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Ogden City Council Meeting: December 19, 2017 

PETITION TO ALLOW BACKYARD CHICKENS 
 

1. Uphold Planning Commission recommendation to deny 
the petition/not uphold the Planning Commission 
recommendation and request that an ordinance be 
drafted to reflect petition language 

 

2. Adopt/not adopt alternative ordinance 2017-50 
 

 

 Denial of the petition (7-1)  
 

 
 

Ogden City received a petition to allow a limited number of 
backyard hens with proposed restrictions. The Planning 
Commission considered the petition and recommended denial.  
A draft ordinance to allow chickens was also discussed by the 
Planning Commission and is being considered as an alternative 
option to allow backyard chickens.   

 

 Timeline 
2009 

The Ogden City Council considered a resident’s petition requesting 
that chickens be included as a permitted use in single family 
residential zones. The Planning Commission recommended denial 
with a 5-2 vote, and the City Council voted unanimously not to have 
an ordinance drafted based on the parameters of the initial proposal. 
The Council requested that a more prescriptive ordinance be drafted 
that would allow chickens and that this again be considered by the 
Planning Commission. 

 

 
 

2010 
An ordinance to allow chickens was drafted and reviewed by the 
Planning Commission and considered by the Council. The Planning 
Commission recommended denial with a 5-2 vote, and adoption of 
the ordinance failed with a 3-4 City Council vote. 
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2012 
The City Council held a work session to discuss whether to further 
consider allowing chickens in residential areas and determined to 
pursue no further action at that time. 

 
 

August 29, 2017 
The City Council held a fact finding work session to receive expert 
information and public input regarding chickens in residential areas. 

 

 
August 31, 2017 

A petition was filed by John and Liz Christiansen to add a new 
section to Ogden City code to allow backyard chickens. 

 
 

November 1, 2017 
The Planning Commission held work sessions on Sept. 20 and Oct. 
18 to discuss the petition to allow chickens. The Commission 
approved a recommendation to deny the petition. 

 
 

November 7, 2017 
An Administrative Transmittal was submitted to the Council office 
with the Planning Commission recommendation and an alternative 
ordinance for the Council’s consideration, if desired. 

 
 

December 5, 2017 
The City Council held a work session and received a presentation 
from Planning Staff. The Council discussed the petition and 
alternative ordinance and decided to receive additional input and 
consider these on Dec. 19, 2017.    

 
Ogden City Regulations 
Chickens are not currently permitted in Ogden, with the very 
limited exception of legally non-conforming parcels, meaning that 
chickens have been kept on the land continuously since before 
zoning ordinances were changed to no longer allow chickens.  
 
For the handful of people permitted to have chickens in Ogden, it 
is required that the chickens are confined at all times in proper 
enclosures and that all enclosures are kept in a clean and 
sanitary condition and maintained more than seventy-five feet 
from any dwelling. 
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Other Communities 
Allowing and regulating backyard chickens tends to vary 
significantly across communities. Other communities that allow 
chickens tend to require specific sanitation and cleanliness 
standards, and most other communities have opted not to allow 
roosters.  
 

Ogden City Chicken Ordinance 

Ogden City Number of Chickens Lot size and distance  
Enclosed in 
coop/pen Fees 

Current Ordinance 
Not permitted, except legally 
non-conforming parcels 75 feet from any dwelling Yes N/A 

Petitioner Ordinance 
2 min. and 12 max., based on 
lot size 

5 feet from any property 
line, unless a solid privacy 
fence is separating the 
properties; and 20 feet from 
any neighboring residential 
dwelling 

No, requires 
fence enclosure 
and access to a 
fully enclosed 

coop 

$30, + $5 for 
first-time 

owners for a 
printed booklet 

on care 

Alternative Ordinance 
Up to 6, total combined with 
other licensed animals 

2,000 square feet rear yard 
minimum; 5 foot setback 
from property lines, 
vegetation (besides grass) 
and dwelling on lot; and 25 
feet from any adjacent 
dwelling 

Yes $5 per chicken 

City Benchmark for Urban Chickens in Residential Areas 

City Chickens Lot size and distance  Enclosed in 
coop/pen 

Fees 

North Ogden 10+  
(depending on lot size) 

25 feet from a dwelling on 
an adjacent lot 

No $5 

South Ogden 0 N/A N/A N/A 

Salt Lake City 15 25 feet from a dwelling on 
an adjacent lot 

Yes $50 

Provo  2-6 
(depending on lot size) 

15 feet from any property 
line and 6 feet from any 
dwelling 

Yes $20 

Murray 0 N/A N/A N/A 

Public Input Received 
Between January 1, 2016 and August 29, 2017, the City Council 
received 141 messages related to chickens through e-mail, phone 
and social media. There were 62 unique correspondents, with 53 
in support of chickens, 7 opposed and 2 without a defined 
preference.  
 
The City Council also conducted public input polls regarding 
whether Ogden should allow chickens. The polls were offered 
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through the City Council website and Facebook page as part of 
the information gathering for the fact-finding work session. 
These polls were designed to gather general feedback and are 
not scientific or designed to gather a representative sample of 
Ogden residents’ viewpoints. Interest and participation in the 
polls also extended outside the city.  
 
The totaled results reflect the preferences of both residents and 
all participants. There were 255 participants in the website poll 
and 591 in the Facebook poll, with a total of 788 unique 
responders. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

On Aug. 31, 2017, a resident petition was filed to allow backyard 
chickens along with a draft city ordinance and research of other 
communities allowing chickens. An alternative ordinance was 
also prepared that would also allow chickens. 
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 The Planning Commission considered the petition on Nov. 1, 
2017. A recommendation to deny the petition was approved, with 
a 7-1 vote. The Commission’s recommendation was based on 
findings that the petition was not consistent with the general 
plan in promoting strong neighborhoods and the health and 
welfare of the community.  

 
Although the Planning Commission recommended against the 
petition to allow chickens, it was suggested that the alternative 
ordinance be considered if the Council desires to allow chickens.  
 
Commissioner Herman voted no, indicating that chickens should 
be allowed and that the alternative ordinance should replace the 
petitioner’s proposal. Following the meeting, Commissioner Graf 
indicated that there was some confusion with the vote and 
clarified he would support allowing chickens.   
 
During the meeting, the Petitioner expressed support of the 
alternative ordinance, with exception of the 2,000 square foot 
backyard size requirement and including chickens in the number 
of allowable pets. 
 
There were seven individuals who commented on this issue 
during the Planning Commission’s public hearing, all of which 
supported allowing chickens. These comments are included in 
detail as part of the Administrative Transmittal.  
 

Petitioner Ordinance, Alternative Ordinance and Other City Practices 
 

 Petitioner Ordinance Alternative Ordinance Additional Options* 

Allowing 
Chickens 

Allow 4-12 chickens, based on 
lot size, with 4 chickens 
permitted on lots 7,000 sq. feet 
or less. Require owners to have 
a minimum of 2 chickens for 
socialization. 

