  Mr. Bradley was unsure.  Mr. 
Santiago said that when the initial ordinance for four (4) chickens was brought forth, a main 
concern was health.  He asked if any research had been done on the effects of a person’s 
health.  Mr. Bradley said a previous Growth Management Director had done research on same in 
2013 and he would provide the report to Council.  

Mayor Capote asked if a community survey had been performed.  Mr. Bradley answered in the 
negative. 

Mr. Bailey asked Mr. Laughlin to address the sanitary issues.  Mr. Laughlin said that chickens were 
widely used to provide natural sanitization after cows, sheep and goats were in an area.  He said 
that goats could jump and the rule of thumb was if a golden retriever could jump it, then a goat 
could do so as well. 

The public hearing was closed. 

Motion by Mr. Bailey, seconded by Mr. Anderson, to approve Ordinance 2020-50. 

Due to an additional public comment, the public hearing was reopened.  Mr. Bailey withdrew his 
motion and Mr. Anderson withdrew his second to the motion.  

Alfred Agarie, resident, said he had been a farmer for many years and the City did not need this 
type of situation.  He understood the necessity for residents, but a survey was definitely 
needed.   He said the smell was horrible that came with these types of animals.  

The public hearing was closed. 

Motion by Mr. Bailey, seconded by Mr. Anderson, to approve Ordinance 2020-50.   

Mr. Bailey said the fertilizer that was created by the chickens was helpful to the environment.  He 
added that the chickens would eat the bugs that would potentially be harmful to a garden.  He felt 
that it may be good option to permit the chickens to roam freely within the fenced area.  He said if 
a survey was done, he wanted to provide as many facts as possible. 

Mr. Anderson felt the chickens were not an issue but preferred no more than six (6) or eight 
(8).  However, he said that goats and sheep could become very loud, but felt a rooster should also 
be permitted.  He said that there should be an acreage requirement. 



 

 

Deputy Mayor Johnson said that the Center for Disease Control (CDC) expressed concern on its 
website about these types of animals spreading disease.  He asked if anyone had reached out to 
the CDC for comment.  Mr. Anderson said the CDC recently issued a statement advising not to kiss 
the chickens as it could lead to the spread of disease.  Deputy Mayor Johnson asked if any other 
cities allowed 10-13 chickens, as well as goats and sheep.   

Mayor Capote said that back in 2013, there was an immense amount of information provided to 
Council.  He felt that a survey should have gone out to the residents and both the pros and cons be 
presented to Council.  Mr. Santiago felt this was being rushed through without a lot of 
information.  He understood the need to survive, but no one should ever allow the current climate 
to dictate their lives; it should be the vision of a better life to lead into a more hopeful future. 

Mayor Capote asked if Councilman Bailey wanted to table the item or for Council to vote on the 
motion.  Mr. Bailey understood that the goats and sheep were a concern.  He asked if Council 
would agree to separating the issues.  Mayor Capote felt it should all be tabled and possibly hold a 
workshop.  Mr. Bailey said he was hoping to at least get the chickens approved tonight but was 
agreeable to a workshop.  He provided further comments on the issue. 

Mr. Anderson withdrew his second to the motion. 

Mr. Bailey wanted to have a workshop as soon as possible, preferably between September and 
beginning of October.  

Motion by Mr. Bailey, seconded by Mr. Anderson, to table the item to October 1, 2020.  Motion 
carried with members voting as follows:  Mayor Capote, Yea; Deputy Mayor Johnson, Yea; 
Councilman Santiago, Yea; Councilman Bailey, Yea; Councilman Anderson, Yea. 
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BACKGROUND: 

On February 20, 2025, the City Council requested staff recommendations with regard to the 
possibility of amending the Code of Ordinances for Title XVII, Land Development Code, 
Chapter 174: Standards for Accessory, Temporary, and Other Uses and Structures, 
Section 174.005 Backyard Chickens, to modify language to increase the number of 
chickens which may be kept on single family lots in the RE, RS-1, RS-2, RS-3, and SRE 
Zoning Districts.  

