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defined use, thus keeping even one livestock animal, such as a chicken, would fall under the
definition of “domestic livestock”, which is allowed only in a few zoning districts (Rural &
Agricultural, Rural Farmstead, and Rural Estate; Rural Residential on lots over 80,000 sf or by
conditional use permit). The same holds true for small scale agriculture. If a property owner
desired to sell some produce grown in a personal garden it would be classified as “commercial
agriculture”, which is also only allowed in a few zoning districts (Rural & Agricultural and Rural
Farmstead).
The current defined uses of agriculture and livestock are very broad and encompassing. The
definitions encompass large scale uses that could have an impact on health, safety, and welfare,
including noise and odor impacts. Below are some of the existing definitions in FNSBC Title 18
that could also include large scale operations. Additionally, a matrix showing all existing
agriculture and livestock uses in FNSBC Title 18 and corresponding zoning districts is provided in
Figure 1.
“Agriculture” means the cultivation of the soil or nutrient solution, including but not limited to
indoor agriculture, the growing of crops and/or plants, animal and poultry husbandry, dairying,
grazing and accessory uses customarily incidental to agricultural activities. This definition
does not include commercial cultivation of marijuana.
“Livestock, commercial” means any quantity of farm animals kept with the intention of selling
related goods and/or services.
“Livestock, domestic” means any quantity of farm animals raised and/or kept for personal use
or for occasional competitive use (i.e., 4H, FFA, etc.).
Figure 1: Existing FNSB Agriculture/Livestock Uses and Zones

Community Support
The Fairbanks community appears to be very supportive of allowing small scale livestock and
commercial agriculture in more zoning districts. Over the years, the Community Planning
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Department has fielded many inquiries from residents wishing to keep small livestock, mostly
chickens, or sell some of the produce that they grow. Community sentiment as conveyed through
personal contact with community planning staff in person and over the phone generally is in favor
of increased agriculture and animal husbandry in more areas of the Borough. Many residents
have expressed displeasure when they learn that these uses are not allowed in the majority of
zoning districts. To address this issue, the Community Planning Department proposed a code
change and associated public involvement to Mayor Kassel in May 2017, with the full
memorandum available in Attachment B.
Significant research went into the development of this ordinance, including staff researching best
practices publications, review of over 24 existing zoning codes from other municipalities
(Attachment C), two online surveys with a total of almost 1,000 participants, and interviews with
six subject matter experts.
First Survey Results
In June 2017, staff solicited participation in a survey to gauge public sentiment regarding
expanding livestock and commercial agriculture in urban areas. Almost 700 individuals
participated in this survey.
When asked whether small livestock should be regulated differently than large livestock, 80% of
respondents thought it should be. When asked what potential livestock-related impacts would be
of concern to them, over 50% of respondents were “not at all concerned” about noise, rodents,
on-site butchering, property damage, predation, aesthetics/neighborhood character, and bee
stings/swarms. Smell and sanitation garnered the highest levels of concern, with 35% of
respondents stating they were extremely, very or moderately concerned about each of these
issues. Further, most respondents strongly agreed that small livestock should be allowed on small
urban residential lots (54%) as well as large rural residential lots (85%) and commercial or
industrial lots.
Similarly, when asked whether small-scale commercial agriculture should be regulated differently
than large-scale commercial agriculture, 82% of respondents thought it should be. When asked
what potential agriculture-related impacts would be of concern to them, 50% or more of
respondents were “not at all concerned” about smell, aesthetics/neighborhood character,
increased delivery traffic, and on-site sales. Use of pesticides/fertilizers was of most concern, with
58% of respondents stating they were extremely, very or moderately concerned about this issue,
followed by noise from equipment (33%) and bothersome hours of operation (33%). Most
residents strongly agreed that small-scale commercial agriculture should be allowed in some form
in small urban residential lots (53%), large rural residential lots (77%) and commercial or industrial
lots (61%). The full survey results and associated comments from survey 1 are available in
Attachment D.
Expert Interview Results
In July 2017, Community Planning interviewed experts in fields related to livestock and
beekeeping, including Cooperative Extension staff Mara Bacsujlaky, Marla Lowder, Milan Shipka,
and Stephen Brown; Toklat Apiaries owner and beekeeping consultant Steve Peterson; and
Alaska Feed store manager Steve Davila.
In general, these experts identified several common themes:
•

Interest in keeping chickens and bees has increased in recent years;
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•
•
•
•

Uncastrated male goats produce an odor and may not be appropriate in urban settings;
Roosters produce noise and may not be appropriate in urban settings;
The appropriate number of chickens on an urban lot might be between six and twelve;
Although waste management and odor are likely to be the most common sources of
complaints, these issues and others are best addressed through education and best
practices for that particular site and scenario. Several of these experts expressed a
willingness to provide additional classes on urban livestock and beekeeping best practices
if these uses are expanded.

Second Survey Results
Following the expert interviews, staff conducted a second online survey to solicit input on what
specific types of animals and commercial agriculture might be appropriate in different zones and
what standards and limitations might be necessary. Almost 300 individuals participated in this
survey.
Rabbits, bees and laying hens were found to be most acceptable, while llamas/alpacas, roosters
and male goats were found to be least acceptable in both the urban and rural residential zones.
Of the nearly 300 respondents, a majority (over 90% regarding urban residential zones and over
50% regarding rural residential zones) thought that:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

All livestock should be kept a certain distance from neighboring properties;
The number of livestock allowed on each lot should be related to the size of the lot;
Small livestock should only be allowed on large lots;
Animal enclosures should have greater setback requirements than the zoning standard;
A plan or standard for managing waste should be required for small livestock;
Mitigation should be required when a livestock site is attracting vermin;
On-site slaughtering should not take place within public view;
Small livestock should be required to be contained within a fence or enclosure;
Pens and coops should be required to be screened from public view;
Beehives should have greater setback requirements than the zoning code;
Beehives should only be allowed on large lots.

Further, over 70% of respondents felt that the following should apply in urban residential zones,
though less than 50% felt the same way about rural residential zones:
•
•
•
•
•

Noisy animals such as roosters should be prohibited;
On-site slaughtering should not be permitted;
On-site sales/bringing consumers to the site should be prohibited or limited;
Small livestock should not be permitted to be located in the front yard;
Beehives should be required to be fenced if near a neighboring property to encourage
bees to use a higher flyway.

Regarding commercial agriculture, ornamental flowers and produce grown for sale were found to
be most acceptable in both urban and rural residential zones, while hay and forage crops, retail
nurseries and pick-your-own farm operations were found to be least acceptable, though over 65%
of respondents still found these uses acceptable or acceptable with conditions.
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Of the nearly 300 respondents, a majority (over 90% regarding urban residential zones and over
50% regarding rural residential zones) thought that:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Commercial agriculture plots should have setback requirements from neighboring
properties;
Hours of operation of noisy machinery should be limited to daytime hours;
Commercial agriculture should only be permitted on large lots;
Pesticides should be prohibited;
Pesticide application should be limited to a setback distance from property lines;
Only pesticides designed for household use, not commercial use, should be permitted.

Further, over 70% of respondents felt that the following should apply in urban residential zones,
though less than 50% felt the same way about rural residential zones:
•
•
•
•
•

Commercial agriculture plots and greenhouses should be shielded from public view;
Commercial agriculture plots and greenhouses should not be permitted in the front yard;
Hours of delivery to and from the commercial agriculture site should be limited to certain
times of the day;
The scale or intensity of commercial agriculture should be limited (percent of lot coverage,
overall size of area under cultivation, volume or earnings from sales);
Onsite sales/bringing consumers to the agricultural site should be prohibited/limited.

The full survey results and associated comments from survey 2 are available in Attachment E.
Planning Commission Recommendations
After the public weighed in through surveys and expert interviews were conducted, it was clear to
staff and the Administration that the community in general supported the idea of allowing small
scale livestock and small scale commercial agriculture in many more zoning districts, but with
restrictions. It appeared that there was a general concern that the livestock and agriculture
activities could approach levels at which they would no longer be compatible with residential,
commercial and/or industrial zones. To ensure compatibility, staff and the administration agreed
that supplemental regulations were necessary, but existing codes vary significantly from
community to community nationwide. To address this issue, Mayor Kassel specifically tasked the
Planning Commission with providing him with a recommendation on appropriate supplemental
regulations.
On September 19, 2017, the Planning Commission held a work session on the subject matter.
The presentation is available in full in Attachment F. The Planning Commission decided that a
subcommittee was the appropriate forum to discuss and make these recommendations. At their
October 10, 2017 meeting, the Planning Commission voted “to form a subcommittee comprised of
Commissioners Whitaker, O’Neall, and Perreault to assist the FNSB Administration in drafting an
ordinance on small livestock and small scale commercial agriculture”.
The Urban Agriculture Subcommittee held five public meetings from November to January,
reviewing literature and example ordinances from other communities, considered nearly 1,000
survey responses, and heard from interested stakeholders. The Subcommittee determined that
broadening the zones where small livestock and small-scale commercial agriculture were
permitted appeared to be consistent with the comprehensive plan and the current desires of the
community, with proper restrictions.
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The Subcommittee recommends the following regarding livestock:
•
•
•
•

Create a new use called “urban livestock” with supplemental regulations, such as
setbacks, waste management and limits on numbers and types of animals, to ensure
compatibility with the residential character of the neighborhoods.
For the “urban residential zones” and industrial and commercial zones when dwelling units
exist, allow chickens, ducks, turkeys, geese, rabbits, and miniature goats with numerical
limitations based on lot size and when accessory to a dwelling unit (except for bees).
For the Rural Residential zone, allow “urban livestock” with supplemental regulations.
Also, delete the existing use in the RR zone allowing “less than 25 nonhooved animals
each weighing less than 50 pounds.”
Expand the “domestic livestock” definition to allow incidental sales of animal products.

The Subcommittee recommends the following regarding small-scale commercial agriculture:
•

•

Create a new use of “market garden,” meaning “a small-scale production of food
producing or ornamental plants, not including marijuana, grown incidentally for commercial
purposes using a variety of growing techniques including in-soil, container, hydroponic,
and aquaponic growing systems, accessory to a residential use.”
Create supplemental regulations to limit the size and impacts to ensure that market
gardens remain accessory to the principal residential use and consistent with the
residential character of the neighborhoods.

Additional specific recommendations from the Urban Agriculture Subcommittee are available in a
memorandum to Mayor Kassel, in full in Attachment G.
Mayor Kassel directed the Community Planning Department to draft an ordinance specifically
reflecting the recommendations of the Urban Agriculture Subcommittee. Ordinance 2018-12
incorporates the vast majority of the recommendations from the Urban Agriculture Subcommittee.

Proposed Ordinance
Ordinance 2018-12 is available in full in Attachment A of this report; a summary of the highlights is
included in this section.
This ordinance is proposed to create the two new uses listed in full below:
“Market garden” means a small-scale production of food-producing or ornamental plants, not
including marijuana, grown incidentally for commercial purposes using a variety of growing
techniques including in-soil, container, or nutrient solution, in conjunction with and clearly
subordinate to a residential use on the same site.
“Urban Livestock” means the small-scale keeping of rabbits, chickens, roosters, ducks, geese,
turkeys, miniature goats, goats, sheep, llamas, alpacas, and honey bees, where permitted,
outdoors or in an accessory structure, for personal use, occasional competitive use, or
incidental sales of animal products.
Additionally, this ordinance is proposing to add market gardens and urban livestock to the majority
of zoning districts, as listed in Figure 2. This ordinance is not proposing to add “market garden” or
“urban livestock” to the Rural Farmstead or the Rural and Agricultural zones because more
permissible uses (commercial livestock and commercial agriculture) are already allowed.
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Figure 2: Proposed Additional Uses and Zones

The ordinance also proposes supplemental regulations for both market gardens and urban
livestock.
Market Garden Supplemental Regulations
•

Must be secondary to a residential use (on same lot and clearly incidental).

•

Visual and audible impacts are limited including:
o Restrictions on heavy commercial vehicle use
o Storage requirements for fertilizers, chemical, and large equipment
o Limits on size of mechanical equipment
o No allowance for on-site sales

These standards help to maintain the residential character of a neighborhood and were supported
by survey respondents and best practice publications.
Urban Livestock Supplemental Regulations
•

Must be secondary to a residential use (on same lot and clearly incidental). This standard
helps to maintain the residential character of a neighborhood and helps to prevent
livestock from becoming a nuisance and encourages tending them regularly.

•

Property owner authorization required. Similarly to all marijuana uses, urban livestock
uses are proposed to require owner authorization, as the property owner is ultimately
responsible for the use.

•

Prohibition of on-site sales. Respondents to the second online survey felt that on-site sales
should be prohibited or restricted, particularly in the urban residential zones.

•

Enclosures and/or structures must be set back a minimum of 20 feet or the required
setbacks in each zoning district, whichever is greater. Setback minimums will help
minimize potential incompatibilities and are supported by best practice publications, local
expert interviews, and survey responses.
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•

Waste must be managed so that odor is not perceptible at the subject lot line. Waste
management requirements will help minimize potential incompatibilities and are supported
by best practice publications, local expert interviews, and survey responses. Specific
methods of waste management are not prescribed to allow flexibility based on type and
number of livestock and site conditions.

•

On-site slaughter shall not occur in public view. Respondents to the second online survey
felt that on-site slaughter should be prohibited or restricted, particularly in the urban
residential zones.