Allow up to 6 chickens, with each 
chicken counted toward the total 
number of 6 licensed pets 
permitted, including dogs, cats and 
ferrets. Chickens only permitted in 
backyards with a minimum of 2,000 
square feet of open area. 

Allow 2 chickens for any lot 
size and then increasing 
this number based on 
defined lot sizes.  
 

Allow a set number of 
chickens regardless of lot 
size. 
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 Petitioner Ordinance Alternative Ordinance Additional Options* 

Roosters 

Prohibit roosters, and require 
owners who discover that they 
have a rooster to re-home the 
animal. 

Prohibit roosters. Prohibit crowing hens as 
well as roosters. 

Permits, 
Licensing and 
Liability  

A licensing fee of $30 total, or 
$35 for first-time chicken 
owners for a printed booklet on 
caring for chickens/coops. 
 

Annual licensing fee of $5 per 
chicken; each chicken issued a 
band for its shank/ankle. Require 
a land use permit to show the 
location of the coop and run, a 
map of the backyard and 
distances to adjacent homes, and 
an inspection of land use permit 
compliance prior to animal 
licensing. 
 

Other amounts for license 
fees. 
 

Renewal every two years, 
instead of every year. 
 

Identify that the City is not 
liable for injury/death 
caused by dogs, cats or 
other animals, domestic or 
wild, whether such animals 
are licensed by the City or 
not. Further, injury or death 
of a chicken caused by an 
animal not being sufficient 
for the City to determine 
that the animal is vicious. 

Single-Family 
Homes 

Require renters to obtain signed 
authorization from the property 
owner. 

Chickens only permitted for 
single-family, owner-occupied 
residential homes. 

Allow chickens for multi-
family homes. 

Containment 

Require that chickens be at 
least maintained in a fenced 
area, with access to a fully-
enclosed coop. 

Require that chickens be 
contained at all times in a fully-
enclosed coop/chicken run.  

N/A 

Coops  

Require a predator-proof, 
ventilated coop and that coops 
have a minimum of 2.5 sq. feet 
per chicken and 5 sq. feet per 
chicken in an enclosed run. 

Require that the coop and run be 
constructed with quality 
materials, to contain and protect 
chickens, and allow a coop and 
run to be a maximum size of 120 
sq. feet and no taller than 7 feet. 

Require that coops provide 
standing room for chickens, 
at least 18 inches in height. 
 

Require that coops are 
uniform in design. 

Distance  

Maintain coops at least 5 feet 
from any property line, unless a 
solid privacy fence is separating 
the properties, and having 
coops at least 20 feet from any 
neighboring home. 

Maintain coops at least 5 feet 
from property lines, the owner’s 
home and any vegetation except 
grass, and 25 feet from homes on 
adjacent property. 

Include a distance 
requirement from a public 
street.  
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 Petitioner Ordinance Alternative Ordinance Additional Options* 

Health and 
Sanitation 

Require that the health of 
chickens being maintained at all 
times, with fresh water available 
for chickens at all times and 
coops and runs being kept clean 
and odor-free. 

 

Require that coops be kept in a 
clean and sanitary condition.  
 
Not allowing chicken manure to 
be open-air stored, and requiring 
that this be placed in either a 
composting container or an air-
tight container to be properly 
disposed of off-site. 

Require coops to be 
cleaned/disinfected 3 times 
a year. 
 

Outline that Health 
Department standards 
must also be met. 
 

Allow a representative from 
the City or Health 
Department to inspect a 
coop at reasonable times. 
 

Require that dead chickens 
and unused eggs be 
removed and disposed of 
within 24 hours. 

Business/ 
Monetary 
Gain  

Prohibit chickens from being 
used for a business or monetary 
gain, including the sale of eggs. 

Prohibit the sale of eggs or 
fertilizer produced by the 
chickens. 
 

N/A 

Slaughter 

Prohibit the slaughter of 
chickens at the premises. 

Prohibit the on-site slaughter of 
residential chickens and use of 
these for meat.  
 

N/A 

Enforcement 

Establish penalties for non-
compliance ranging from a 
warning for a 1st complaint to a 
$500 fine and removal of the 
chickens for a 4th complaint. 

Require proper care and control of 
animals in order to prevent them 
from becoming a public nuisance. 
When an animal is considered a 
public nuisance, animal services 
will attempt to work with the 
animal owner to address the issue 
and in some instances may 
remove the animal.  

N/A 
 

Chicken Feed 

Require that food is stored in 
predator-proof containers and 
that any remaining food is 
removed at night.   

Require that food is kept secure 
from rodents/wildlife, with 
spillage and leftover food 
removed daily.  

N/A 

Education 

Require owners to agree to 
follow the ordinance and to 
attend a class about caring for 
backyard chickens. 

N/A Require chicken owners to 
read supplemental 
materials. 

*Additional options were derived from other city ordinances in comparable communities.  
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1. Administrative Transmittal
a. Alternative ordinance 
b. Planning Commission Report
c. Petition to Amend Ogden City Ordinance

i. Petitioner’s Ordinance
d. Correspondence
e. Oct. 13 - PC work session materials
f. Sept. 20 - PC work session materials

2. Planning Staff Presentation – Dec. 5, 2017

3. Fact Finding Work Session Materials – Aug. 29, 2017
a. Council Staff Introduction
b. Ogden Police Department Presentation
c. Ogden City Code Enforcement Presentation
d. Ogden City Planning Presentation
e. Weber-Morgan Health Department Presentation
f. USU Extension Services Presentation
g. Ogden Chicken Alliance Presentation
h. Presenter Questions and Responses

 

Greg Montgomery, Planning Manager, 801-629-8931 
 

  
Council Staff Contact:  Amy Sue Mabey, (801)629-8629 





























































































































Petitioner- John and Liz Christiansen



1951-1964
Animals for family food production- A-1 and M zones
Household pets- All residential zones

1964-1972
Animals to family food production added to Forestry zone

1972 to present
Definition of family food production as well as A-1 and F-1 

zones removed
1986 to present 
Family food production removed as use in M zones



Not allowed in residential zones  since 
zoning. 

Reduce neighbor conflicts as people 
are closer together.

Shifting economic patterns
Shifting expectations of land use.
There are more demands for use of 

limited land. Cars, toys, storage, 
garden, pets, recreation, privacy, 
hobby, business.



 It provides opportunity for some portion of self-sufficiency. (1 hen 
lays generally 4 eggs in one week.)

 It teachings responsibility and caring for animals
 Provides fertilizer for yard without processed chemicals. Cat and 

dog waste does not do that.
 Natural insect control in yard
 A national trend in urban areas
 Creates legality to the use. 