HISTORY: 
Backyard chickens is defined in Section 171.001 of the Land Development Code as 
“CHICKEN: A domestic fowl developed in a number of breeds for their eggs. A fowl is defined 
as a chicken by the University of Florida Extension Service. This definition shall not include 
ducks, geese, turkeys, pigeons or guinea.” 

The permitting of backyard chickens in single-family residential zoning was amended into the 
Code of Ordinances in 2013 (Ordinance 2013-10) as requested by the City of Palm Bay. At 
the time staff conducted extensive research to determine what the maximum number of 
chickens that a typical residential lot could support without causing nuisance, noise, or health 
concerns (Attachment 1). The resulting determination as presented was that 4 hens per 
residential yard was the recommendation as codified in Section 174.005 below. 

174.005 BACKYARD CHICKENS. 

(A) No person shall keep or maintain in, on or upon any lot, building, premises or property
any farm animal in any zoning category outside of the RR and GU districts except as 
provided for in this section or § 174.012 (Pigeons). 

(B) Up to four (4) chickens may be kept on single family lots in the RE, RS-1, RS-2, RS-3,
and SRE Zoning Districts subject to adherence to the following criteria: 

(1) Hens only may be kept. Roosters are prohibited.

(2) Chickens must be caged at all times and cages/coops shall meet the criteria for
animal cages and enclosures contained in § 174.002. 

(3) Breeding of chickens is prohibited.

(4) Dead chickens shall be immediately removed from the premises and disposed of
properly. 

(5) The cage/coop and surrounding areas shall be clean and properly maintained to
avoid the attraction of vermin, insects or predators. 

(Ord. 2024-33, passed 9-19-24) 

https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/palmbay/latest/palmbay_fl/0-0-0-70921#JD_174.012
https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/palmbay/latest/palmbay_fl/0-0-0-70775#JD_174.002
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At the Regular Council Meeting held on August 6, 2020, Council made the request to increase 
the number of chickens from 4 to 13. Minutes from this meeting are presented as Attachment 
2. 

At the Regular Council Meeting held on February 20, 2025, it was proposed by Council 
that the city consider increasing the number of chickens permitted on residential lots from 4 
to 8. The request was debated amongst council members, and it was then decided that staff 
would be directed to investigate the feasibility of an increase and provide 
recommendations to council. 

ANALYSIS: 

The city zoning code is based on, consistent with, related to and adopted to effectuate and 
implement the policies of the city comprehensive plan to protect, preserve and improve the 
public health, safety, and welfare of the inhabitants of the city. 

In accordance with Section 174.002 ACCESSORY USES AND STRUCTURES GENERAL 
REQUIREMENTS. (H)   Animal enclosures or cages. Animal cages or enclosures accessory 
to residential uses shall be limited in size to fifteen (15) feet in length by ten (10) feet in width. 
They shall not exceed six (6) feet in height and shall provide a ten (10) foot side setback and 
a fifteen (15) foot rear setback. 

Per Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS), each chicken should 
have 3-4 square feet (sf) of coop floor space and 8-10 sf of run area each. For 10 chickens, 
this amounts to 110-140 sf of enclosed housing. 

Section 174.002(H) of the LDC requires that all animal housing structures are located in the 
rear yard and must be at least 5 ft from any other structure and is limited to 150 sf in total area. 
The setbacks are established as buffers required to prevent animal waste from encroaching 
on surrounding properties and drainageways. Based on the required size of enclosure, 
coupled with the city’s setback requirements, there are not many typical quarter-acre 
residential lots which could feasibly accommodate 10 chickens. 

Additionally, a single hen can produce 17-20 dozen eggs per year. (Note: the production of 
eggs for sale would require FDACS permit and inspections.) Chickens are common vectors 
for the spread of salmonella and the Avian Flu both of which are readily spread through contact 
with the birds or their waste. The more chickens that are housed in a small area, the more 
likely contamination to humans, pets, and wildlife may occur. 
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OTHER MUNICIPALITY REGULATIONS: 

BREVARD COUNTY: Sec. 62-2108. - Farm animals and fowl. In all single-family 
residential zones, on lots of at least one-half acre minimum, up to four chickens (no 
roosters or other fowl) may be permitted per one-half acre of land. Housing, such as coops, 
that is not considered to be a barn, stall or paddock is required and must meet the setback 
requirements for accessory structures in accordance with the zoning classification. All fowl 
are for the personal, non-commercial use of the occupants only. Breeding and slaughtering 
of any fowl is strictly prohibited. 