•

Specific to Urban Residential Zones (SF, TF, MF, MFO, LC, GC, LI):
o Rabbits, chickens, ducks, geese, turkeys, miniature goats (female or castrated),
and honey bees/beehives are permitted.
o The type and numerical limit of animal allowed is proportionate to lot size (Figure 3)
below:
Figure 3
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•

Specific to Rural Residential Zone
o Rabbits, chickens, roosters, ducks, geese, turkeys, miniature goats, goats, sheep,
llamas, alpacas, and honey bees/beehives are permitted.
o The type and numerical limit of animal allowed is proportionate to lot size (Figure 4).
Figure 4

Changes to Existing Definitions
In order to align the existing definition of “domestic livestock” with the proposed new “urban
livestock” definition, an amended definition is proposed as follows (new language underlined):
“Livestock, domestic” means any quantity of farm animals raised and/or kept for personal use,
occasional competitive use (e.g., 4H, FFA, etc.) or incidental sales of animal products.
Domestic livestock is permitted in the Rural & Agricultural, Rural Farmstead and Rural Estate
zones and in the Rural Residential zone on lots of not less than 80,000 square feet in area or by
conditional use.
With the addition of “urban livestock” to the Rural Residential zoning district, this ordinance is
proposing to delete the current use of “animals, where there are less than 25 nonhooved animals
each weighing less than 50 pounds”. This use is undefined and has been very troublesome to
interpret in the past. “Urban livestock” is clearer and potentially more encompassing than the
current listed use.
One minor change that this ordinance is also proposing is to amend the definition of
“neighborhood community garden” to only include “individuals or families” and not an “individual”.
With the addition of market garden, this provision is no longer necessary and could potentially
allow an individual to circumvent the supplemental regulations of a “market garden” by claiming
they are a “community garden”.

Consistency with the FNSB Regional Comprehensive Plan
The creation of “urban livestock” and “market garden” as defined uses and adding them as
permitted uses in the appropriate zones is consistent with the FNSB Regional Comprehensive
Plan. Below are three sections from the Plan applicable to this ordinance:
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Community and Human Resources Goal 1 is to “have services and facilities that enrich the
quality of life for all residents”, and Action E in part is to “encourage local food production by
supporting the Tanana Valley Farmers Market and other local agricultural markets.”
Land Use Goal 4, Strategy 10, Action B in part is to “encourage agricultural development that
is compatible with surrounding land uses and densities.”
Economic Development Goal 1, Strategy 4, Action B is to “promote and enhance agricultural
administration, processing, and distribution within the Borough, to support the building of
storage facilities for agricultural products when we are assured that there is a need for them,
and to support the expansion of Tanana Valley Farmers Market and other local agricultural
markets.”

Analysis
The American Planning Association (APA) states that “urban agriculture falls somewhat outside
the range of traditional land-use decisions” and “urban agriculture can become a valuable tool in
promoting community food security, particularly in low-income, urban neighborhoods”. In the
context of Euclidean zoning (zoning by single use type such as residential, commercial, industrial,
and agricultural) smaller scale agriculture and livestock are difficult to classify. This ordinance will
begin to allow smaller-scale uses, such as backyard chickens or produce grown for sale in zoning
districts that this has not been traditionally allowed.
Alaska relies heavily on outside sources for food, and one of the stated benefits of establishing
small scale commercial agriculture and small scale livestock uses is an increase in local food
security. According to the Alaska Food Policy Council, over 95% of food consumed in Alaska is
imported into the state. 2 Further, the Department of Health and Social Services estimates that
Alaskans spend over $2 billion dollars each year on food, meaning $1.9 billion leaves the state
each year 3. Growing food locally contributes to local economies by generating jobs and sales of
food at farmers markets and grocery stores. Furthermore, Alaskans are made vulnerable to any
disasters or events that might impact the production and import of food to the state. To address
this issue, the 2014 report "Building Food Security in Alaska" recommends four measures: 4
1.
2.
3.
4.

Build personal capacities in agriculture;
Expand agriculture and gardening;
Build infrastructure that supports local food production;
Adopt state policy that supports local food production.

All four of these recommended measures emphasize increasing local food production, and our
current zoning code can been seen as a barrier to this.
“Agriculture” as a principal use includes a wide range of activities from large scale operations with
potentially negative land use impacts, such as noise and smell, to small scale uses that would
have little to no negative impacts. The broadness of this definition has created a need for
additional specificity and different regulations for those types of agricultural uses that would have
2

Meter, K., & Goldenberg, M. P. (July 2014). Building food security in Alaska. Commissioned by the Alaska department
of health and social services, with collaboration from the Alaska food policy council. Minneapolis, MN: Crossroads
Resource Center.
3
ibid
4
ibid
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more or less impact. There are currently a few different subsets and types of agricultural uses
listed in the zoning code including, “Agriculture, commercial”, “Agriculture, indoor”, “Biosolids”,
“Livestock, commercial” and “Livestock, domestic”. For reasons similar to Ordinance 2016-41 and
Ordinance 2017-21, in which the use of “agriculture, indoor” and community garden were defined,
Community Planning supports the creation of the new uses and the addition of those uses into
several zones where “agriculture” and “livestock” are not currently allowed.
This ordinance was crafted with scale in mind, and it is expected that with the proposed
supplemental regulations that most uses would have a significantly smaller volume of negative
externalities, particularly smell and noise, that could arise from larger scale agricultural and
livestock operations.
The addition of urban livestock and market gardens as allowed uses in several zones promotes
strengthening the Borough’s overall food security, which is supported by the Regional
Comprehensive Plan. The addition of limited commercial type agriculture (i.e. “market gardens”)
and limited animal husbandry (i.e. “urban livestock”) to appropriate zoning districts will enable the
creation of centralized food production areas that better serve the community.
It is clear that this proposed ordinance is consistent with the FNSB Regional Comprehensive
Plan, as, in addition to the Action cited above, Land Use Goal 4, Strategy 10, Action B is to
“encourage agricultural development that is compatible with surrounding land uses and
densities…” yet currently, the uses of “livestock” and “agriculture” are not permitted in most zoning
districts.
In developing this ordinance, the FNSB Community Planning Department met with multiple
stakeholders and industry experts to develop appropriate supplemental regulations to ensure
compatibility in non-agricultural zoning districts.
The public participation aspect of this ordinance development was far beyond the typical
ordinance process, engaging close to 1,000 community members through various efforts. The
proposed supplemental regulations are in-line with other communities that have allowed these
small scale uses for decades.

Recommendation
The Community Planning Department recommends approval of this ordinance due to the
consistency with the FNSB Regional Comprehensive Plan.
Proposed Draft Motion:
I move that the Planning Commission recommend approval of Ordinance No. 2018-12 to the
FNSB Assembly.
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Attachment C: Zoning Code Research from Other Municipalities
Urban Agriculture ‐ Related Zoning Regulations
Urban agriculture activities acknowledged as permitted uses in multiple existing zoning districts
Code Citation
Jurisdiction
Code Links

Elk Grove, CA

How does this support urban ag?

Municipal Code. Title 23: Zoning Code.

www.codepublishing.com/CA/elkgrove

Municipal Code. Title 23: Zoning Code. Chapter 23.30:
Residential Zoning Districts. Section 23.30.32: Allowed Uses
and Permit Requirements Note: Chapter 23.30 Repealed.
Now Chapter 23.27: Allowed Uses and Required
Entitlements. Includes table of uses

http://www.codepublishing.com/CA/ElkGrove/#!/ElkGrove23/El every 1/2 acre of land.
kGrove2327.html#23.27

Permits community gardens and livestock in all residential districts. Permits 20 livestock animals for

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=jumplink$jumplink
_x=Advanced$jumplink_vpc=first$jumplink_xsl=querylink.xsl$ju

Los Angeles, CA

Municipal Code. Chapter 1: Planning and Zoning Code. Article
mplink_sel=title;path;content‐type;home‐title;item‐
2: Specific Planning ‐ Zoning Comprehensive Zoning Plan

Permits truck gardening and poultry in a number of residential districts.

bookmark$jumplink_d=california(lapz)$jumplink_q=[field folio‐
destination‐name:'C1A2']$jumplink_md=target‐id=JD_C1A2

Zoning Code.

Denver, CO

Fort Collins, CO

Zoning Code. Article 11: Use Limitations. Section 11.6.1:
Garden, Urban ; Section 11.8.4: Garden; Section 11.8.6:
Keeping of Household Animals; Section 11.10.9: Garden.
Note: PDF unable to link to individual sections.

https://www.denvergov.org/content/denvergov/en/community‐
planning‐and‐development/zoning/denver‐zoning‐code.html

Permits urban gardens (with accessory structures and beekeeping) as primary uses in most districts,
subject to administrative review and specific standards. Permits on‐site sales for urban gardens in
nonresidential districts. Permits accessory gardens in all residential districts, subject to specific
https://www.denvergov.org/content/dam/denvergov/Portals/64 standards. Permits accessory beekeeping in most districts, subject to specific standards. Permits
6/documents/Zoning/DZC/Denver_Zoning_Code_Article11_Use_ accessory gardens in most nonresidential districts, subject to specific standards.
Limitations.pdf

Land Use Code. Article 3: General Development Standards.
Division 3.8: Supplementary Regulations. Section 3.8.1:
Accessory Buildings, Structure, and Uses.

https://library.municode.com/co/fort_collins/codes/land_use?n
Permits "cultivation, storage, and sale of crops, vegetables, plants and flowers produced on the
odeId=ART3GEDEST_DIV3.8SURE_3.8.1ACBUSTUS

Land Use Code. Article 4: Districts

https://library.municode.com/co/fort_collins/codes/land_use?n
odeId=ART4DI

Zoning Regulations of 1958 and 2016

https://dcoz.dc.gov/service/view‐zoning‐regulations

Zoning Regulations of 2016. Note: PDF Unable to Link to
Individual Sections.

https://dcoz.dc.gov/sites/default/files/dc/sites/dcoz/publication
/attachments/Title%2011%20DCMR%20Zoning%20Regulations%
20of%202016.pdf

Washington, DC

premises" as an accessory use in most zoning districts, "when the facts, circumstances and context of
such uses reasonably so indicate."

Permits farms and truck gardens by right in all residential districts.

Urban Agriculture ‐ Related Zoning Regulations
Urban agriculture activities acknowledged as permitted uses in multiple existing zoning districts
Jurisdiction

Code Citation

Code Links

City Code.

http://www.sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/index.php?book_id
=597

How does this support urban ag?

Attachment C: Zoning Code Research from Other Municipalities

Nampa, ID

City Code. Title 10: Planning and Zoning. Chapter 3:
Establishment of Districts and Provisions for Nonconforming http://www.sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/getBookData.php?c Permits gardening for personal consumption in all residential districts and commercial agriculture in a
number of nonresidential districts. Permits apiaries on lots of any size and livestock on lots of at least
hapter_id=39138#s1145345
Uses. Section 10‐3‐2: Schedule of District/Zone Land Use
30,000 square feet.
Controls
Chapter 21: Animal Zoning Regs

http://www.sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/getBookData.php?c
hapter_id=39156

Chapter 20.02 Zoning Districts

https://bloomington.in.gov/code/level2/TIT20UNDEOR_CH20.02
ZODI.html

Chapter 20.05.090 SC‐02 (Special conditions ‐ Crops and
pasturage, and accessory chicken flocks)

https://bloomington.in.gov/code/level2/TIT20UNDEOR_CH20.05
DEST.html#TIT20UNDEOR_CH20.05DEST_20.05.090SCSPCOROP
AACCHFL

Code of Ordinances. Chapter 86: Zoning. Article III: Districts
and District Use Regulations.

http://www.jjmanning.com/zoning/14‐1548‐
9%20Fall%20River%20Zoning.pdf

Unified Development Chapter of the City of Duluth
Legislative Code (UDC)

http://www.duluthgov.info/planning/zoning_regulations/index.c
fm

Bloomington, IN

Fall River, MA

Permits community gardens by right in residential districts. Permits the keeping of poetry and livestock
in low‐density residential districts, subject to specific standards.

Permits farms and market gardens by right in a number of higher‐density residential districts and in a
number of business districts outside of the CBD.

Permits urban agriculture by right in most residential districts.

Duluth, MN
Article 3: Permitted Uses. Table 50‐19‐8: use table

http://www.duluthgov.info/planning/zoning_regulations/docum
ents/Article3July2013.pdf

http://cityclerk.kcmo.org/liveweb/Documents/DocumentText.as

Kansas City, MO

Permits home gardens, community gardens, and CSA farms in almost all zoning districts subject to
Second Committee Substitute for Ordinance No. 100299, As
px?q=gwQ25M6kfLBpQAH2KArtCVQTuNiMyZkVhPHNtnlPCMYJ%
specific use standards. Permits on‐site sales for community gardens and CSAS.
Amended
2b2FvKs5bOtLbpVG3Tq5a

Charlotte, NC

Code of Ordinances. Appendix A ‐ Zoning. Chapter 9 ‐
General Districts. Part 1 ‐ Table of Uses

https://library.municode.com/nc/charlotte/codes/code_of_ordi Permits farms with on‐site sales by right in all residential, business, and institutional districts as long as
nances?nodeId=PTIICOOR_APXAZO_CH9GEDI_PT1TAUSHIDI
the farm site is a minimum of 3 acres.

Urban Agriculture ‐ Related Zoning Regulations
Urban agriculture activities acknowledged as permitted uses in multiple existing zoning districts
Code Citation
Code Links
Jurisdiction
Land Development Ordinance. Article 6. Zoning Districts

http://online.encodeplus.com/regs/greensboro‐nc/doc‐
viewer.aspx?secid=72

Table 8‐1 Permitted Use (Residential Districts)

http://online.encodeplus.com/regs/greensboro‐
nc/autotabs.aspx

City of Cleveland, Ohio Code of Ordinances.

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/Ohio/cleveland_oh/
cityofclevelandohiocodeofordinances?f=templates$fn=default.ht
m$3.0$vid=amlegal:cleveland_oh

How does this support urban ag?

Permits crop production by right in all but one zoning district.