48 complaints since 2015



Household pet “Ordinarily permitted in the house for 
company or pleasure”

Introducing different animals for different purposes
Not a competition of the value of the animal



CIVILITY-What it 
takes to live together
1. My actions affect 

others 
2. Health and 

wellness for the 
community

INDIVIDUAL
1. Conditions, 
2. Desires,
3. Abilities



What does that mean?
Every lot can have chickens- not necessarily
If I meet the lot size I have chickens- not necessarily
I can have as many as I want- not necessarily



8,000 min

15,000 min

40,000 min

10,000 min

20,000 min

15,000 min

20,000 min

15,000 min

20,000 min

11,000 min Smallest lots 
9,000 square 
feet

Smallest lot 
13,000 sq ft



Does it promote better maintenance or add 
more maintenance?

Does it promote revitalization?
Does it preserve and enhance the 

neighborhood?
Does it strengthen the neighborhood?



 Lot size

0-7,000 sq ft

7,001-7,999

8000- 9,999

10000-13,999

14,000-19,999

20,000 



Area where 

coop can be 

located

5’ setback from property line

20’ distance from 

neighboring house

No setback if against solid privacy fence

Street

Coop size 

2.5 sq ft

per 

chicken

Coop and run 

enclosure 5 sq ft

per chicken

Areas chickens can roam if fenced



Predator proof ventilated coop.
Coops kept clean and free from objectionable odor at 

property line.
Chicken feed stored in predator proof container and food 

removed at night.
License $30 a year plus $5 first year for care booklet and 1 

training class attendance.
Chickens not a business . No sale of eggs or slaughter of 

chickens



Attendance at fact finding meeting August 29
Work Session discussion September 20

 Reviewed North Ogden, Roy, Layton, Provo, Brigham City, Orem, Salt Lake City, Weber 
County. Discussed items brought up in fact finding and standards to look at for possible 
ordinance

Work Session discussion October 18
 Reviewed Kaysville, Farmington, Fruit Heights, South Ogden, Washington Terrace, 

Riverdale, Park City, Aspen, Carbondale CO, Moab. Discussed code enforcement 

Planning Commission Public Hearing  November 7



Revisions to 12-7 (Health and Safety Title) so that there 
is consistency between various chapters dealing with 
nonconforming animals and those that may be allowed. 
Left over sections from 1951.

Revisions to animal licensing 13-2 (Licensing Title) to 
address licensing- Defines residential chickens, 
establishes number, licensing process, fee $5 per 
chicken, inspection on application, band of licensed 
animal.  Removes disposal charges.



Title 15 revisions (Zoning) Requires no fee land use 
permit, definition same as animal control.
Accessory use to single family owner occupied.
Roosters not allowed
Kept only in rear yard with a minimum 2,000 square 

feet of area. 



Room for rear yard activities, space for 
buffers, more realistic than lot area. 

3100 sq ft
2120 sq ft

East central

Southeast Ogden

4000 sq ft

Taylor

3696 SQ FT

Southeast Ogden

Mt Lewis

2100 sq ft

3,000 sq ft



Maximum number of 6 chickens (8,000-9,999 sq ft lot)
Solely for egg production, no on site slaughtering, annual 

license, eggs or products can not be sold. 
Chicken coop and run be enclosed
No roaming in yard
Maximum coop and run size of 120 square feet, 7 foot 

tall and made out of exterior finish materials.



5’ setback from property lines in rear yard 5’ setback 
from home.

5’ setback on property line kept clear.
25’ setback from neighboring homes
Chicken feed kept secured and  spillage cleaned
Chicken manure properly cleaned up and treated.
Initial land use inspection on facility for compliance. 



Location and setbacks



 Minimum area requirement- provides a built in buffer
 Setback from home and property line even with fence- Easier access to 

clean and not make neighboring property an area of spill over.
 6 chicken limit- reduce impacts but allow egg production that family can 

handle.
 Chickens only in coop- reduce potential to neighbors of chickens 

escaping.
 Accessory land use- initial inspection for compliance. 
 Material requirements for coop – Set a minimum standard. 
 Only a single family use with home owner responsibility. 



7-1 VOTE (6-2) to deny petition
Chickens have a proper place but not in the city.
City lots are generally smaller and closer together 

creating more problems and allowing chickens does not 
promote strong neighborhoods or improved 
maintenance as the general plan directs.

All Commissioner’s felt staff proposed ordinance was 
appropriate. 



Urban 
Chickens 
in Ogden
August 29, 2017



Question:

Should chickens be 
allowed for egg 
production in Ogden’s 
residential areas?



Background

• Chickens are not a simple “yes” or “no” decision

• There must be policy to support this 

• The Council has a lot to weigh, including a variety of 
perspectives and facts

• More information = Better informed decisions



History
2009 – Consideration of a petitioner’s proposal – Planning Commission 
recommended denial with a 5-2 vote and the City Council voted 
unanimously not to have an ordinance drafted based on guidelines in the 
initial proposal. Public input was received. 

2010 – City Council requested that a revised ordinance be considered. The 
Planning Commission recommended denial with a 5-2 vote, and this failed 
by Council consideration with a 3-4 vote. Public input was received. 

2012 – City Council discussed whether to further consider allowing 
chickens in residential areas and determined no further action at that time.

2017 – Ogden Chicken Alliance requested additional dialogue on this item. 
The intent of the Council is to gather facts and information about this topic 
and receive public input.



Prior Considerations

• Compliance

• Health

• Education 

• Licensing/enforcement

• Lot sizes

• Maintenance/expense

• Neighbors

• Noise (roosters)

• Odor and waste

• Quality of eggs (taste/nutrition)

• Quality of life (pets)

• Sustainability

• Wildlife (raccoons, rodents, etc.)



Current City Benchmark

City Chickens Allowed in Residential Zones

Ogden 0

North Ogden 10+ (depending on lot size)

South Ogden 0

Salt Lake City 15

Provo 2+ (depending on lot size)

Murray 0



Fact Finding 
Work Session

• Learn from resident 
experts

• Gather facts and 
information

• Receive public input

• Determine how best 
to proceed



OGDEN ANIMAL 
SERVICES URBAN 

CHICKENS



URBAN CHICKENS

• Enforcement of the current ordinance prohibiting chickens currently lies with Code 

Enforcement.  Historically Animal Services assists code enforcement with chicken 

complaints, but there has been a significant increase in the past few months and all of the 

complaints have been relayed to code enforcement.  Animal Services receives at least one 

or two calls a week from people inquiring about having a coop inside Ogden City and 

they advise them that it isn’t currently allowed.  



URBAN CHICKENS

• The hourly cost for an Animal Services Officer with benefits is $21.00.   If coops were 

allowed in the city there would appear to be a high demand.  This would cause the need 

for the following service increase by Animal Services.