 
CITY OF MELBOURNE: Only allows chickens as a conditional use in R-A residential 
zoning which has a minimum area of 1 acre 
 
CITY OF SEBASTIAN: Sec. 18-29. - Keeping of fowl.  
(a)Any person keeping fowl shall keep them in a pen, coop or enclosure meeting the 
requirements of section 18-27 of this article. No more than two such fowl may be kept on 
any single lot. 
 
CITY OF TITUSVILLE: Sec. 5-86. - Certain animals restricted; permits for certain animals 
required. (5) Backyard chickens shall be permitted on a single-family properties subject to 
all regulations described below: a. For the purposes of this section, the terms "backyard 
chicken" or "chicken" refers to hens, or female chickens, only. It shall be unlawful to keep 
ducks, geese, turkeys, peafowl, roosters or male chickens, or any other fowl. b. No more 
than four (4) chickens shall be permitted on any lot or parcel. j. A permit is required. 
 
*Most other area municipalities do not allow chickens within residential zoning at all. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Section 174.005 is not recommended for amendment at this time. 
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Good afternoon, Mayor and Council. 

At last night’s meeting, Councilman Johnson requested the minutes from the Council meeting in 
which chickens were discussed.   

Quick summary:  At the Regular Council Meeting held on August 6, 2020, Councilman Jeff Bailey 
made the request to increase the number of chickens from 4 to 13.  After lengthy discussion, the 
item was continued to October 1, 2020, with a workshop to be held prior to that date.  No 
workshop was held, and the item was later withdrawn prior to the final hearing on October 1st.  The 
video no longer exists as it has met its 2-year retention. 

7. Ordinance 2020-50, amending the Code of Ordinances, Chapter 185, Zoning Code, Subchapter 
‘Supplementary District Regulations’, by increasing the maximum number of chickens permitted 
on single family lots; and including provisions for urban farm animals permitted on developed 
single family lots (Case T-16-2020, City of Palm Bay), first reading. 

The Planning and Zoning Board recommended that the request be denied. 

The City Attorney read the ordinance in caption only.  The public hearing was opened.  Councilman 
Bailey presented the request to Council.  He said that this was an important part of sustainability 
should there be a food shortage and also created a healthier lifestyle.  Increasing the number of 
chickens still allowed a family to have enough to continue producing eggs should a few be 
slaughtered for food, death by natural causes, or killed by predators.   There would not be the 
immediate need to replenish the chickens.  Mr. Bailey said that having two (2) goats or two (2) 
sheep kept them happier, calmer and quieter.  

Mayor Capote asked about areas that were zoned for these types of animals.  He was hesitant in 
allowing chickens and goats throughout the entire City.  Mr. Bradley said that in 2013, Council 
approved an ordinance permitting up to four (4) chickens in almost all of the single-family zoning 
districts.  Goats, sheep and the like were only allowed in RR (Rural Residential District) and GU 
(General Use Holding District) zonings.   

Individuals submitted virtual comments supporting the request.  

Joe Laughlin, resident, said that during the onset of COVID-19, there was a nationwide shortage of 
supplies, including eggs and meat.  He said this ordinance allowed the residents to provide for their 
families.  He said that four (4) chickens typically produced 3-4 eggs per day which was not enough 
for a family of 3-4 people.   

Bill Battin, resident, commented on how expensive it was to feed and care for these animals.  He 
expressed concern if animals were neglected.  If there was a six-foot fence, no one would be able 
to see the condition of the animals.  He believed in everyone being able to have livestock, but said 
it had to be done responsibly.   



 

 

Mr. Bailey asked Mr. Laughlin to address the space requirements and feed concerns.  Mr. Laughlin 
said that if the chickens free-range throughout the backyard, they would eat bugs, lizards, etc. and 
it would cut down on the cost of feed.  If kept in the coop all of the time, a lot more feed would be 
needed.  Sheep would need to be fed with hay as they did not do well with St. Augustine grass. 