Greensboro, NC

Attachment C: Zoning Code Research from Other Municipalities
Permits the keeping of poultry, livestock and bees in residential and nonresidential districts subject to

Cleveland, OH
City of Cleveland, Ohio Code of Ordinances. Title Vii: Zoning
Code. Chapter 347 ‐ Specific Uses Regulated. 347.02
Restrictions on the Keeping of Farm Animals and Bees

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=jumplink$jumplink specific standards.
_x=Advanced$jumplink_vpc=first$jumplink_xsl=querylink.xsl$ju
mplink_sel=title;path;content‐type;home‐title;item‐
bookmark$jumplink_d=ohio(cleveland_oh)$jumplink_q=[field
folio‐destination‐name:'347.02']$jumplink_md=target‐
id=JD_347.02

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=jumplink$jumplink
_x=Advanced$jumplink_vpc=first$jumplink_xsl=querylink.xsl$ju
Municipal Code. Part 11: Planning and Zoning Code. Chapter mplink_sel=title;path;content‐type;home‐title;item‐
bookmark$jumplink_d=ohio(toledo)$jumplink_q=[field folio‐
1104: Use Regulations. Section 1104.0100: Use Table
destination‐name:'1104.0100']$jumplink_md=target‐
id=JD_1104.0100

Permits agricultural activities by right in certain zoning districts and subject to conditional use review
in others.

Toledo, OH
http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=jumplink$jumplink
_x=Advanced$jumplink_vpc=first$jumplink_xsl=querylink.xsl$ju
Municipal Code. Part 11: Planning and Zoning Code. Chapter mplink_sel=title;path;content‐type;home‐title;item‐
bookmark$jumplink_d=ohio(toledo)$jumplink_q=[field folio‐
1116: Terminology
destination‐name:'1116.0100']$jumplink_md=target‐
id=JD_1116.0100

Lincoln City, OR

Lincoln City Municipal Code

http://www.codepublishing.com/OR/LincolnCity/html/LincolnCit
Permits 5 domestic fowl on any lot. Permits farm animals on any lot of at least 20,000 square feet, with
y17/LincolnCity1780.html#17.80.080

Municipal Code. Title 17: Zoning. Chapter 17.80: Provisions
Applying to Special Uses. Section 17.80.080 Animals and
Gardens

http://www.codepublishing.com/OR/LincolnCity/html/LincolnCit
related hoop houses, greenhouses, or tool sheds in a number of residential and commercial districts
y17/LincolnCity1780.html#17.80.080

a minimum of 10,000 square feet per animal. Permits personal gardens with related hoop houses or
greenhouses as accessory uses on any lot. Permits community gardens and market gardens with

and special planning areas.

Urban Agriculture ‐ Related Zoning Regulations
Urban agriculture activities acknowledged as permitted uses in multiple existing zoning districts
Code Citation
Code Links
Jurisdiction
City Code. Title 33: Zoning Code. Chapter 33.100s: Base
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/citycode/70091
Zones
Portland, OR
City Code. Title 33: Zoning Code. Chapter 33.900s: General
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/citycode/article/53501
Terms. 33920: Descriptions of the Use Categories
Providence, RI

Memphis/Shelby
County, TN

Bothell, WA

Code of Ordinances. Chapter 27: Zoning.
Unified development Code. Article 2: Districts and Uses.
Section 2.5: Permitted Use Table; Section 2.6.1.4: Live
chickens (hens only) kept on a single family detached lot);
Section 2.6.3.Q: Farmers Markets; Section 2.6.5.D:
Neighborhood Gardens. Note: PDF unable to link to
individual sections
Municipal Code. Title 12: Zoning. Chapter 12.06: Permitted
Uses. Section 12.06.030: Agriculture

How does this support urban ag?
Permits agricultural activities by right in certain zoning districts and subject to conditional use review
in others.

https://library.municode.com/ri/providence/codes/code_of_ord
Permits community gardens, crop farming, and truck gardens in most zoning districts by right.
inances?nodeId=PTIICOOR_CH27ZO

Permits neighborhood gardens in most zoning districts by right, subject to standards. Permits farmers

https://www.shelbycountytn.gov/DocumentCenter/View/11751
markets in multiple nonresidential districts by right, subject to standards. Permits up to 6 hens on
/

single‐family residential lots with a health permits subject to standards.

http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Bothell/html/Bothell12/Bo Permits crop production with on‐site sales in all zoning districts and animal keeping in all residential
thell1206.html#12.06.030
zoning districts, subject to development standards.

Permits 10 fowl per 22,000 square feet on single‐family lots, plus an additional 5 fowl for each 11,000

Des Moines, WA

http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/DesMoines/html/DesMoin
square feet of lot size. Permits on larger farm animal on residential lots of at least 35,000 square feet,
Municipal Code. Title 18: Zoning. Chapter 18.150: Keeping of es18/DesMoines18150.html#18.150

Animals in Residential Zones

with an allowance for an additional animal for every additional 17,500 square feet of lot size.

Attachment C: Zoning Code Research from Other Municipalities

Issaquah, WA

Municipal Code. Title 18: Land Use Code. Chapter 18.07:
Required Design and Development Standards. Section
18.07.140: Animals ‐ Maintenance of Agricultural Animals in
Residential District.
Municipal Code. Title 18: Land Use Code. Chapter 18.07:
Required Design and Development Standards. Section
18.07.160: Honey Bees
Council Bill 116907

Seattle, WA

Madison, WI
Milwaukee, WI

Municipal Code: Title 23: Land Use Code. Subtitle III: Land
Use Regulations. Division 1: Authorized Uses and
Development Standards. Chapter 23.42: General Provisions.
Section 23.42.052: Keeping of Animals
Code of Ordinances. Chapter 28: Zoning Code. Subchapter
28C: Residential Districts. Note: Unable to link to individual
sections.
Zoning Ordinance. Subchapter 5: Residential Districts. Table
295‐503‐1: Residential Use Districts Table

http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Issaquah/html/Issaquah18
/Issaquah1807.html#18.07.140
Permits 1 hen per 2,000 square feet of lot area for lots between 6,000 and 35,000 square feet and

http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Issaquah/html/Issaquah18
/Issaquah1807.html#18.07.160

permits 1 livestock animal per 1/2 acre on lots over 35,000 square feet. Hen enclosures must be 5 feet
from property lines. Larger animals must be kept at least 25 feet from property lines.

http://clerk.seattle.gov/~scripts/nph‐
brs.exe?s1=&s3=116907&s4=&s2=&s5=&Sect4=AND&l=20&Sect
2=THESON&Sect3=PLURON&Sect5=CBORY&Sect6=HITOFF&d=O
Permits community gardens and urban farms in all zoning districts, subject to specific conditions. Also
RDF&p=1&u=%2F%7Epublic%2Fcbor1.htm&r=1&f=G

addresses chickens, rooftop greenhouses, and farmers markets. Permits the keeping of poultry,

https://library.municode.com/wa/seattle/codes/municipal_code livestock, and bees in all districts subject to specific standards.
?nodeId=TIT23LAUSCO_SUBTITLE_IIILAUSRE_CH23.42GEUSPR_2
3.42.052KEAN
https://library.municode.com/wi/madison/codes/code_of_ordin Permits 4 hens in low‐density residential districts, provided they are kept in a covered pen at least 25
ances?nodeId=Chapter%2028%20Zoning%20Code
feet from neighboring residences. Requires a license.
http://city.milwaukee.gov/ImageLibrary/Groups/ccClerk/Ordina
Permits raising of crops or livestock by right in all residential districts.
nces/Volume‐2/CH295‐sub5.pdf

Attachment D: Full Results from Urban Agriculture Survey 1
Urban/Limited Agriculture

SurveyMonkey

Q1 Do you think small livestock (example could include: bees,
chickens, goats, etc.) should be regulated differently than large
livestock (examples could include: cows, horses, reindeer, etc.)?
Answered: 665

Skipped: 13
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Yes

80.60%

536

No

19.40%

129

Total

665
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Urban/Limited Agriculture

SurveyMonkey

Q2 Please choose the statement that best reflects your position
on small livestock (bees, chickens, goats, etc.) in urban and
residential zones.
Answered: 676

Skipped: 2

I don’t think
that small...

I think that
small livest...

I think that
small livest...
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Answer Choices

Responses

I don’t think that small livestock should be allowed in urban or residential zones.
I think that small livestock should be allowed in urban or residential zones with restrictions (eg. Number of animals,
types of animals, location of animal pens, etc.)
I think that small livestock should be allowed in urban or residential zones without any restrictions/limitations.
Total

9.76% 66
52.22%
353
38.02%
257
676

1/1
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Q3 Please rate your level of concerns regarding the
following potential impacts of allowing small livestock
in urban and residential zones.
Answered: 677

Skipped: 1

Stray/loose animals

Bee stings/swarms

Aesthetics/neighborhood character

Predation

Property damage

Culling/on-site butchering

Sanitation

Rodents

Smell

Noise
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62

74

Very concerned

33

52

Moderately concerned
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Urban/Limited Agriculture

SurveyMonkey

Q4 Do you agree or disagree to the following statements?
Answered: 679

Skipped: -1

Small
livestock...

Small
livestock...

Small
livestock...

Small
livestock...
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Strongly
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agree
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Somewhat
disagree

Strongly
disagree

Small livestock should be allowed on small
urban residential lots (Ex. Hamilton Acres,
Aurora Subdivision).

53.90%
366

22.53%
153

8.10%
55

4.57%
31

Small livestock should be allowed on large rural
zoned residential lots (Ex. Farmers Loop Area,
Badger Road Area, Ester Area).

84.81%
575

8.11%
55

1.47%
10

Small livestock should be allowed on
commercial or industrial lots (Ex. Airport Way
Corridor, Santa Claus Lane Corridor, Van Horn
Road Corridor).

54.51%
369

15.66%
106

Small livestock should be allowed in most areas,
but only with restrictions/limitations.

29.85%
200

25.52%
171
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Total

Weighted
Average

10.90%
74

679

1.96

1.47%
10

4.13%
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Attachment D: Full Results from Urban Agriculture Survey 1
Urban/Limited Agriculture

SurveyMonkey

Q5 Do you think small-scale commercial agriculture (selling
vegetables or flowers from gardens, hobby farming, “urban
homesteading”, etc.) should be regulated differently than largescale commercial agriculture (larger “farm” type operations)?
Answered: 669

Skipped: 9
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Total
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Urban/Limited Agriculture

SurveyMonkey

Q6 Please choose the statement that best reflects your position
on small-scale commercial agriculture in urban and residential
zones.
Answered: 676

Skipped: 2

I don’t think
that commerc...

I think that
small-scale...

I think that
commercial...
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Answer Choices

Responses

I don’t think that commercial agriculture should be allowed in urban or residential zones in any fashion.
I think that small-scale commercial agriculture should be allowed in urban or residential zones with restrictions (e.g.
Size of operation, hours of operation, accessory to dwelling unit, no on-site sales, restricting the use of large machinery,
etc.)
I think that commercial agriculture should be allowed in urban or residential zones without any restrictions/limitations
Total

6.51%

44

50.30%
340

43.20%
292
676

1/1

Attachment D: Full Results from Urban Agriculture Survey 1

Q7 Please rate your level of concern regarding the
following potential impacts of allowing commercial
agriculture in urban and residential zones.
Answered: 678 Skipped: 0

Use of pesticides/fertilizers

Bothersome hours of operation

On-site sales (bringing consumers to the
site)

Increased delivery traffic

Aesthetics/neighborhood character

Noise from equipment

Smell
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Urban/Limited Agriculture

SurveyMonkey

Q8 Do you agree or disagree with the following statements?
Answered: 676

Skipped: 2

Small-scale
commercial...

Small-scale
commercial...

Small-scale
commercial...

Small-scale
commercial...
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Strongly
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Small-scale commercial agriculture should be
allowed in some form on small urban residential
lots (Ex. Hamilton Acres, Aurora Subdivision).

53.40%
361

21.75%
147

10.95%
74

5.33%
36

Small-scale commercial agriculture should be
allowed in some form on large rural type
residential lots (Ex. Farmers Loop Area, Badger
Road Area, Ester Area).

76.78%
519

12.57%
85

5.47%
37

Small-scale commercial agriculture should be
allowed in some form on commercial or
industrial lots (Ex. Airport Way Corridor, Santa
Claus Lane Corridor, Van Horn Road Corridor).

60.65%
410

15.09%
102

Small-scale commercial agriculture should be
allowed in most areas, but only with
restrictions/limitations.

30.64%
205

24.51%
164
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Total

Weighted
Average

8.58%
58

676

1.94

2.37%
16
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19
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31
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Attachment D: Full Results from Urban Agriculture Survey 1
Urban/Limited Agriculture

SurveyMonkey

Q9 Please share any additional thoughts and concerns regarding
land-use regulation of small livestock and/or small-scale
commercial agriculture.
Answered: 201

Skipped: 477

#

Responses

Date

1

Specific criteria must be implemented

7/6/2017 12:26 PM

2

As it usual, generally there probably would be no problems with a small flock for eggs, or meat,
as an example - the problems arise when there is a situation that is outside of this, either very
noisy, very dirty, and then neighbors find out there are no regulations or insufficient regulations
to cover the problem. Therefore it is important that zoning is created that can address
nuisance or problem situations.

7/5/2017 1:21 PM

3

If people want to raise their own food I don't believe it's the gov't's business. Let freedom ring

6/30/2017 4:53 PM

4

Agriculture should be encouraged in this community, not hindered. Well managed flocks, herds,
hives, and fields are an asset to any neighborhood - big or small.

6/29/2017 10:41 PM

5

It's harmless. Most of us are in alaska for a reason, to live and let live.