•

• Inspections x 20 hours weekly = $420.00

• Complaints for noise and nuisance x 20 hours weekly = $420

• Complaints for skunks, mice, rats, snakes and raccoon’s increasing x 10 hours weekly = 

$210.00

•

• Weekly = $1050.00

• Monthly = $4,200

• Annually = $50,400



URBAN CHICKENS

• Animal Services handled 2697 complaints in 2014 which was up from 1854 in 2013. 

We feel the change in ordinance would require another full time positon and vehicle 

to manage the increase in inspections and enforcement. 



URBAN CHICKENS

• The current arrangement of sharing responsibilities between Code Enforcement and 

Animal Services is ineffectual.  If chickens were allowed it would not make sense to 

share the responsibility.  We would want one group fully trained and staffed to 

effectively address the issue.  



URBAN CHICKENS

• Animal Services currently works diligently to make time to proactively enforce codes 

for stray dogs, cats and unlicensed animals.  Adding inspections of coops that are 

being built and on-going inspections of completed coops would take away time from 

other needed enforcement activities in the city.   

• Urban Chicken Coops inside Ogden are highly likely to lead to a large number of 

complaints of dog attacks on chickens that are either wandering outside the coop, or 

where in the coop didn’t provide sufficient protection.  



Ogden City Code 

Services

Chickens

Items for Consideration



Concerns

 Allowing additional types of animals (roosters, goats, pigs, etc.)

 Attraction of rodents and predators if chickens and coops not properly cared for

 Ability to address complaints when received (hardships include location, timing, 

contact, etc.)

 Feedback from Code Services in other jurisdictions allowing chickens included 

comments about a disproportionate balance of time and enforcement. Several 

reported that some property owners were not as diligent once chickens were 

approved leading to an increase in complaints.



 Number of chickens allowed on a property

 Location of chickens and coops need to balance property rights of adjacent 

neighbors (Ogden has a lot of small and compact properties)

 Ability to track and quickly verify that the chickens are legal (not only for city 

personnel but surrounding neighbors as well)

 An education program for owners to ensure proper boarding and care

Considerations



 Slaughtering is it allowed?   (some jurisdictions did not allow it specifically by 

ordinance while others were silent, need to have clear rules)

 Will single family dwelling rental properties be allowed to participate?  If so do 

they need permission from  the property owner?  What about multi-family 

complexes and trailer parks. Who is required to obtain a license, if required, the 

property owner or the occupant?  Citations, if applicable, are sent to the property 

owner of record.

Considerations Cont’d







 City of Zion concept
 10 one acre lots (132’ x 330’)
 Neighborhood relationships
 Agriculture and small animals

Note distance from neighbors and out buildings



 Smaller lots (3,400 sq ft) and smaller 
blocks.

 104 lots, a street and two allies in 10 acres.
 Houses closer together.
 Changing lot sizes created changing uses 

of lot



Lot size adjustments 
(6850 sq ft) based on 
anticipated use.

Rear yard as open space 
and entertainment area.



Larger shallower 
lots, larger homes, 
less yard. (110-120 
feet deep 12,000 sq. 
ft.)



When it comes to animals distance makes the 

best neighbors













INDIVIDUAL

1. Conditions, 

2. Desires,

3. Abilities

CIVILITY-What it takes to live 

together

1. My actions affect others 

2. Health and wellness for 

the community



Housing that is well maintained, varied in cost and mixed 
density and is located in safe, stable and revitalized 
neighborhoods throughout Ogden. (7)

Land uses that emphasizes revitalization of the 
community…preserves and enhances neighborhoods and 
includes a pleasing green environment. (8)

Neighborhoods in which residents are involved in creating a 
safe, livable and attractive neighborhood. (9)



There are more 
demands for use of 
limited land. Cars, toys, 
storage, garden, pets, 
recreation, privacy, 
hobby, business.

Living together in a city 
is challenging





Increased conflict 
with wildlife.

What are the 
expectations?



Truth according to “Google”
The “right” versus the “requirement to make it a  

right.”



A Public Health 

Perspective

Backyard Chickens – For the Ogden City Council
August 29, 2017

Prepared by the Weber-Morgan Health Department 



Reportable Disease Investigations

• Public health routinely asks about exposure to live 
poultry during applicable disease investigations.

• Live poultry often carry germs such as Salmonella.

• Microscopic bacteria can live in their droppings, on 
their skin, feathers, feet and beaks, cages, coops, 
water dishes, plants and soil where the birds live 
and roam.



General Prevention Advice

• Children, elderly and anyone with suppressed immune systems 
are most at risk.

• Frequent and thorough hand washing with soap and water is 
vitally important if you’re handling birds or items related to their 
living area.

• Use hand sanitizer if soap and water are unavailable.

• Do not nuzzle or kiss chicks or adult birds.

• Failure to maintain a clean coop could result in sanitation issues 
such as flies, rodents and other animals seeking food.



Prevention in the Home

• Don’t prepare food, eat or drink in areas where the birds live 
and roam.

• Keep a dedicated pair of footwear in a separate area outside of 
the home. 

• Clean cages and related equipment outside.

• Do not bring live poultry inside the home, especially in the 
kitchen.

• Clean toys and other items that contact areas where birds roam.



Preventing Foodborne Illness 

Related to Eggs

• Maintain a clean coop.

• Collect eggs often and refrigerate immediately.

• Remove dirt and debris with cloth and fine sandpaper.

• Do not wash eggs. Washing can draw germs inside the egg.

• Cook eggs thoroughly. Raw, runny and undercooked eggs 
may contain Salmonella bacteria that can make you sick.



• The Centers for Disease Control reports that outbreaks 
linked to contact with live poultry have increased in recent 
years as more people keep backyard flocks.

• In 2016, a record number of illnesses nationwide were 
linked to contact with backyard poultry.

• For more information: 
https://www.cdc.gov/salmonella/outbreaks.html

Reported Trends

https://www.cdc.gov/salmonella/outbreaks.html


Reported Trends . . . continued

Year
Outbreaks

Investigated
Total Cases States Hospitalizations Deaths

Cases in 
Utah

2017 10 961 48 215 1 28

2016 8 895 48 209 3 4

2015 4 252 23 63 0 6

2014 1 363 43 63 0 2

2013 2 514 46 91 0 15

2012 3 334 42 +1 Territory 68 3 6

Multistate Outbreaks of Human Salmonella Infections Linked to Live Poultry in Backyard Flocks
https://www.cdc.gov/salmonella/live-poultry-06-17/index.html

https://www.cdc.gov/salmonella/live-poultry-06-17/index.html
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e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

Chickens in Residential Areas
Inexpensive

Initial setup: housing, runs, fences: <$100 to 
>$600

Low maintenance cost: ~$25.00/hen/year

Non-intrusive (if  properly housed)

Harmless and easy to care for

Eco-friendly

Eat insects

Natural fertilizer (≥40 lbs dry manure/year)



e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

Responsibilities

Animal Welfare

Pet

Provision of  informed proper care and housing

Good Neighbor/Best Management 
Practices 

Restraint and restriction

Rodent control

Proper handling of  eggs

Proper handling of  poultry carcasses



e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

Restraint and Restrictions

• May chickens be legally kept at your location?