Mr. Anderson asked if the current ordinance required chickens to be kept in the coop at all 
times.  Mr. Bradley confirmed same and said that language was not amended in this proposed 
ordinance.  Mr. Anderson questioned if the goats and sheep could roam freely.  Mr. Bradley said 
the ordinance did not state that they must be in a specific area, but that they had to be within a 
fenced area on the property. 

Mr. Santiago asked if goats could jump higher than six (6) feet.  Mr. Bradley was unsure.  Mr. 
Santiago said that when the initial ordinance for four (4) chickens was brought forth, a main 
concern was health.  He asked if any research had been done on the effects of a person’s 
health.  Mr. Bradley said a previous Growth Management Director had done research on same in 
2013 and he would provide the report to Council.  

Mayor Capote asked if a community survey had been performed.  Mr. Bradley answered in the 
negative. 

Mr. Bailey asked Mr. Laughlin to address the sanitary issues.  Mr. Laughlin said that chickens were 
widely used to provide natural sanitization after cows, sheep and goats were in an area.  He said 
that goats could jump and the rule of thumb was if a golden retriever could jump it, then a goat 
could do so as well. 

The public hearing was closed. 

Motion by Mr. Bailey, seconded by Mr. Anderson, to approve Ordinance 2020-50. 

Due to an additional public comment, the public hearing was reopened.  Mr. Bailey withdrew his 
motion and Mr. Anderson withdrew his second to the motion.  

Alfred Agarie, resident, said he had been a farmer for many years and the City did not need this 
type of situation.  He understood the necessity for residents, but a survey was definitely 
needed.   He said the smell was horrible that came with these types of animals.  

The public hearing was closed. 

Motion by Mr. Bailey, seconded by Mr. Anderson, to approve Ordinance 2020-50.   

Mr. Bailey said the fertilizer that was created by the chickens was helpful to the environment.  He 
added that the chickens would eat the bugs that would potentially be harmful to a garden.  He felt 
that it may be good option to permit the chickens to roam freely within the fenced area.  He said if 
a survey was done, he wanted to provide as many facts as possible. 

Mr. Anderson felt the chickens were not an issue but preferred no more than six (6) or eight 
(8).  However, he said that goats and sheep could become very loud, but felt a rooster should also 
be permitted.  He said that there should be an acreage requirement. 



 

 

Deputy Mayor Johnson said that the Center for Disease Control (CDC) expressed concern on its 
website about these types of animals spreading disease.  He asked if anyone had reached out to 
the CDC for comment.  Mr. Anderson said the CDC recently issued a statement advising not to kiss 
the chickens as it could lead to the spread of disease.  Deputy Mayor Johnson asked if any other 
cities allowed 10-13 chickens, as well as goats and sheep.   

Mayor Capote said that back in 2013, there was an immense amount of information provided to 
Council.  He felt that a survey should have gone out to the residents and both the pros and cons be 
presented to Council.  Mr. Santiago felt this was being rushed through without a lot of 
information.  He understood the need to survive, but no one should ever allow the current climate 
to dictate their lives; it should be the vision of a better life to lead into a more hopeful future. 

Mayor Capote asked if Councilman Bailey wanted to table the item or for Council to vote on the 
motion.  Mr. Bailey understood that the goats and sheep were a concern.  He asked if Council 
would agree to separating the issues.  Mayor Capote felt it should all be tabled and possibly hold a 
workshop.  Mr. Bailey said he was hoping to at least get the chickens approved tonight but was 
agreeable to a workshop.  He provided further comments on the issue. 

Mr. Anderson withdrew his second to the motion. 

Mr. Bailey wanted to have a workshop as soon as possible, preferably between September and 
beginning of October.  

Motion by Mr. Bailey, seconded by Mr. Anderson, to table the item to October 1, 2020.  Motion 
carried with members voting as follows:  Mayor Capote, Yea; Deputy Mayor Johnson, Yea; 
Councilman Santiago, Yea; Councilman Bailey, Yea; Councilman Anderson, Yea. 
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