6/29/2017 8:17 PM

6

I have only been bothered by roosters crowing early in the morning. I do not mind chickens
otherwise. I have no problem with bees at all and there is a hive right behind my house. I like
the idea of having fresh eggs, honey etc available in my area. I have not seen anyone with goats
so I can't say much about the noise or smell from them.

6/29/2017 1:32 PM

7

All was to produce more local and keep money in th state should be utalized.

6/29/2017 10:35 AM

8

I do think that there should be some restrictions on the number of animals a landowner can
keep with respect to the size of the lot - otherwise, I strongly believe that urban and suburban
agriculture will greatly enhance our community food security and overall be a net benefit -- we
need to grow more of our food locally and we need to support beginning and existing farmers!!!

6/29/2017 6:15 AM

9

My thoughts are if I own the property and want small farm animals on it, i should not have to
fight for that right. It is mine, I paid for it. I should be allowed what I feel is reaaonable

6/28/2017 7:03 PM

10

Not concerned at all. It is great for people to raise their own food.

6/28/2017 9:28 AM

11

AK ships in 90+% of it's food. Failure to promote small scale ag further reduces the state's self
reliance and sustainability.

6/28/2017 8:53 AM

12

no roosters!!

6/27/2017 3:19 PM

13

Besides smell, noise, loose animals, predators and small rodents, I think if people want to farm
and raise livestock, etc., they should move to rural areas and not expect neighborhood
residents to have to see their property value and lifestyle suffer. Just a bad idea to allow either
in residential neighborhoods. My 2 acres I bought and I have a neighbor who brought in several
horses. The smell into my bedroom window on hot summer days is sometimes intolerable.

6/27/2017 2:30 PM

14

n/a

6/27/2017 2:11 PM

15

Roosters crowing at all hours

6/27/2017 11:07 AM

16

I will oppose all the way!

6/27/2017 10:38 AM

17

People should be able to grow and raise their own food for their happiness, health, and
increased food security, especially in a state where 95% of our food is imported. Empower the
people to grow on land that they own!

6/27/2017 10:36 AM

18

The Borough should not regulate land use for agricultural or livestock purposes. Neighborhood
covenants can be used if desired.

6/27/2017 9:42 AM

19

We should be as permissive as possible within reason. If someone wants to develop their entire
property into an urban farm that should be allowed with a few restrictions to limit noise and
other disturbances to neighbors.

6/27/2017 9:29 AM

20

Most operations will be fine, provided they are practiced in moderation and the owners are
reasonable. But I don't have enough experience to tell you how to enforce that.

6/27/2017 9:27 AM
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21

Small agriculture is excellent for the economic vitality of a city, and I encouraged it greatly.
However due to the nature of most agriculture business, restrictions should be in place to guard
the other people living in the area. Sometimes small operations are so successful that they turn
into larger operations, at which point they should move to a location that is more appropriate.

6/27/2017 9:19 AM

22

I am not particularly concerned about bees in urban areas, but I am very concerned about
chickens and goats. perhaps one per lot is allowable (so more of a pet in nature), but certainly
not more than that.

6/27/2017 9:15 AM

23

All impacted neighbors of a new business should be surrveyed .

6/27/2017 8:59 AM

24

With tough economic times, small scale growing and animal husbandry is a good way to make
extra money or cover costs for eggs/meat.

6/27/2017 8:36 AM

25

allowing small scale agriculture and limited numbers of small livestock fits perfectly with the
Alaska and Fairbanks way of life.

6/27/2017 7:57 AM

26

I think fairly regulating livestock will not actually work very well.

6/26/2017 10:26 PM

27

Please include an easy remedy for violations of any regulations. Neighbors should not be
harmed when new, or upgraded, operations of this type emit strong odors, increase traffic, add
noise when quiet is logically expected, and the like.

6/26/2017 6:41 PM

28

NO REGULATION

6/26/2017 6:04 PM

29

Bees and goats should not be treated similarly. They are completely different.

6/26/2017 5:51 PM

30

Restricting farming in urban and outlying areas is a poor idea. Some restrictions are sometimes
needed for safety, but overall over regulating small farmers does little to serve the community
as a whole. Farming should be easier to do, not harder.

6/26/2017 5:44 PM

31

I live in an urban area so I don't have to listen to or smell animals. If someone wants those
things, they can move to a non-urban area.

6/26/2017 4:57 PM

32

Chickens are great for keeping down bug and rodent populations.

6/26/2017 4:39 PM

33

Perhaps a course should be required to keep small livestock just so residents know how to care
for their animals. I am also concerned with Bee Keeping because I am allergic to bees. I also live
next door to a rooster and its quite disturbing in the early morning. It often wakes me up. There
is really no reason for a rooster unless you are actually fertilizing eggs and raising chicks. The
chicken noises don't bother me... but that damn rooster- and its pointless.

6/26/2017 4:06 PM

34

back in the 60/70s there were people on Carr Ave that kept cows. Was noproblem other han
moose trying to eat the hay

6/26/2017 3:09 PM

35

no more useless regulations, please

6/26/2017 3:04 PM

36

neighbor disturbance is utmost concern as atested we are dealing with this already in our
subdivision with NO Borough oversite or enforcement

6/26/2017 2:46 PM

37

If people want to have commercial agriculture then they should move out of the city and or
surrounding area and move to an area that is already zoned agrlicuture. Totally inappropriate
to be in town as the lots are not big enough,

6/26/2017 2:42 PM

38

I would just like to keep some bees, but am concerned that people will hoard animals and will
the animal shelter be prepared for dumped livestock?

6/26/2017 2:33 PM

39

I am adamantly opposed to residents of residential sub-divisions being allowed to raise small
livestock. We had a rooster crowing at 5:30AM in Island Homes all last summer!! What a pain!!

6/26/2017 2:30 PM

40

Grew up with horses, goats, pigs, etc - but don't think they belong in a urban/residential area the noise will cause friction between neighbors and that might lead to violence against owners
or animals.

6/26/2017 2:16 PM

41

Allowing more people the tools of self-sufficiency, financial diversification, and food security
can only be a good thing. Also, the clucking of chickens and the bleating of goats are beautiful
sounds to have in a neighborhood.

6/26/2017 2:08 PM

42

There is ample land available for livestock and farming in the FNSB. In general, I feel residential
neighborhoods are not a good choice for such activities. Also, I feel goats, chickens, and bees
can hardly be lumped together.

6/26/2017 12:51 PM

43

Stop over regulating!!

6/26/2017 12:37 PM
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44

If allowed I would want to see a limit on types and quantities of animals allowed with in the City
areas. I would also like to see some sort of an application process that would require the city or
bourough to come and inspect the area of where the animals would be to ensure the proper
containment/drainage requirements are met BEFORE the animals could be brought in. As far as
the small scale commercial agriculture, I would like to see a limit in the neighborhoods. My
biggest concern would be the drop in property value because of livestock and agriculture. I'm
also not excited about all the extra traffic these could potientially bring because there are lots
of small children that play street side especially within the city areas. Not all neighborhoods
have speed bumps and frequent police patrols

6/26/2017 12:25 PM

45

I think having a few chickens or goats or extra vegetables to sell is fine. If someone's animals get
out and get hurt, it's probably the owners fault for not having them secured. If people sell from
their homes, hour should be limited to the sound hour regulations in the area.

6/26/2017 11:26 AM

46

Regulations should not add a burden to the FNSB or to the land owner

6/26/2017 11:18 AM

47

If people want to have livestock they should live in locations where there is ample room. It is
absolutely necessary to protect the quality of life for people who want quiet peaceful homes.
Not everyone lives a 9 - 5 lifestyle. Some people work nights in hospitals etc. It is unkind to set
hours of operations assuming we all have the same schedule. Homes should be places of solace
and safety not a battlefield of noise, smell, and traffic.

6/26/2017 10:54 AM

48

I am concerned that it is too difficult for beginning farmers to get into the agricultural industry.
I see loosening regulations to allow small-scale productions as a way to support agriculture in
Alaska.

6/26/2017 10:36 AM

49

Poeple and neighbors should work togather if something bothering the they should talk about
the problem not go to other poeple and avoid the problem. Responsible poeple work with
others.

6/26/2017 9:18 AM

50

There should be a minimum lot size of 10 acres, and a 500 foot buffer from other residential
housing.

6/26/2017 9:06 AM

51

Our food supply lines are tenuous at best, see what happens when the weather keeps trucks or
planes from getting to Fairbanks. The grocery store shelves really empty quickly. We should be
doing everything we can to strengthen local food supplies, not to mention they would be of
higher quality.

6/26/2017 8:08 AM

52

Small livestock has the potential to offer a symbiotic relationship to its entire neighborhood.
Chickens are great pest control, bees pollinate our precious gardens, goats are superb weed
control, sheep can mow a lawn that would rival a golf course, and even the waste products have
uses. Chicken /goat/ sheep waste is better for gardens than compost bought at the store!

6/26/2017 8:02 AM

53

Live stick is not meant in all areas, especially residential areas. Many lots in the Fairbanks area
are small, less than 7,000 square feet. It is not fair to put the wants of a few before the wants of
most. The smell of livestock travels far as does the sound. Goats are annoying, and so are
chickens in small spaces.

6/26/2017 7:26 AM

54

I support no or few regulations. But some questions were worded badly/ambiguously so I
couldn't answer accurately. I worry (like woodburning) this will become a ridiculous political
issue. This is ALASKA, don't try to make it Seattle, LA, or NY. But, I'd be against potential
invasive species and truly dangerous animals (venomous snakes, bears, killer bees, etc...).
Alaska should allow fish/shrimp/oyster/etc farming even on a commercial scale. The less food
Alaska must import the better! The more it exports even better!

6/26/2017 7:15 AM

55

This is a gross waste of time and money. People can't even take care of their homes / property
due to their irresponsibility. This ridiculous idea would just compound this problem. There are
regulations that have been on the books for years governing homes/property upkeep that are
never enforced, so it doesn't make sense to add more that won't be followed, and will in the
process cause neighborhoods to decline even further. I'll say again - This is just ridiculous!

6/26/2017 6:28 AM

56

These people can MOVE to Delta Junction if they want to play like they're FARMERS!!!

6/26/2017 4:04 AM

57

Encouraging small scale livestock/agriculture is good for the community. Common sense
regulations for small animal farms to maintain an appropriate size for the land area to
encourage responsible stewardship is a good idea, but only apply the minimum regulatory rules
to keep the operations appropriate for lot size.

6/26/2017 3:20 AM

58

Small animals should be allowed in the birch hill area.

6/25/2017 11:49 PM
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59

I would like to see regulations to explicitly allow small livestock and small agricultural
cooncerns in the borough. There are already beekeepers in neighborhoods with no issues that
I'm aware of. Many urban areas allow for a small flock, say 6 or so, of laying hens in urban areas.
Those make sense, as does potentially someone say having a goat or two or sheep. In fact, a
residence off Davis Road had a couple of goats at one point. That said, I wouldn't allow geese or
guinea hens, as they tend to be quite loud, and certainly no roosters. These would help with
food security, especially home flocks, given the recent bird flu hitting many egg producers in
the lower 48 and the fact that the majority of our eggs are shipped in. As for
flowers/vegetables/hobby gardens, there should be little impact on neighbors, with increased
food security as a little more food would be produced locally. Fairbanks used to produce much
more food than we do currently, and we need to produce more food locally to decrease our
dependence on food shipped in. It was a recent winter when there were almost no salad greens
available in the store because trucks didn't make it in. With reasonable hobby farming
regulations to specifically allow it, there may be individuals who work on developing say
hydroponic farms in some of the vacant space in town to ensure we have access to some high
quality produce.

6/25/2017 11:46 PM

60

No broadcast pesticides or herbicides

6/25/2017 11:26 PM

61

Government needs to stay out of people's business

6/25/2017 10:45 PM

62

I believe that agriculture is healthy and important for the community if done responsibly and
with respect to resources and each other.

6/25/2017 10:08 PM

63

Great consideration needs to be given in regard to chemicals and waste from the gardening/
livestock.

6/25/2017 9:19 PM

64

I will do what I wish on my land with no concern for what laws or regulations you choose.

6/25/2017 9:17 PM

65

Leave FNSB alone. Quit trying to turn it into the lower 48

6/25/2017 9:12 PM

66

As long as there is checks to enforce regulations (e.g. Size,placement,amount) and not leave it
to neighbors to complain to enforce regulations.

6/25/2017 9:04 PM

67

There should be an inspection at some point and a small fee whose should go only to
community projects or schools

6/25/2017 8:48 PM

68

Growing plants should be anywhere

6/25/2017 8:46 PM

69

I'm more concerned about the health and safety of the animals in Interior AK than the
neighbors.

6/25/2017 8:27 PM

70

years ago in our area a neighbor talked to us & wanted his daughter to have a horse for 4 - h all
of us agreed one one horse guess what 2 horses , pile of horse shit two storys high ! So get out of
town buy a bunch of land & live your dream !

6/25/2017 8:26 PM

71

Please consider size of land.

6/25/2017 7:54 PM

72

If you own your property you should be able to do what ever. It's a perk of being responsible
enough to do so.

6/25/2017 7:35 PM

73

Waterways, runoff should be considerations for individual operations (manure, waste,
pesticides and fertilizers)

6/25/2017 7:32 PM

74

I think small livestock and agriculture would be beneficial to Fairbanks.

6/25/2017 7:25 PM

75

I feel like people should all have the right and ability to grow and raise food for themselves
and/or an income regardless of where they live.

6/25/2017 6:36 PM

76

Don't over regulate this into stagnation.

6/25/2017 6:26 PM

77

N/A

6/25/2017 6:08 PM

78

Options for local food purchase are desirable. It is educational to have small production
capability close to where people live so kids can see it and understand where food comes from.