• What are the local animal control ordinances?

• Disposal of  sick, injured, or dead birds?

• Know and abide by local and State laws 
regulating processing of  poultry and sale of  eggs 
and poultry products.



“It may be the cock that 

crows, but it is the hen that 

lays the eggs.”
- Margaret Thatcher 





e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u



e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u



e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

Nest Boxes



e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

Handling Procedures of  Eggs 

for Consumption

• An egg can age more in one day at room 

temperature than in one week in the 

refrigerator.

• Can be stored at refrigerator temperature 

(40° to 45° F) for at least five weeks.



e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

Public Egg Sales

For questions on egg sales to the public, contact the 

Utah Department of  Agriculture and Food.

(801) 538-7100 

HTTP://AG.UTAH.GOV/HOME/NEWS/67-LICENSES-REGULATIONS-

AND-REGISTRATION/REGULATIONS/404-SMALL-EGG-PRODUCER-

RULES-R70-410-4.HTML

http://ag.utah.gov/home/news/67-licenses-regulations-and-registration/regulations/404-small-egg-producer-rules-r70-410-4.html


e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

Disposal of  Deceased and Spent 

Fowl and Poultry Litter

It is important to realize that chickens have a 

relatively short lifespan. The optimally 

productive life of  a hen is about three to five 

years. Baby chicks soon grow up to be adult 

chickens and adult chickens end up as old 

chickens,  then what??



e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

Cleanup and Sanitation

Make environment inhospitable for pests. 

Minimize feed spills.

Store feed in covered containers.

Maintain optimal litter condition.

Dispose of  litter promptly and properly.

Promptly remove dead birds; properly 

dispose of  mortality in accordance 

with regulations.



e x t e n s i o n . u s u . e d u

QUESTIONS?

¿PREGUNTAS?



Why HENS are the “IT” BIRD





Interest in hen keeping exploded in 2010



Flash in the Pan or Growing Movement?
 Farm & Garden CEO 

thought it would fizzle out…

 The West is mostly chicken
friendly, with fewer 
anti-chicken ordinances

 World’s top retailer is even 
selling all types of chicken 
food and hen scratch 



Why?

Pest control

Nitrogen-rich fertilizer

Sustainability

Entertainment

Egg production



Backyard Eggs vs. Store Bought 
Mother Earth News Study:

 Cholesterol:  1/3 less

 Omega-3s: twice as many

 Beta Carotene: 7 times more

 Vitamin A: 1/3 more

 Vitamin E: 3 times more

According to the USDA, eggs sold in grocery stores are still 
considered “fresh” up to 45 days after they were packed



Fresh vs. Store Bought Egg



Where are people keeping chickens?



Where are people keeping chickens?

BOISE

PHOENIXNEW YORK

LOS ANGELES

CHICAGO

ATLANTA

SAN FRANCISCO

SEATTLE

SPOKANE
PORTLAND

SALT LAKE CITY

BRIGHAM CITY

PROVO

ST. GEORGE

TWIN FALLS

NAMPA

CALDWELL

MOAB



Chicken Ordinance Survey
Conducted by Hugh Bartling’s Green Urban Policy Class  DePaul University



Urban Hens & Local Elections

×

××



So why are some communities 
NOT keen on CHICKENS?  

NOISE

SMELL

HEALTH



It’s minimal because there are no roosters
…cock-a-doodle-don’t



Smell (4-6 backyard hens DON’T smell)



 Health  (backyard hens are healthier than commercially raised chickens)



Most often they are treated as pets.



They are given names…



MARSHA, JAN AND CINDY



They are sometimes treated like a family cat or dog. 



And, at times enduring some manhandling 
from the youngest family members.



Simply put, the “girls” become part of the family.



From 1918 magazines 
and newspapers



WEBER CO. PUBLIC OPINION 
SURVEY OF BACKYARD CHICKEN 
OWNERSHIP AND ORDINANCE

Source: Weber County Small Flock Chicken Survey 2017 



PUBLIC OPINION SURVEY OF
BACKYARD CHICKEN 

OWNERSHIP AND ORDINANCE

OGDEN





 

 
Ogden City Administration 
 Police Department – Animal Services 

 How many chicken related complaints are addressed annually by Animal 
Services? How are these addressed? 

 How much is the anticipated cost of enforcement?  
 How much would this proposal impact animal services’ operations? 
 Who would be responsible to ensure that coops are kept in a clean and sanitary 

condition? How might responsibilities be divided between Animal Services and 
Code Enforcement? 

 If there is an ordinance, how would this be enforced? If chickens are permitted, 
would staff then seek out and ensure everyone is following this ordinance? 

 
Code Enforcement 
 What impacts would this proposal have on Code Enforcement operations?  
 How many chicken related complaints are addressed annually by Code 

Enforcement? How are these addressed? 
 

Planning/Land Use 
 How does allowing chickens in residential zones relate with the existing city 

general plan and current zoning ordinances? 
 What are the impacts that chickens might have on neighboring properties and 

what possible remedies might address these? 
 Please describe some of the prior dialogue of the Planning Commission and why 

they recommended denial both times this item was considered in the recent 
past. 

 
Weber-Morgan Health Department 

 What diseases and health concerns do backyard chickens pose? 
 How easily can chickens contract and spread diseases? 
 How is disease prevention best addressed with chickens? 
 How must eggs be maintained in order ensure that they are safe for 

consumption? 
 
Utah State University Extension Services 

 How much time is required to properly care for and provide a clean and safe 
environment for chickens? 

 How much noise do chickens produce? Roosters? 



 Are there ways to ensure that roosters aren’t brought into the city? What 
happens when a baby chick grows into a rooster? How can an owner best find a 
new home for this animal?  

 What happens to chickens that are no longer able to produce eggs due to age? 
 How much does it cost to provide a proper home for chickens?  
 What is the cost difference per egg for home raised chicken eggs versus 

purchasing these from a grocery store? 
 What is the difference between homegrown eggs versus eggs sold in the 

grocery store? (health, nutrition, etc.) 
 What impacts do chickens have with relation to odors? What options are 

available to best control this and to clean chicken waste? 
 What training or certifications are available for properly owning chickens? 
 What can be done to ensure that the animals are kept safe from predators?  
 Please describe if/how chickens impact the migratory habits and location of 

raccoons, rodents, skunks, etc.?  
 