6/25/2017 6:06 PM

79

Honey bee swarms would die in the Alaskan winter, so how is this a concern? Also, chickens
should be allowed without concern (except maybe the noise of roosters, but most dogs are
more annoying than roosters, so you should ban dogs before you ban chickens, at least
chickens give you eggs, dogs don't give you anything). Rabbits should pose no concern.
Growing plants should also not concern people.

6/25/2017 5:19 PM
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80

Equipment your restriction to 11pm. Another if the use of herbicides and insectides are used
neighbors need to be informed with in 24 hours before use.

6/25/2017 5:19 PM

81

No so regulated, but a three strikes, you're out policy regarding all smell, traffic etc. No need to
meet a few bad apples ruin the bunch.

6/25/2017 5:16 PM

82

I feel it is a strength to have some animals for family food. Chickens goats etc.

6/25/2017 4:45 PM

83

I think people that want to have chickens for personal use, say 4-6 hens, shouldn't be required
to have a permit. If they want to add a rooster or more hens then a lower cost permit should be
needed.

6/25/2017 2:11 PM

84

I believe if you a for example jus raisin Chickens for personal use oegg production this should
not be an issue if the space is available. They do not make lots of noise, note do they produce a
lot of smell.amall skale gardening, farming is helping out everyone and not everyone is
successful however, if you are willing to try it there shouldn't be an big issue with it

6/25/2017 2:01 PM

85

Small scale agriculture needs to exclude marijuana if the laws aren't already clear on that.

6/25/2017 2:00 PM

86

Get the regulations out and let people take care of their families.

6/25/2017 1:35 PM

87

Marijuana should not be allowed in residential areas

6/25/2017 12:38 PM

88

I believe all residents should be encouraged to keep small livestock and grow gardens. Our
government should make it easier for those that do this to sell/share their excess and to help
others by distributing their goods and knowledge. The only restrictions that should be in place
are for densely populated areas where roosters and number of animals may be bothersome.

6/25/2017 12:36 PM

89

People's one dog is sometimes very smelly and farming is no different

6/25/2017 12:09 PM

90

Who wants a rooster crowing in their neighborhood? Or the noise of other animals? It's bad
enough the borough does nothing about barking dogs.

6/25/2017 11:47 AM

91

No more regulations

6/25/2017 11:34 AM

92

Kids in 4-H and FFA type programs can benefit

6/25/2017 11:28 AM

93

If people take care of animals livestock . I understand in fairbanks in small lots . However
people with large lots with a decent property gap I see no issue . You can't usually see or hear
them.

6/25/2017 11:20 AM

94

I currently live next to someone who is violating our covenant by raising chickens. It's noisy
smelly and the chickens roam into my yard.

6/25/2017 11:02 AM

95

Once allowed the rules go out the window. There will be widespread abuses and neighbor-toneighbor conflict will arise. For example, if ten rabbits are allowed and a grower expands to 50
or 100, who will enforce the ordinance? Farm animals are called 'farm animals' for a reason and
they belong on a farm. The Animal Control we have is a joke already, they do as little as
possible about nuisance animals. If a resident complains about barking dogs the complaintant
is given a form so long and complicated that no one has the time to fill it out.

6/25/2017 10:44 AM

96

I believe owning small livestock is little different than owning dogs or cats. I have had less
issues with stray livestock than I have with loose dogs/cats. Also, I am interested in food
security, and being able to sell spare animal products fills a niche. Besides all that, they enrich
my family's life

6/25/2017 10:28 AM

97

Don't make limitation and more difficulty for agriculture in Alaska. There is enough natural
adversity to impose bourough adversity would be a huge disservice and greatly reduce the
already limited availability to locally grown items.

6/25/2017 10:27 AM

98

Any owner of land should be able to do what they want with their land. Without regulations or
limitations.

6/25/2017 10:22 AM

99

Zero regulations.

6/25/2017 10:16 AM

100

Have relatives located where "urban farming" is allowed: loud/stray animals are a constant
nuisance, and there is no way to be compensate for the property damage they do other than
hiring an attorney, which is not affordable.. This is the same issue with barking dogs. They are a
nuisance but there is no EFFECTIVE or PRACTICAL way to stop/change the behavior. There will
always be individuals that will push the limits of what is allowed. Similar to the "You can't tell
me I can't burn wood" crowd.

6/25/2017 10:06 AM
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101

I think conditional permits should be issued to responsible landowners for gardening and small
livestock. I am concerned about noise from chickens and they should be penned and contained.
But I believe it can be done and i think landowners should have the freedom to do this,
especially non-commercial agriculture. I support having a permit process. I do question what
enforcement the FNSB would have if in voilation of permit--perhaps one way to do this is to put
up a large deposit that would be collected in the event of permit violation? It should be a large
enough sum of money that the owner would put the money down and take it seriously. I suggest
a scaled deposit based on number of animals. I don't see any issue with non-commercial
agriculture like growing peonies, etc. We should be encouraging that type of commerce
especially with our long summer months.

6/25/2017 10:03 AM

102

Regulations for sanitation, numbers and containment of small livestock are paramount in my
mind, otherwise it's no different than any responsible animal owner. And I love the bees!

6/25/2017 9:57 AM

103

Alaska is a food desert and we are dependent on outside sources. We need to do whatever we
can to promote healthy agricultural development in Fairbanks.

6/25/2017 9:53 AM

104

chickens may be small but they are noisey and they smell

6/25/2017 9:50 AM

105

Most people that want small livestock aren't going to invest their money into it to let it roam
loose and be a nussiance. I hate being told what I can and cannot do on my own property. If i
wanted that I'd buy in a HOA. Years ago the government was encouraging people to raise their
own animals and have gardens to provide for themselves. Now we are regulated and told what
we can do and when we can do. Of you're so concerned about things go after the properties that
are filled with junk. If I'm visiting somewhere I'd much rather see someones small scale home
farm than a property that's half finished and you aren't sure if its the dumps or where someone
lives. Allow people to grow the plants they want and sell them to people. I'd much rather buy
plants from someone in town needing that extra bit of money than a large retail chain that has
brought plants here from who knows where. Support local, support your neighbors, become self
sufficient and encourage and teach those around you do the same.

6/25/2017 9:37 AM

106

Limit the regulations. Folks should not need "permission" to keep food sources on their
property.

6/25/2017 9:34 AM

107

Micro-agriculture is a great way to encourage small business and get healthy food to people.
However, it must be carefully regulated. Crowing roosters have been a problem in our
neighborhood at times over the years.

6/25/2017 9:26 AM

108

Noise, quiet hours, pollution and spray pesticide drift are major concerns

6/25/2017 9:18 AM

109

On small res lots. Limit should be 3 goats/sheep, 2 pigs, 10 chickens, 4 turkeys. I know from
experience a res lots can only handle this amount of each species.

6/25/2017 9:18 AM

110

Smells and noise

6/25/2017 9:14 AM

111

We all need to do our part in ensuring food security in the interior. I have a large vegetable
garden and am grateful my current zoning allows me the option of keeping bees and chickens,
at least.

6/25/2017 9:13 AM

112

Scale and product are everything. Growing peonies is quite different than pigs

6/25/2017 9:01 AM

113

People who raise chickens or small gardens do so with care, there is no need for broad
regulations, if there is a problem with a particular person or property let the people in that
neighborhood address it. I don't agree with adding regulations.

6/25/2017 9:01 AM

114

Do not over-regulate

6/25/2017 8:57 AM

115

Purposely purchased home 26 years ago in borough area not zoned for commercial farming or
any livestock. Do not want this to change. Do not want my property value to decrease.

6/25/2017 8:49 AM

116

We need more agriculture and livestock raising here in interior Alaska. I fear more regulation
would squash efforts.

6/25/2017 8:43 AM

117

We need more local produce and our residents need to be able to grow their own food!

6/25/2017 8:37 AM

118

It should be allowed without any restriction

6/25/2017 8:33 AM

119

we dont need more regulations government is to big and invasive already

6/25/2017 8:18 AM

120

people should be able to do whatever they can to make money or provide food for the family as
long as it is doing no harm to other people

6/25/2017 8:18 AM

121

I think it should be allowed ANYWHERE--that's why we live in America!

6/25/2017 8:03 AM
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122

There should be restrictions/ limitations

6/25/2017 7:59 AM

123

Alaska boasts pride on its residents being able to self sustain. it is hard to regulate both urban
and residential or rural areas under the same regulations because they are different from
eachother.

6/25/2017 7:58 AM

124

An increase of livestock and agriculture can only benefit our community!

6/25/2017 7:44 AM

125

Moist areas specifically should have stric regulations due to health hazards for animals.

6/25/2017 7:43 AM

126

I do not see a problem with it

6/25/2017 7:42 AM

127

I live rurally on 4 acres; our neighbor also has 4 acres. Nonetheless, we can hear their rooster
crowing at all hours. We don't mind this because we can not hear it in our bedrooms and
because we expect this as we've chosen to live in a rural location. I am concerned about people
that have chosen to live in town may be subject to what they consider nucances. I also think
that the younger generations (I'm late 40s) is more tolerant of this because they see benefit in
varied communities, lifestyles and home grown; in the near future I think small agriculture in
town will be more acceptable.

6/25/2017 7:38 AM

128

Until FNSB has enforcement powers how does all this really matter?

6/25/2017 7:36 AM

129

Please keep this out of the city limits.

6/25/2017 7:35 AM

130

Questions #2 & #7: My answer would to these 2 would best fit somewhere between the 2nd and
3rd answers.

6/25/2017 7:21 AM

131

I want to see size regulation and animal control. The difference between free range honey bees
and free range dogs is too vast to discuss here. Likewise the difference between a row of
carrots, peas,and potatoes to sell along with your own veggies is different than needing large
scale equipment for processing. Hamilton neighborhood streets aren't equipped to handle large
trucks. Children use the roads to learn bike riding and don't always look both ways before
pushing off. I really like that aspect of the neighborhood, but also think that people should be
able to raise and take care of bees if they want

6/25/2017 7:13 AM

132

This is rural Alaska, not California!

6/25/2017 6:44 AM

133

Should be encouraged

6/25/2017 6:21 AM

134

Not all owners are conscientious about taking care of animals. Rabbits have been let loose in
our neighborhood which caused problems.

6/25/2017 6:17 AM

135

Glad you are looking to make changes here, I would love to have a few of my own egg layers!

6/25/2017 5:57 AM

136

Pesticide use

6/25/2017 3:38 AM

137

There are plenty of other areas already zoned for such use.

6/25/2017 2:59 AM

138

I believe these supplemental organic alternatives should be well maintained and the amount of
responsibility and cleanliness should be paramount in the farmers mind. The origins of their
product should be one to host about and nearly give tours of if they want to make a profit from
their efforts

6/25/2017 2:03 AM

139

Leave Alaskans alone, quit with the liberals invading us!

6/25/2017 1:51 AM

140

This is none of fnsb business stop wasting our money on stupidity

6/25/2017 1:33 AM

141

In heavy duty commercial areas I disagree only because the animals shouldn't be in that type of
atmosphere with chemicals in the air

6/25/2017 1:10 AM

142

Chicken yes rosters maybe not as well as geese and the number of how may really need to
inforced like maybe 4 for the total of all you small livestock

6/25/2017 1:02 AM

143

If this goes to making regulations and policies please make them easy to follow. Also, what type
of repercussions will occur should someone violate them.

6/25/2017 12:37 AM

144

Embrace agriculture not more regulations

6/25/2017 12:34 AM

145

I'm all for people being more independent of the grocery stores.. but they have to be respectful
of their neighbor's rights also.

6/25/2017 12:28 AM

146

I pay for my land it isn't anyone's business whay I do.

6/25/2017 12:25 AM
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147

I think within city limits and on small lots some regulation would be appropriate but larger lots
are purchased often times with the anticipation of being able to have some larger animals or
chickens and goats and so regulation should be very limited as long as the animals welfare is
being taken care of

6/25/2017 12:14 AM

148

I feel that what I do on my private property is my business as long as it doesn't intrude on
anyone elses property.

6/25/2017 12:06 AM

149

Food sustainability it very important to Fairbanks. I think it is important to make changes to
make it easier to accommodate small scale farms for both personal and business user.

6/25/2017 12:06 AM

150

Using our land for what it is purposed helps keep the drug dealer, gang bangers and
troublemakers in FBX. We moved to NP for a reason.

6/24/2017 11:37 PM

151

Roosters and dog teams are my complaint; I'd rather we didn't allow pot cultivation anywhere

6/24/2017 11:18 PM

152

Encourage self reliance and food production in a very food-delivery isolated city.

6/24/2017 11:11 PM

153

Most lots should be allowed a small number of chickens or farming

6/24/2017 11:06 PM

154

note: native "weeds" that pollinators rely on are more important than any aesthetic appeal

6/24/2017 11:01 PM

155

Residential home use is different than for sale

6/24/2017 10:59 PM

156

Both activities are fine, with restrictions & limitations in relation to lot size

6/24/2017 10:53 PM

157

This question is poorly worded.

6/24/2017 10:38 PM

158

I think urban agriculture should be encouraged, especially in a place like Fairbanks which needs
better food security.

6/24/2017 10:15 PM

159

I would recommend that all people on the committee for making these regulations visit small
scale agricultural sites they will be looking to regulate. It will be easier to make determinations
on the impact to neighborhoods if you can refer to a real life experience.

6/24/2017 10:02 PM

160

As long as peoples' crops and livestock are not causing physical harm to anyone, they should be
allowed. I do not agree with the use of chemical pesticides or chemical fertilizers anywhere in or
around the Fairbanks North Star Borough.

6/24/2017 10:01 PM

161

Over regulating private property is the bane of the free people.

6/24/2017 9:36 PM

162

We love our hobby farm. The worst predators are dogs, poorly card for dogs.

6/24/2017 9:32 PM

163

Fairbanks and North Pole right in town-no but some urban areas are ok

6/24/2017 9:21 PM

164

The raising of small livestock should be allowed in areas where current zoning laws do not
prohibit it.

6/24/2017 9:11 PM

165

Livestock should not be allowed in city limits without restrictions. Outlaying areas should be
free to do as they please within their neighborhood covenants.

6/24/2017 8:40 PM

166

It's none of your business what I do on my property. It's none of my business what my neighbor
does on theirs. Freedom, try it.

6/24/2017 8:19 PM

167

We live too far away from the rest of America to be purchasing and shipping everything. If we
can bring agriculture to the people, that is best for the city!

6/24/2017 8:04 PM

168

Impact on natural/indigenous flora and fauna

6/24/2017 8:02 PM

169

If livestock is small then no restrictions

6/24/2017 8:02 PM

170

I just want one duck

6/24/2017 7:58 PM

171

I choose to live in a residential neighborhood in large part so I don't have to deal with livestoc,
chickens, goats etc as neighbors. If not kept properly they pose health risks, smell and I find
their noises to be disturbing to my general peace on my property.

6/24/2017 7:35 PM

172

Let people have their animals we don't need or want more regulations telling people what they
can and cannot do on their own property.

6/24/2017 7:01 PM

173

I would like to know what is your definition of small scale commercial agriculture.

6/24/2017 6:56 PM

174

Again government over reach on people's lifes

6/24/2017 6:48 PM

175

Considering the food insecurity issues in Alaska, all forms of food production should be
encouraged

6/24/2017 6:44 PM
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176

I also do not think bees should be classified the same as goats or chickens.

6/24/2017 6:37 PM

177

It is very important to me as a resident of a rural area (CHSR) to be allowed to do what I choose
with my property. Small personal use livestock should be allowed almost everywhere. Smallscale commercial agriculture (as in farmers market sellers and small greenhouses?) directly
benefit our city by keeping money locally. We should do what we can to ensure that continues.
Shop locally!

6/24/2017 6:35 PM

178

I like the idea of limiting number of small animals. We have wanted to have chickens for the
past several years but aren't zoned for animals.

6/24/2017 6:22 PM

179

The language used in these questions is very vague and may be used to include or exclude the
various types of livestock or agriculture. What is the working definition here of 'livestock'? ,
'agriculture'?

6/24/2017 6:13 PM

180

Stay put of our business. That is not what government is supposed to do.

6/24/2017 5:55 PM

181

People should be able to do what they want where they live! (Landlord permission if necessary).
We need to promote local foods for our economy in our community!

6/24/2017 2:36 PM

182

This is not New York it's Alaska so stop trying to regulate people for subsisting. The government
wants to profit off of everything and to keep people from sustaining them selves outside the
grocery store. So sick is it.

6/24/2017 1:15 PM

183

IMO: Small livestock and small-scale commercial agriculture should not be regulated outside
the city limits on lots larger than 2-3 acres. Regulation should increase with population density.

6/24/2017 12:49 PM

184

there should be strict regulations about how to keep area clean,about noise and soil pollution
(if it agriculture)

6/24/2017 12:26 AM

185

Leave us alone. You are pests in human society. You are vermin feeding on the productivity of
human beings. You are thieves stealing for the 'greater good' of your victims.

6/23/2017 11:44 PM

186

I think livestock and agriculture should be allowed with no restrictions or limitations.

6/23/2017 11:35 PM

187

Alaska needs more food independence, not restrictions.

6/23/2017 10:31 PM

188

None

6/23/2017 10:21 PM

189

I think the reason we all live here (by choice) -not military families -is our rights to not live like
the lower 48-find something else to make better. We are good-if someone doesn't like living
next to a goat-don't buy the house-or live in Fairbanks proper -not FNSB

6/23/2017 9:57 PM

190

The amount of animals depends on acreage

6/23/2017 9:46 PM

191

Bees are good for all agriculture and service to the planet as they are shrinking in numbers and
necessary for survival, they are not aggressive. Urban chickens are allowed even in big cities,
seems ridiculous that we wouldn't slow people to raise chickens for eggs(I think it should be
capped at a certain number), meat birds are pretty smelly and people tend to have more of
those, this could be a concern for odor.

6/23/2017 9:35 PM

192

I do not believe anyone should have the right to tell anyone what they may or may not do on
their own property.

6/23/2017 8:55 PM

193

No concerns.

6/23/2017 8:30 PM

194

New land uses should not negatively impact current landowners and their investment.

6/23/2017 8:09 PM

195

All small scale livestock and agriculture should be allowed in all area's. We are a remote society
and it promotes self sufficiently and safety in an emergency situation. If there are problem
individuals (smells, loose animals etc) regulate THAT individual not the whole. And no, I don't
have any of the above.

6/23/2017 6:35 PM

196

I personally love small chicken goat flocks but small being key (under 10) the stink and noise
would be s problem. I love more opportunities for farming and sales but wouldn't like more
neighborhood traffic due to pop up businesses.

6/23/2017 5:55 PM

197

roosters are not so welcome in small/close neighborhoods.

6/23/2017 5:33 PM

198

It is not logical to club small livestock with small-scale commercial agriculture in the same
ordinance. These two uses have very different type of impacts. Chickens, Bees and Goats are
very different that vegetables as it pertains to land use impacts.

6/23/2017 4:33 PM
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199

Small scale "livestock" and selling of one's own produce should be allowed. I think that it is too
restrictive to just say "no", but I feel any impacts could be mitigated

6/23/2017 3:51 PM

200

No butchering and no poisons

6/23/2017 1:54 PM

201

You never listen to what the people want anyway, why waste time and money on surveys.

6/23/2017 1:42 PM
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Q11 Which best describes you?
Answered: 676

Skipped: 2

Commercial
farmer
Commercial
livestock owner

Hobby farmer

Hobby
livestock ow...
Resident with
personal garden
Resident
without garden
Commercial or
hobby beekeeper
Other (please
specify)
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

Answer Choices

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

Commercial farmer

2.96%

Commercial livestock owner

1.18%

Hobby farmer

13.76%

93

Hobby livestock owner (including small livestock)

32.10%

217

Resident with personal garden

63.46%

429

Resident without garden

16.57%

112

Commercial or hobby beekeeper

10.95%

74

Other (please specify)

8.73%

59

Total Respondents: 676
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Q12 What area in the FNSB do you reside in? Please enter your zip
code.
Answered: 661

Skipped: 17

#

Responses

Date

1

Chena hills, 99709

7/7/2017 11:55 AM

2

99708

7/6/2017 2:40 PM

3

99712

7/6/2017 2:01 PM

4

99709

7/6/2017 12:26 PM

5

99709

7/5/2017 6:39 PM

6

99709

7/5/2017 1:21 PM

7

99701

7/2/2017 12:41 PM

8

99709

7/1/2017 6:44 PM

9

99701

7/1/2017 7:55 AM

10

99705

6/30/2017 10:40 PM

11

99712

6/30/2017 4:53 PM

12

99709

6/30/2017 4:33 PM

13

99701 & 99709

6/30/2017 7:51 AM

14

99707

6/29/2017 10:56 PM

15

99705

6/29/2017 10:41 PM

16

99705

6/29/2017 8:17 PM

17

99701

6/29/2017 8:08 PM

18

99709

6/29/2017 4:13 PM

19

99709

6/29/2017 2:37 PM

20

99701

6/29/2017 1:32 PM

21

99709

6/29/2017 10:35 AM

22

99709

6/29/2017 9:54 AM

23

99701

6/29/2017 8:59 AM

24

99725

6/29/2017 6:15 AM

25

99709

6/28/2017 10:40 PM

26

99709

6/28/2017 9:53 PM

27

99712

6/28/2017 7:37 PM

28

99712

6/28/2017 7:16 PM

29

99705

6/28/2017 7:03 PM

30

99701 (2nd Avenue along the Chena River)

6/28/2017 4:52 PM

31

99705

6/28/2017 1:35 PM

32

99712

6/28/2017 9:44 AM

33

99712 CHSR

6/28/2017 9:28 AM

34

99709

6/28/2017 8:53 AM

35

99705

6/28/2017 7:31 AM
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36

99705

6/28/2017 12:06 AM

37

99712

6/27/2017 10:25 PM

38

99701

6/27/2017 10:23 PM

39

99705

6/27/2017 10:22 PM

40

99709

6/27/2017 10:14 PM

41

Lakloey Hill 99705

6/27/2017 8:35 PM

42

99705

6/27/2017 7:20 PM

43

college hills 99709

6/27/2017 5:28 PM

44

U West 99709

6/27/2017 3:19 PM

45

99709, College Hills 2, off Ballaine Td.

6/27/2017 2:30 PM

46

College Hills...

6/27/2017 2:22 PM

47

99705

6/27/2017 2:11 PM

48

99701

6/27/2017 11:07 AM

49

99709

6/27/2017 11:02 AM

50

Aurora Subdivision

6/27/2017 10:38 AM

51

99712

6/27/2017 10:36 AM

52

99709

6/27/2017 10:08 AM

53

99709

6/27/2017 10:06 AM

54

99705, Eielson Farm Road

6/27/2017 10:05 AM

55

99712

6/27/2017 9:42 AM

56

99709

6/27/2017 9:33 AM

57

99709

6/27/2017 9:29 AM

58

99705

6/27/2017 9:27 AM

59

99712

6/27/2017 9:26 AM

60

99705

6/27/2017 9:19 AM

61

99709

6/27/2017 9:18 AM

62

99709 Aurora

6/27/2017 9:15 AM

63

99708

6/27/2017 8:59 AM

64

1225 3rd Avenue FBKS AK 99701

6/27/2017 8:36 AM

65

99709

6/27/2017 7:57 AM

66

99705

6/27/2017 7:09 AM

67

99709

6/27/2017 6:40 AM

68

99709

6/27/2017 12:16 AM

69

99701

6/27/2017 12:07 AM

70

99701

6/26/2017 11:36 PM

71

99701

6/26/2017 11:26 PM

72

Island Homes

6/26/2017 10:27 PM

73

99709

6/26/2017 10:26 PM

74

99709

6/26/2017 10:06 PM

75

99712

6/26/2017 9:59 PM

76

99709

6/26/2017 9:51 PM
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77

99701

6/26/2017 9:26 PM

78

99709

6/26/2017 9:17 PM

79

99709

6/26/2017 9:12 PM

80

99705

6/26/2017 9:01 PM

81

99709

6/26/2017 7:15 PM

82

99709

6/26/2017 6:41 PM

83

99709

6/26/2017 6:30 PM

84

99712

6/26/2017 6:04 PM

85

Harding Lake 99714

6/26/2017 6:04 PM

86

Cripple creek

6/26/2017 5:51 PM

87

99714

6/26/2017 5:44 PM

88

99714

6/26/2017 5:43 PM

89

99709

6/26/2017 4:57 PM

90

99705

6/26/2017 4:50 PM

91

99701

6/26/2017 4:39 PM

92

99701

6/26/2017 4:15 PM

93

99705

6/26/2017 4:12 PM

94

famers loop 99709

6/26/2017 4:06 PM

95

99709

6/26/2017 3:45 PM

96

99709

6/26/2017 3:39 PM

97

99709

6/26/2017 3:27 PM

98

99709

6/26/2017 3:24 PM

99

99709

6/26/2017 3:09 PM

100

Chena Ridge 99709

6/26/2017 3:07 PM

101

Chena Ridge 99709

6/26/2017 3:04 PM

102

99709

6/26/2017 2:56 PM

103

99709

6/26/2017 2:53 PM

104

99709-western slightly south of Ester and Chena Ridge-RE-4

6/26/2017 2:46 PM

105

West Fairbanks 99709

6/26/2017 2:42 PM

106

99703

6/26/2017 2:41 PM

107

99705

6/26/2017 2:40 PM

108

99705

6/26/2017 2:40 PM

109

99709

6/26/2017 2:33 PM

110

99701

6/26/2017 2:33 PM

111

Island Homes. 99701

6/26/2017 2:30 PM

112

99701

6/26/2017 2:25 PM

113

99708

6/26/2017 2:20 PM

114

99705

6/26/2017 2:16 PM

115

99709

6/26/2017 2:15 PM

116

99701

6/26/2017 2:08 PM

117

99701

6/26/2017 1:59 PM
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118

99709

6/26/2017 1:51 PM

119

99709

6/26/2017 1:37 PM

120

99709

6/26/2017 1:32 PM

121

99705

6/26/2017 1:09 PM

122

99712

6/26/2017 12:56 PM

123

99709

6/26/2017 12:54 PM

124

99701

6/26/2017 12:51 PM

125

99705

6/26/2017 12:37 PM

126

99709

6/26/2017 12:25 PM

127

Cripple Creek Neighborhood

6/26/2017 11:54 AM

128

99705

6/26/2017 11:50 AM

129

99709

6/26/2017 11:48 AM

130

99709

6/26/2017 11:26 AM

131

99709

6/26/2017 11:18 AM

132

99709

6/26/2017 11:14 AM

133

99705

6/26/2017 11:02 AM

134

99709

6/26/2017 10:59 AM

135

99712

6/26/2017 10:57 AM

136

99709 ,Aurora, former Ester resident..