Ogden Chicken Alliance 

 What components do you feel should be included in an ordinance? 
 What is the best way to ensure those wishing to own chickens are aware of the 

various requirements to properly provide for these animals in a safe, clean and 
low-impact environment?  
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 Administrative Summary 

To: Mark Johnson 

CC: Chief Watt; Captain Burnett 

From: Deputy Chief Eric Young 

Date: 8/25/2017 

Re: Proposed Chicken Ordinance 

 Question 1 – How many chicken related complaints are addressed annually by Animal 

Services? How are these addressed? 

 

o Enforcement of the current ordinance prohibiting chickens currently lies with Code 

Enforcement.  Historically Animal Services assists code enforcement with chicken 

complaints, but there has been a significant increase in the past few months and all of 

the complaints have been relayed to code enforcement.  Animal Services receives at 

least one or two calls a week from people inquiring about having a coop inside 

Ogden City and they advise them that it isn’t currently allowed.   

 

 Question 2- How much is the anticipated cost of enforcement? 

 

o The hourly cost for an Animal Services Officer with benefits is $21.00.   If coops 

were allowed in the city there would appear to be a high demand.  This would cause 

the need for the following service increase by Animal Services. 

 

Inspections x 20 hours weekly = $420.00 

Complaints for noise and nuisance x 20 hours weekly = $420 

Complaints for skunks, mice, rats, snakes and raccoon’s increasing x 10 hours 

weekly = $210.00 

 

Weekly = $1050.00 

Monthly = $4,200 

Annually = $50,400 

 

 

http://www.ogdencity.com/en/Applications/OnlineJobs/job_listings.aspx
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 Question 3 – How much would this proposal impact animal services operations? 

 

o Animal Services handled 2697 complaints in 2014 which was up from 1854 in 2013. 

We feel the change in ordinance would require another full time positon and vehicle 

to manage the increase in inspections and enforcement.  

 

 Question 4 – Who would be responsible to ensure that coops are kept clean and sanitary 

condition? How might this be divided between Animal Services and Code Enforcement? 

 

o The current arrangement of sharing responsibilities between Code Enforcement and 

Animal Services is ineffectual.  If chickens were allowed it would not make sense to 

share the responsibility.  We would want one group fully trained and staffed to 

effectively address the issue.   

 

 Question 5 – If there is an ordinance, how would this be enforced?  If chickens are permitted, 

would staff then seek out and ensure everyone is following this ordinance? 

 

o Animal Services currently works currently works diligently to make time to 

proactively enforce cods for stray dogs and cats and unlicensed animals.  Adding 

inspections of coops that are being built and on-going inspections of coops would 

take away time from other needed enforcement activities in the city.    
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Mabey, Amy

From: Johnson, Mark
Sent: Tuesday, August 22, 2017 8:12 AM
To: Mabey, Amy
Cc: Eller-Smith, Janene
Subject: FW: Prospective questions for Fact-Finding Work Session

FYI 
 

From: "Johnson, Jared" <JaredJohnson@ogdencity.com> 
Date: Monday, August 21, 2017 at 9:51 AM 
To: Mark Johnson <MarkJohnson@ogdencity.com> 
Subject: RE: Prospective questions for Fact‐Finding Work Session 
 
See below, let me know if you would like any more information on these questions.   
  
Code Enforcement 

∙         What impacts would this proposal have on Code Enforcement operations?  
  
        Based on conversations with other communities that have allowed chickens we anticipate a significant increase 

in complaints.  Other communities have expressed that once chickens became legal that some property owners 
were not as responsible and conflicts with neighbors escalated quickly.  We have also been told to start to plan 
dedicating more time to chicken enforcement in determining who’s legal and who’s not.  In Ogden City, animal 
control usually starts the case and leaves a notice. Code Services is then contacted if the occupant does not 
comply with the request made by Animal Control.  As has been discussed in the past it is sometimes difficult to 
locate the chickens as they are behind fences or in buildings.  Currently enforcement is handled through mailed 
notifications, property owner contact and citations if multiple follow‐ups are needed.  It has been expressed that 
the City does not have the facilities to take chickens and hold them.  The most common complaints we receive 
now are about smell, bugs, mice/rats, skunks, raccoons and noise from roosters and cackling hens. These 
complaints are shared with Animal Control and the Health Dept.   

  
  
  
∙         How many chicken related complaints are addressed annually by Code Enforcement? How are these addressed?
  
2015‐ 12 Complaints/ 3 citations issued 
2016‐ 18 Complaints/ 6 citations issued 
*2017‐ 7 Complaints/ 1 citation issued 
  
Currently the complaints if validated are enforced until the chickens are removed as they are not legal in Ogden 
City.  The process follows the outline as described above, animal control usually starts the case and notifies Code 
Services as needed. 

  
  

Jared Johnson 

Building Services Manager 
Ogden City Corporation 
2549 Washington Blvd Ste. 240 
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Ogden, Utah 84401 
801.629.8952 

 
  
 



Planning Answers to council staff questions 

 
How does allowing chickens in residential zones relate with the existing city 
general plan and current zoning ordinances? 
Only the West Ogden Community plan (2014) addresses small animals and chickens specifically. 
The vision strategies talk about creating an agricultural overlay zone and promoting a small 
animal and garden community lot. (14.N.C.1.A and B.) The Lynn Community plan (1986) also 
discussed preparing options for horses and other animals based on space requirements and 
design standards (14.H.5.f.)  
 
The general plan does not have any language directed at animals. Instead the plan is intended 
to be used by basing value judgements with the goals and objectives found in the plan to 
determine if the specific item (chickens) leads toward implementation of the goals and 
objectives. The appropriate goals and objectives are: 
Goal 7 “Housing that is well maintained, varied in cost and mixed density and is located in safe, 
stable and revitalized neighborhoods throughout Ogden.  

Objective 7.D.2. –“Improve the quality of housing stock through better  
 maintenance, upkeep, rehabilitation and in extreme cases demolition 
 and new construction.” 

 
Goal 8 “Land use that emphasizes revitalization of the community…preserves and enhances 
neighborhoods and including a pleasing green environment.” 
 
Goal 9- “Neighborhoods in which residents are involved in creating safe, livable and attractive 
environment.” 

Objective 9.D.1. “Strength neighborhoods through appropriate planning.” 
Objective 9.D.2- “Strengthen neighborhoods through appropriate design   

 and improvements.” 
Objective 9.D.3-“Strengthen neighborhoods through appropriate property   
maintenance.”  

 
The second part of the question deals with the current zoning ordinance. The zoning ordinance 
allows only household pets as animals in residential zone. Household pets are defined as 
animals or fowl normally permitted in the house kept for company or pleasure. Dogs are 
limited to 2 and cats to 7 total. The key to a household pet is that they are normally kept in the 
house.  Since zoning was established in Ogden in 1951 chickens have not been allowed in 
residential zones. They were permitted in A-1 zones and manufacturing zones under the title of 
family food production. Family food production allowed cows, sheep, chickens, goats, ducks, 
geese, turkey, pigs, pigeons. Family food production was eliminated as a land use in 1972 and 
since then chickens and other animals defined as family food production have not been allowed 
in the city in any zone.  