6/26/2017 10:54 AM

137

99709

6/26/2017 10:36 AM

138

99705

6/26/2017 10:22 AM

139

99709

6/26/2017 10:05 AM

140

99709

6/26/2017 9:46 AM

141

99709

6/26/2017 9:18 AM

142

99709

6/26/2017 9:06 AM

143

99701

6/26/2017 8:49 AM

144

99712

6/26/2017 8:46 AM

145

99709

6/26/2017 8:25 AM

146

99725

6/26/2017 8:08 AM

147

99705

6/26/2017 8:02 AM

148

99709

6/26/2017 7:57 AM

149

99701

6/26/2017 7:51 AM

150

99712

6/26/2017 7:46 AM

151

99709

6/26/2017 7:45 AM

152

99709

6/26/2017 7:26 AM

153

99709 ? I don't get mail at home

6/26/2017 7:15 AM

154

99701

6/26/2017 6:28 AM

155

99705

6/26/2017 6:22 AM

156

99705

6/26/2017 5:56 AM

157

99712

6/26/2017 4:50 AM

158

99705

6/26/2017 4:10 AM
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159

99705

6/26/2017 4:04 AM

160

99701

6/26/2017 3:20 AM

161

90701

6/26/2017 1:36 AM

162

99709

6/26/2017 1:11 AM

163

99709

6/26/2017 1:00 AM

164

99709

6/26/2017 12:20 AM

165

99712

6/26/2017 12:05 AM

166

99705

6/25/2017 11:51 PM

167

99712

6/25/2017 11:49 PM

168

99701

6/25/2017 11:47 PM

169

99709

6/25/2017 11:46 PM

170

99709

6/25/2017 11:45 PM

171

99709

6/25/2017 11:44 PM

172

99709

6/25/2017 11:35 PM

173

99701

6/25/2017 11:31 PM

174

99714

6/25/2017 11:29 PM

175

99712

6/25/2017 11:26 PM

176

99709

6/25/2017 11:22 PM

177

College/Birch Lane

6/25/2017 11:17 PM

178

99712

6/25/2017 11:09 PM

179

99701

6/25/2017 11:08 PM

180

99712

6/25/2017 11:04 PM

181

Hamilton Acres

6/25/2017 11:04 PM

182

Newby Park. 99705

6/25/2017 10:49 PM

183

99705

6/25/2017 10:45 PM

184

99705

6/25/2017 10:38 PM

185

99712

6/25/2017 10:37 PM

186

99705

6/25/2017 10:31 PM

187

99701

6/25/2017 10:28 PM

188

99701

6/25/2017 10:27 PM

189

99708

6/25/2017 10:21 PM

190

99705

6/25/2017 10:19 PM

191

99709

6/25/2017 10:19 PM

192

99709

6/25/2017 10:12 PM

193

99709

6/25/2017 10:08 PM

194

99701

6/25/2017 10:00 PM

195

99712

6/25/2017 9:55 PM

196

99705

6/25/2017 9:52 PM

197

99705 off badger road

6/25/2017 9:49 PM

198

99709

6/25/2017 9:45 PM

199

99709

6/25/2017 9:42 PM
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200

99709

6/25/2017 9:37 PM

201

99705

6/25/2017 9:36 PM

202

99705

6/25/2017 9:31 PM

203

Ester 99709

6/25/2017 9:31 PM

204

99709

6/25/2017 9:19 PM

205

99705

6/25/2017 9:17 PM

206

99709

6/25/2017 9:14 PM

207

99705

6/25/2017 9:12 PM

208

99705

6/25/2017 9:11 PM

209

99709

6/25/2017 9:06 PM

210

99705

6/25/2017 9:04 PM

211

99703

6/25/2017 8:54 PM

212

99701

6/25/2017 8:50 PM

213

99702

6/25/2017 8:48 PM

214

99709

6/25/2017 8:46 PM

215

99725

6/25/2017 8:43 PM

216

99709

6/25/2017 8:35 PM

217

99712

6/25/2017 8:32 PM

218

99712

6/25/2017 8:27 PM

219

99712 get your budget fixed , stop pissing away money on stuff like this , half of our roads you
can't get a car on them but we can build big money bike paths , figure out a way to spend the
federal grants on something that will help the people instead getting something going that will
get neighbors in a fight ? After we had our problem with the horse shit we went to the bourough
couple assholes St John & Stantley that didn't even live close to us said we were over acting ?