 



What are the impacts that chickens might have on neighboring properties and 
what possible remedies might address these? 
 

1. Encouraging more predators into neighborhoods 

The city is experiencing more animals from the mountains coming into the 
neighborhoods. As our population grows and we impact the mountains, the life in the 
mountains also comes into the neighborhood and then citizens want the city to do 
something about it. Raccoons and skunks have seen a major increase and adding a new 
food source for these animals by introducing chickens only makes them more 
entrenched.  We have noted two different people posting about the number of raccoons 
that they are trapping and disposing of. One is on Van Buren and they have trapped 39 
raccoons in 16 months and another is 26th and Wall and they have trapped 24 raccoons 
and one skunk in six weeks. There is no one that will take care of the problem as it is left 
to the property owner to trap, drown and then dispose of the body in the garbage cans.  
More food sources will then place the responsibility on the neighbor to go through this 
process if the chicken owner does not.  
The only mitigation is to either house the chickens inside the home or hire individuals to 
trap and dispose of the raccoons that enter the neighborhood. Even the best designed 
coops still experience raccoon invasions.  
 

2. Noise and smell 

As with any animal, noise and animal smell and waste can create problems for the 

neighbors. In may be easy to control the waste in the summer as it can be used in diluted 

amounts as a fertilizer. That does not happen in the winter however as there is nothing 

growing and a concentrated amount will kill the plants. Responsible owners who care 

about their neighbors is the best mitigation. Distance from property line is the next 

mitigation. Too often the coops will be against the property line where it has the most 

impact to the neighbor because the chicken owner does not want the coop to disrupt the 

use of their yard. Along the property line is the best place for the chicken owner because 

they want to use the majority of their yard. The neighbor has the same desire but the 

coop location limits their use. 

3. Roaming chickens          

 If not kept in a pen, chickens can roam into the street or the neighbor’s yard. Even the 

best fences do not prohibit that from happening. The neighbor does not want the animal 

on their property but they have the inconvenience of picking up after the animal and 

getting it back to the rightful owner. Keeping chickens in a secure, approved enclosure 

that is inspected is the way to mitigate this behavior if chickens are allowed. Following up 

with enforcement then becomes the next step after the initial review.  

 

4. Lost interest in maintaining the site       

 There are always trends that come and go and then there are those that are sustainable 



and keep going because they are practical and make long term sense. Some animal issues 

are more fads such as the pot belly pigs which at one time were the trend in having cities 

amend their ordinances so these could be household pets. Even in Ogden we had the 

racing pigeon amendment though at the present time the staff is not aware of anyone 

who has them. There are those people who are very serious and dedicated about animals 

and will be involved for the long haul but there are many who get into a certain animals 

and then find that the time and money is not what they bargained for.  Some of the 

animal shelters are now finding they need to deal with abandoned chickens that people 

let loose because they do not want to take care of them anymore. Others find that 

keeping chickens is a roller coaster with the birds dying from a myriad of causes and they 

are always trying to stay ahead of what the next problem will be; some never have those 

experiences so it is difficult to try to guess what the full range of issues will be. There is 

no way to determine who will be responsible and who will not. More code enforcement 

to have inspections and more animal control duties are the only mitigating factor to care 

of a problem in this situation.  

5. Increase of mice and rats 

Any outdoor open grain food source will also encourage mice and rats which are not 

limited to roaming within a defined property line. This can have a neighborhood impact if 

the chicken owner does not properly store and limit the amount of feed for the chickens. 

The tendency to leave feed out so that when the birds are hungry they can get to 

becomes a problem. As with other situations the best mitigation is an owner who feels 

the responsibility and concern for the impact to others. This cannot be regulated or the 

impact for a careless owner mitigated because it is a behavior problem. Enforcement 

once a situation arises becomes the only solution of mitigation.  

 

6. Determining what is the right yard size. 

Various cities have chosen different yard sizes to try to reduce impacts to neighbors. Lot 
size is only part of it. The various uses that concentrate an activity to a small area is the 
other portion. Distance is the best neighbor and the more confined a space becomes 
with various uses the more problems are created for the neighbor.  Some have found 
that even though a lot size was established those who want chickens will not abide by 
the standard since they look at having chickens as a right and the standards are only 
suggestions that they do not need to follow. Vacation rentals is an example of this 
behavior. Once approved as a use there has been little effort by the proponents to 
actually follow the regulation. Of the 40 or so active sites only 4 have permits that allow 
the use. This leads to more code enforcement time spent in trying to solve the 
problems.    
 

7. More citizens live in a city because they thought they would not have to deal with 

farm animals. 



This is the age old question of do you try to be all things to all people or do you try to 

maintain a specific community standard. Those expectations generally are deep rooted 

and people feel that it effects property value.  No mitigation measure will change that 

attitude. One or the other thought about what the neighborhood expectations are 

needs to be determined but it cannot be a lot by lot basis of decision.  

Please describe some of the prior dialogue of the Planning Commission and why 
they recommended denial both times this item was considered in the recent 
past. 
 

 Petition 2009-10 was reviewed by the Commission on October 7, 2009. While the petition was 
only for the Mt. Lewis community the Commission considered it for city wide application. The 
main concerns expressed in the Commission’s recommendation for denial were: 

 The city has smaller lots than outlying areas that can better mitigate impacts because of 
larger lots. 

 There is an increased health and welfare concern with rats, mice and diseases the 
animal may carry.  

 The smell and noise impacts adjacent neighbors and the livability of their property. 

 Inability to provide code enforcement under present conditions and adding to the work 
load is not responsible.  
 

July 7, 2010- The Planning Commission reviewed a proposed ordinance requested by the City 
Council regarding chickens within Ogden City. The Commission recommended denial based on 
the following concerns: 

 The best interests of the city are not to introduce animals on small lots. Most other city 
regulations have larger lots than exist in Ogden. 

 Allowing chickens would place more of a burden on animal control and code 
enforcement which are understaffed and cannot deal with present demands. 

 Allowing chickens will then encourage other types of animals to be allowed. 

 The Council drafted regulations needed better separation requirements. 
 

Have there been considerations for other animals in the past? 
The Lynn Community direction was reviewed in 1991 and possible options for horses and other 
animals was explored. The discussion mainly turned to horses and the direction from the City 
Council on June 27,1991 was that no revisions to the present regulations should be considered. 
Since that time much of the Lynn area has been built out except for a large farm area under a 
state agricultural protection zone. A petition was then filed in 1995 to request amendment to 
the ordinance again to allow horse and was denied. 
 
In 1987 a petition was filed to allow ducks and geese as a use allowed in residential zones. The 
Commission recommended denial of the petition and the Council gave it a 90- day trial period 
and then ended p denying the petition because the conditions were not being met of keeping 
the area clean of the rats that had increased in the area where the ducks were being kept.   



 
In 1985 a petition was filed to allow racing pigeons in residential zones. The Planning 
Commission recommended denial of the petition but the council referred the denial 
recommendation back to the Commission and asked for further study and recommendations on 
distances from adjoin properties. The Commission then recommended possible language the 
Council could consider. The Council in 1986 then adopted an ordinance allowing racing pigeons 

but reduced the separation requirements from what the Planning Commission recommended.  
 



 
FACT SHEET FOR OGDEN CITY COUNCIL 

David D. Frame, DVM 
USU Extension Poultry Specialist 

 
How much time is required to properly care for and provide a clean and safe environment for 
chickens? 
The more time that is spent caring for the chickens, the better they will be. Amount of time is 
completely dependent on the individual setup, but once up and running, a coop of chickens 
should not take more than 15 minutes of time twice a day. 
 
How much noise do chickens produce? 
Hens make very little noise. An occasional cluck or cackle, but that is all. 
 
 Roosters? 
Depends somewhat on the individual rooster, but many may crow sporadically throughout the 
day. Morning hours are the usual time for most frequent crowing. Even the loudest crow is only 
equivalent in decibel level to a dog’s bark.  
 
Are there ways to ensure that roosters aren’t brought into the city? 
Hatcheries providing chicks to feed stores go to great pains to sell only females; however, there 
is an inherent sexing error and anything less than 98% accuracy is not usually attainable. 
Therefore, frequent buyers are bound to eventually end up with a mis-sexed chick or two. 
 
How can an owner best find a new home for an unexpected or unwanted rooster?  
Friends with larger lots or farms who would be willing to care for chickens. 
Humane Society is generally not the best option but may be available in some circumstances. 
There are some folks who accept orphan chickens. 
 
What happens to chickens that are no longer able to produce eggs due to age? 
Owners have basically two choices: 
1. If the hen is of a dual-purpose breed (i.e., large bodied) the bird could be processed and used 
for stew meat. 
2. Humanely euthanize and dispose of carcasses in a manner approved by the local municipality. 
Examples might be on-site burial, city waste disposal, local landfill. 
 
How much does it cost to provide a proper home for chickens? 
Do-it-yourself to pre-fab: < $100.00 to > $600.00. 
Building and equipment have a fairly long depreciation rate. 
Maintenance costs: electricity (light), water, shavings, C&D 
Important considerations: 
 Protection from cold and heat 
 Proper nest boxes 
 Roosting area 
 Rodent-proof 

Wild bird-proof (covered run) 



 
What is the cost difference per egg for home raised chicken eggs versus purchasing these from a 
grocery store? 
Eggs produced at home from small flocks will cost more than conventional grocery store eggs. 
The difference is variable, but the greatest factor will be feed cost (more expensive to buy in 
small quantities at a local feed store). With large breeds, such as Plymouth Rock, Orpington, etc., 
difference in egg cost will be even greater because of lower production rate and higher 
physiologic maintenance cost. A reasonably conservative estimate would be that home-produced 
eggs will be 130% to 150% the cost of conventional store eggs.  
 
What is the difference between homegrown eggs versus eggs sold in the grocery store? (health, 
nutrition, etc.) 
Eggs produced in large commercial operations and sold in reputable stores have less of a chance 
of carrying disease-causing organisms for human beings, such as Salmonella, E. coli, 
Pseudomonas, and other potential pathogens. Quality assurance is extremely rigid in these 
operations.  
 
Recent studies have shown a significantly greater chance of contracting salmonellosis 
(Salmonella infection) from backyard-produced eggs. My opinion is that much of this problem 
can be prevented by owner education and proper management of the home flock along with 
proper nest hygiene, frequent egg collection, and proper refrigeration and storage of the eggs. 
 
Nutritional content of an egg is basically the same regardless of origin. A certain quantity of key 
vitamins and minerals and basic building blocks must be present in order for reproduction to 
occur. For example, cholesterol content is not significantly changeable because it is an 
indispensable component of many building blocks necessary for growth of the developing 
embryo. However, certain nutritional characteristics can be altered by diet, such as concentration 
of omega-3 fatty acids. Also, egg flavor and yolk color characteristics are influenced by diet. 
Some plants, feed ingredients, and chemicals can cause eggs to have off-colors and off-flavors. 
 
A widely spread myth is that commercial egg-producing operations give their hens added 
hormones. This is a federal offense and no producer does this. Even if it were lawful it is not 
practical nor would it be cost-effective. Hormones would have to be injected daily requiring a 
huge labor force. In Utah alone, there are over 5 million hens in commercial production. Egg 
price would be astronomical because of labor cost. Besides, it wouldn’t do any good because 
hens don’t need additional hormones to lay a lot of eggs. All domestic breeds and strains, 
including heritage breeds, have been genetically selected over centuries to produce many more 
eggs than their wild jungle fowl common ancestor.  
 
What impacts do chickens have with relation to odors? What options are available to best control 
this and to clean chicken waste? 
As long as their coop and run are kept dry, there is very little odor. Odor is best controlled inside 
the coop with periodic replacement of wood shavings. The run must be protected from rain and 
snow and have good air movement to quickly remove moisture from the droppings. 
 
 



What training or certifications are available for properly owning chickens? 
Training: USU Extension offers chicken raising classes. 
Certifications: No local certifications are available; however, USU Extension is willing to work 
on a “Master Poultry” certification system if enough interest, similar to “Master Gardener.”  
 
What can be done to ensure that chickens are kept safe from predators? 
Don’t let them run loose and provide proper housing.  
 
Please describe if/how chickens impact the migratory habits and location of raccoons, rodents, 
skunks, etc.? 
Under improper husbandry conditions, raising backyard poultry can be a significant attraction to 
predators and rodents. The only way to minimize problems is to raise chickens in confined 
conditions (i.e., coop and enclosed run). Chickens running loose will always be of some impact 
on attraction of rodents as well as be in danger of predator attacks.  
Even under optimal conditions, a rodent control program must be continually practiced to keep 
the population to a minimum. Mice will generally not range over 30 feet and can live without a 
liquid water source.  Rats have a much larger range and need at least 1 oz. of liquid water per 
day. Therefore, elimination of standing water and dripping faucets is imperative. A rat problem 
is a community problem and requires the cooperation of all neighbors to clean up trash piles, 
standing water, yard clutter, and wood piles that could serve as harborage.  
Skunks generally come around searching for eggs. They are usually kept out with good general 
barriers, such as fencing and nightly coop closures. 
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