6/25/2017 8:26 PM

220

aurora 99709

6/25/2017 8:23 PM

221

99709

6/25/2017 7:59 PM

222

99709

6/25/2017 7:54 PM

223

Rosie creek trail, 99709

6/25/2017 7:39 PM

224

99705 Dawson area

6/25/2017 7:35 PM

225

99709

6/25/2017 7:32 PM

226

99712

6/25/2017 7:32 PM

227

99712

6/25/2017 7:25 PM

228

99701

6/25/2017 7:24 PM

229

99709

6/25/2017 7:09 PM

230

Badger road 99705

6/25/2017 7:05 PM

231

99705

6/25/2017 6:56 PM

232

99705

6/25/2017 6:42 PM

233

99709

6/25/2017 6:36 PM

234

N/A

6/25/2017 6:26 PM

235

99714

6/25/2017 6:17 PM

236

99701

6/25/2017 6:09 PM

237

N/A I'm in the Wasilla area. 99687

6/25/2017 6:08 PM
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238

99712

6/25/2017 6:06 PM

239

99709

6/25/2017 6:05 PM

240

99701

6/25/2017 6:03 PM

241

North Pole 99705

6/25/2017 6:01 PM

242

99712

6/25/2017 5:50 PM

243

99725

6/25/2017 5:38 PM

244

99712

6/25/2017 5:28 PM

245

99712

6/25/2017 5:24 PM

246

99705

6/25/2017 5:20 PM

247

99701

6/25/2017 5:20 PM

248

99703

6/25/2017 5:19 PM

249

99705

6/25/2017 5:19 PM

250

99712

6/25/2017 5:16 PM

251

Hamilton Acres 99701

6/25/2017 5:10 PM

252

99701

6/25/2017 5:10 PM

253

99705

6/25/2017 5:08 PM

254

99725

6/25/2017 5:01 PM

255

99705

6/25/2017 4:58 PM

256

99701

6/25/2017 4:52 PM

257

99701

6/25/2017 4:45 PM

258

99705

6/25/2017 4:44 PM

259

99709

6/25/2017 4:41 PM

260

99701

6/25/2017 4:37 PM

261

99701

6/25/2017 4:31 PM

262

99709

6/25/2017 4:30 PM

263

99701

6/25/2017 4:25 PM

264

99705

6/25/2017 4:03 PM

265

99705

6/25/2017 3:38 PM

266

99712

6/25/2017 3:37 PM

267

99712

6/25/2017 3:29 PM

268

99712

6/25/2017 3:28 PM

269

99705

6/25/2017 3:28 PM

270

99705

6/25/2017 3:03 PM

271

99705

6/25/2017 3:01 PM

272

99709

6/25/2017 2:43 PM

273

99508

6/25/2017 2:38 PM

274

99701

6/25/2017 2:36 PM

275

99705

6/25/2017 2:33 PM

276

99712

6/25/2017 2:31 PM

277

99712

6/25/2017 2:25 PM

278

99705

6/25/2017 2:14 PM
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279

99705

6/25/2017 2:11 PM

280

99709

6/25/2017 2:08 PM

281

99709

6/25/2017 2:03 PM

282

99705

6/25/2017 2:01 PM

283

99705 Badger Rd area

6/25/2017 2:00 PM

284

99705

6/25/2017 1:51 PM

285

99712

6/25/2017 1:43 PM

286

99701

6/25/2017 1:35 PM

287

99709

6/25/2017 1:32 PM

288

99709

6/25/2017 1:26 PM

289

99709

6/25/2017 1:06 PM

290

99725

6/25/2017 12:59 PM

291

99712

6/25/2017 12:48 PM

292

99714

6/25/2017 12:38 PM

293

99712

6/25/2017 12:36 PM

294

Badger Road

6/25/2017 12:35 PM

295

99712

6/25/2017 12:19 PM

296

99709

6/25/2017 12:18 PM

297

99705

6/25/2017 12:18 PM

298

99712

6/25/2017 12:18 PM

299

99701

6/25/2017 12:11 PM

300

college road

6/25/2017 12:09 PM

301

99709

6/25/2017 12:06 PM

302

99709

6/25/2017 12:03 PM

303

99712

6/25/2017 12:03 PM

304

99709

6/25/2017 11:47 AM

305

99713

6/25/2017 11:47 AM

306

99709

6/25/2017 11:45 AM

307

99705

6/25/2017 11:39 AM

308

99701

6/25/2017 11:38 AM

309

99705

6/25/2017 11:35 AM

310

99705

6/25/2017 11:34 AM

311

99705

6/25/2017 11:32 AM

312

99705

6/25/2017 11:28 AM

313

99709

6/25/2017 11:25 AM

314

99705

6/25/2017 11:24 AM

315

99709

6/25/2017 11:24 AM

316

99701. Cowles area

6/25/2017 11:23 AM

317

Freeman rd

6/25/2017 11:20 AM

318

99709

6/25/2017 11:04 AM

319

99709

6/25/2017 11:02 AM
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320

99701

6/25/2017 10:58 AM

321

99709

6/25/2017 10:55 AM

322

99712

6/25/2017 10:51 AM

323

99795

6/25/2017 10:50 AM

324

99712

6/25/2017 10:45 AM

325

99712

6/25/2017 10:44 AM

326

99709

6/25/2017 10:38 AM

327

99705

6/25/2017 10:37 AM

328

White Spruce Dr, off Dawson 99705

6/25/2017 10:31 AM

329

99709

6/25/2017 10:28 AM

330

99705

6/25/2017 10:27 AM

331

99712

6/25/2017 10:25 AM

332

99705

6/25/2017 10:22 AM

333

99709

6/25/2017 10:20 AM

334

99712

6/25/2017 10:18 AM

335

99705

6/25/2017 10:16 AM

336

99705

6/25/2017 10:12 AM

337

99712

6/25/2017 10:11 AM

338

99705

6/25/2017 10:06 AM

339

99709

6/25/2017 10:06 AM

340

99712

6/25/2017 10:03 AM

341

99716

6/25/2017 10:02 AM

342

99712

6/25/2017 10:00 AM

343

99701

6/25/2017 9:57 AM

344

99701

6/25/2017 9:56 AM

345

99712

6/25/2017 9:55 AM

346

99712

6/25/2017 9:54 AM

347

99714

6/25/2017 9:53 AM

348

99705

6/25/2017 9:53 AM

349

99705

6/25/2017 9:50 AM

350

99709

6/25/2017 9:47 AM

351

99701

6/25/2017 9:46 AM

352

99712

6/25/2017 9:45 AM

353

99705

6/25/2017 9:44 AM

354

99701

6/25/2017 9:43 AM

355

99701

6/25/2017 9:42 AM

356

99701 and 99709

6/25/2017 9:42 AM

357

99712

6/25/2017 9:41 AM

358

99701

6/25/2017 9:37 AM

359

Wildview Acres, 99712

6/25/2017 9:37 AM

360

99701

6/25/2017 9:37 AM
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361

99709

6/25/2017 9:37 AM

362

99709

6/25/2017 9:34 AM

363

99705

6/25/2017 9:27 AM

364

99709

6/25/2017 9:26 AM

365

99712

6/25/2017 9:26 AM

366

99705

6/25/2017 9:23 AM

367

99701

6/25/2017 9:18 AM

368

99709

6/25/2017 9:18 AM

369

99709

6/25/2017 9:14 AM

370

99709

6/25/2017 9:13 AM

371

99709

6/25/2017 9:05 AM

372

99709

6/25/2017 9:03 AM

373

99705

6/25/2017 9:03 AM

374

99701

6/25/2017 9:02 AM

375

99709

6/25/2017 9:01 AM

376

99701

6/25/2017 9:01 AM

377

99709

6/25/2017 9:01 AM

378

99709

6/25/2017 8:57 AM

379

99809

6/25/2017 8:57 AM

380

99701

6/25/2017 8:51 AM

381

99709

6/25/2017 8:49 AM

382

99705

6/25/2017 8:45 AM

383

99712

6/25/2017 8:45 AM

384

99709

6/25/2017 8:44 AM

385

99725

6/25/2017 8:44 AM

386

99712

6/25/2017 8:43 AM

387

99702

6/25/2017 8:41 AM

388

99712

6/25/2017 8:37 AM

389

99705

6/25/2017 8:36 AM

390

99709

6/25/2017 8:33 AM

391

99712

6/25/2017 8:29 AM

392

99701

6/25/2017 8:28 AM

393

99703

6/25/2017 8:27 AM

394

99712

6/25/2017 8:25 AM

395

99712

6/25/2017 8:23 AM

396

99712

6/25/2017 8:18 AM

397

99709

6/25/2017 8:17 AM

398

99710

6/25/2017 8:15 AM

399

99709

6/25/2017 8:13 AM

400

99709

6/25/2017 8:12 AM

401

99712

6/25/2017 8:03 AM
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402

99705

6/25/2017 7:59 AM

403

99705

6/25/2017 7:58 AM

404

99714

6/25/2017 7:55 AM

405

99737

6/25/2017 7:55 AM

406

99709

6/25/2017 7:48 AM

407

99709

6/25/2017 7:46 AM

408

99705

6/25/2017 7:44 AM

409

99709

6/25/2017 7:43 AM

410

99701

6/25/2017 7:42 AM

411

99709

6/25/2017 7:38 AM

412

99709

6/25/2017 7:38 AM

413

99709

6/25/2017 7:36 AM

414

99709

6/25/2017 7:35 AM

415

99705

6/25/2017 7:34 AM

416

99712

6/25/2017 7:29 AM

417

99709

6/25/2017 7:24 AM

418

99706

6/25/2017 7:21 AM

419

99712

6/25/2017 7:19 AM

420

99705

6/25/2017 7:14 AM

421

99701

6/25/2017 7:09 AM

422

99712

6/25/2017 7:05 AM

423

99709

6/25/2017 7:00 AM

424

99709

6/25/2017 6:54 AM

425

Gold stream

6/25/2017 6:50 AM

426

99705

6/25/2017 6:44 AM

427

99705

6/25/2017 6:31 AM

428

99705

6/25/2017 6:22 AM

429

99712

6/25/2017 6:22 AM

430

99709

6/25/2017 6:21 AM

431

99701

6/25/2017 6:17 AM

432

99705

6/25/2017 6:02 AM

433

99712

6/25/2017 5:59 AM

434

99709

6/25/2017 5:57 AM

435

99712

6/25/2017 5:55 AM

436

99705

6/25/2017 5:30 AM

437

99712

6/25/2017 4:56 AM

438

99712

6/25/2017 4:31 AM

439

99705

6/25/2017 4:16 AM

440

99705

6/25/2017 3:46 AM

441

99701

6/25/2017 3:39 AM

442

99709

6/25/2017 3:38 AM
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443

99709

6/25/2017 3:04 AM

444

99709

6/25/2017 2:59 AM

445

99709

6/25/2017 2:18 AM

446

99705

6/25/2017 2:14 AM

447

99709

6/25/2017 2:03 AM

448

99705

6/25/2017 1:57 AM

449

99701

6/25/2017 1:57 AM

450

99712

6/25/2017 1:54 AM

451

99709

6/25/2017 1:54 AM

452

99705

6/25/2017 1:52 AM

453

99712

6/25/2017 1:51 AM

454

99709

6/25/2017 1:41 AM

455

99709

6/25/2017 1:40 AM

456

99705

6/25/2017 1:37 AM

457

99709

6/25/2017 1:33 AM

458

99709

6/25/2017 1:31 AM

459

99712

6/25/2017 1:27 AM

460

99705

6/25/2017 1:10 AM

461

99709

6/25/2017 1:08 AM

462

99711

6/25/2017 1:07 AM

463

99709

6/25/2017 1:05 AM

464

99725

6/25/2017 1:05 AM

465

Island homes

6/25/2017 1:02 AM

466

99705

6/25/2017 1:01 AM

467

99701

6/25/2017 12:40 AM

468

99712

6/25/2017 12:37 AM

469

99712

6/25/2017 12:34 AM

470

99712

6/25/2017 12:31 AM

471

99705

6/25/2017 12:31 AM

472

99705

6/25/2017 12:30 AM

473

99705

6/25/2017 12:28 AM

474

99701

6/25/2017 12:26 AM

475

99705

6/25/2017 12:25 AM

476

City Limits

6/25/2017 12:23 AM

477

99701 Hamilton acres

6/25/2017 12:22 AM

478

99705

6/25/2017 12:19 AM

479

99712

6/25/2017 12:14 AM

480

99701

6/25/2017 12:07 AM

481

99705

6/25/2017 12:06 AM

482

99712

6/25/2017 12:06 AM

483

99709

6/25/2017 12:06 AM
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484

99701

6/25/2017 12:05 AM

485

99705

6/25/2017 12:05 AM

486

99791

6/25/2017 12:01 AM

487

99709

6/25/2017 12:00 AM

488

99701 Walden estate

6/25/2017 12:00 AM

489

99701

6/24/2017 11:53 PM

490

99712

6/24/2017 11:52 PM

491

99709 (Aurora subdivision)

6/24/2017 11:52 PM

492

99712

6/24/2017 11:51 PM

493

99705

6/24/2017 11:48 PM

494

99705

6/24/2017 11:48 PM

495

99705

6/24/2017 11:48 PM

496

99709

6/24/2017 11:48 PM

497

99701, 99709

6/24/2017 11:46 PM

498

99705

6/24/2017 11:45 PM

499

99709

6/24/2017 11:43 PM

500

99705

6/24/2017 11:42 PM

501

99709

6/24/2017 11:39 PM

502

99705

6/24/2017 11:37 PM

503

99705 -Badger Rd area

6/24/2017 11:37 PM

504

99705

6/24/2017 11:37 PM

505

99701

6/24/2017 11:34 PM

506

99705

6/24/2017 11:27 PM

507

99705

6/24/2017 11:27 PM

508

99712

6/24/2017 11:26 PM

509

99705

6/24/2017 11:21 PM

510

99712

6/24/2017 11:18 PM

511

99709

6/24/2017 11:14 PM

512

99705

6/24/2017 11:11 PM

513

99709

6/24/2017 11:11 PM

514

99712

6/24/2017 11:06 PM

515

99701

6/24/2017 11:01 PM

516

99712

6/24/2017 10:59 PM

517

Dawson Rd. North Pole 99705

6/24/2017 10:57 PM

518

99709

6/24/2017 10:57 PM

519

99709

6/24/2017 10:56 PM

520

Aurora

6/24/2017 10:56 PM

521

99701

6/24/2017 10:55 PM

522

99709

6/24/2017 10:53 PM

523

99709

6/24/2017 10:51 PM

524

99712

6/24/2017 10:45 PM
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525

99701

6/24/2017 10:45 PM

526

99705

6/24/2017 10:43 PM

527

99705

6/24/2017 10:38 PM

528

99709

6/24/2017 10:38 PM

529

99712

6/24/2017 10:38 PM

530

99712

6/24/2017 10:34 PM

531

99709

6/24/2017 10:16 PM

532

99707

6/24/2017 10:15 PM

533

99709

6/24/2017 10:15 PM

534

99709

6/24/2017 10:14 PM

535

99709

6/24/2017 10:11 PM

536

99701

6/24/2017 10:10 PM

537

99709

6/24/2017 10:03 PM

538

99712

6/24/2017 10:02 PM

539

99705

6/24/2017 10:01 PM

540

99705

6/24/2017 9:40 PM

541

99705

6/24/2017 9:38 PM

542

99705

6/24/2017 9:36 PM

543

99712

6/24/2017 9:32 PM

544

99709

6/24/2017 9:29 PM

545

North Pole 99705

6/24/2017 9:28 PM

546

99705

6/24/2017 9:21 PM

547

99712

6/24/2017 9:17 PM

548

99712

6/24/2017 9:11 PM

549

99709

6/24/2017 9:06 PM

550

99701

6/24/2017 9:01 PM

551

99712

6/24/2017 8:40 PM

552

99709

6/24/2017 8:38 PM

553

99725

6/24/2017 8:27 PM

554

99705

6/24/2017 8:25 PM

555

99705

6/24/2017 8:19 PM

556

99705

6/24/2017 8:04 PM

557

99705

6/24/2017 8:02 PM

558

99709

6/24/2017 8:02 PM

559

99709

6/24/2017 8:00 PM

560

99705

6/24/2017 8:00 PM

561

99701

6/24/2017 7:58 PM

562

99709

6/24/2017 7:53 PM

563

99705

6/24/2017 7:52 PM

564

99709

6/24/2017 7:52 PM

565

99709

6/24/2017 7:51 PM
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566

99709

6/24/2017 7:50 PM

567

99709

6/24/2017 7:35 PM

568

99708

6/24/2017 7:29 PM

569

99709

6/24/2017 7:17 PM

570

99709

6/24/2017 7:11 PM

571

99709

6/24/2017 7:11 PM

572

99701

6/24/2017 7:08 PM

573

99705

6/24/2017 7:06 PM

574

99712

6/24/2017 7:01 PM

575

99701

6/24/2017 6:58 PM

576

99705

6/24/2017 6:57 PM

577

99706

6/24/2017 6:56 PM

578

99703

6/24/2017 6:55 PM

579

99703

6/24/2017 6:54 PM

580

99701

6/24/2017 6:52 PM

581

99712

6/24/2017 6:48 PM

582

99709

6/24/2017 6:46 PM

583

99709

6/24/2017 6:45 PM

584

99705

6/24/2017 6:44 PM

585

99712

6/24/2017 6:41 PM

586

99701

6/24/2017 6:38 PM

587

99701

6/24/2017 6:37 PM

588

99712

6/24/2017 6:35 PM

589

99709

6/24/2017 6:32 PM

590

99705

6/24/2017 6:32 PM

591

99709

6/24/2017 6:22 PM

592

99709

6/24/2017 6:22 PM

593

99705

6/24/2017 6:21 PM

594

99705

6/24/2017 6:21 PM

595

99712

6/24/2017 6:13 PM

596

99709

6/24/2017 6:10 PM

597

99709

6/24/2017 6:08 PM

598

99705

6/24/2017 6:07 PM

599

Badger

6/24/2017 5:55 PM

600

99716

6/24/2017 4:39 PM

601

99712

6/24/2017 3:29 PM

602

99712

6/24/2017 2:36 PM

603

Shannon park

6/24/2017 2:33 PM

604

99712

6/24/2017 1:28 PM

605

99709

6/24/2017 1:15 PM

606

99709

6/24/2017 12:49 PM
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607

99712

6/24/2017 10:28 AM

608

99712

6/24/2017 8:44 AM

609

99701

6/24/2017 8:13 AM

610

99705

6/24/2017 7:57 AM

611

99701

6/24/2017 7:51 AM

612

99712

6/24/2017 7:26 AM

613

99712

6/24/2017 6:46 AM

614

99709

6/24/2017 6:25 AM

615

99712

6/24/2017 6:17 AM

616

99709

6/24/2017 1:42 AM

617

99709

6/24/2017 12:31 AM

618

99701

6/24/2017 12:26 AM

619

99712

6/24/2017 12:16 AM

620

99705

6/23/2017 11:35 PM

621

99709

6/23/2017 11:15 PM

622

99701

6/23/2017 10:31 PM

623

99709

6/23/2017 10:21 PM

624

99712

6/23/2017 10:19 PM

625

99709

6/23/2017 10:12 PM

626

99712

6/23/2017 10:04 PM

627

99701

6/23/2017 10:03 PM

628

99709

6/23/2017 9:57 PM

629

99709

6/23/2017 9:46 PM

630

99709

6/23/2017 9:35 PM

631

99709

6/23/2017 9:26 PM

632

99709

6/23/2017 9:25 PM

633

99712

6/23/2017 9:15 PM

634

99705

6/23/2017 9:13 PM

635

99705

6/23/2017 8:55 PM

636

99701, Slater Dr

6/23/2017 8:52 PM

637

99709

6/23/2017 8:45 PM

638

99709

6/23/2017 8:42 PM

639

99709

6/23/2017 8:30 PM

640

99709

6/23/2017 8:09 PM

641

99712

6/23/2017 8:06 PM

642

99709

6/23/2017 8:02 PM

643

99709

6/23/2017 7:39 PM

644

99709

6/23/2017 7:14 PM

645

99712

6/23/2017 6:51 PM

646

99709

6/23/2017 6:43 PM

647

99709

6/23/2017 6:35 PM
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648

99712

6/23/2017 6:17 PM

649

99709

6/23/2017 6:13 PM

650

99709 farmers loop

6/23/2017 5:55 PM

651

99709

6/23/2017 5:38 PM

652

Clay Street Cemetery area, Downtown 99701

6/23/2017 5:33 PM

653

99701

6/23/2017 4:33 PM

654

99709

6/23/2017 4:09 PM

655

99709

6/23/2017 4:07 PM

656

99712

6/23/2017 3:59 PM

657

99709

6/23/2017 3:51 PM

658

99709

6/23/2017 2:25 PM

659

99716. Two Rivers

6/23/2017 1:54 PM

660

99712

6/23/2017 1:42 PM

661

99716

6/23/2017 1:09 PM
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Q1 Please indicate whether or not you feel the following types of small
livestock are acceptable in urban residential zones and in rural-type
residential zones. (Acceptable, Acceptable with Limitations, Not
Acceptable)
Answered: 285

Skipped: 0

In urban residential zones (Ex. Hamilton Acres, Aurora Subdivision, Ford Subdivision,...
Bees
Rabbits
Female Goats
Male Goats
Sheep
Llamas and
alpacas

Laying Hens
Roosters
Meat Chickens
Ducks
Geese
Turkeys
Other
Specialty...
0%

10%

Acceptable

20%

30%

40%

50%

Acceptable with limitations

1/3

60%

70%

80%

Not acceptable

90% 100%
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In rural-type residential zones (Ex. Farmers Loop Area, Badger Road Area, Ester Area)...
Bees
Rabbits
Female Goats
Male Goats
Sheep
Llamas and
alpacas

Laying Hens
Roosters
Meat Chickens
Ducks
Geese
Turkeys
Other
Specialty...
0%

10%

Acceptable

20%

30%

40%

50%

Acceptable with limitations

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Not acceptable

In urban residential zones (Ex. Hamilton Acres, Aurora Subdivision, Ford Subdivision, etc).

ACCEPTABLE

ACCEPTABLE WITH
LIMITATIONS

NOT
ACCEPTABLE

TOTAL

53.71%
152

31.45%
89

14.84%
42

283

63.35%
178

27.76%
78

8.90%
25

281

32.38%
91

32.03%
90

35.59%
100

281

23.84%
67

33.81%
95

42.35%
119

281

28.78%
80

29.14%
81

42.09%
117

278

23.74%
66

25.18%
70

51.08%
142

278

Smaller pig breeds (i.e. potbelly and miniature
pigs)

36.69%
102

36.33%
101

26.98%
75

278

Laying Hens

58.21%
163

26.43%
74

15.36%
43

280

23.30%
65

31.18%
87

45.52%
127

279

43.93%
123

36.07%
101

20.00%
56

280

48.56%
135

31.29%
87

20.14%
56

278

Bees
Rabbits
Female Goats
Male Goats
Sheep
Llamas and alpacas

Roosters
Meat Chickens
Ducks

2/3

Attachment E: Full Results from Urban Agriculture Survey 2
Urban/Limited Agriculture II
Geese
Turkeys
Other Specialty poultry, birds or waterfowl
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39.64%
111

33.21%
93

27.14%
76

280

38.99%
108

33.94%
94

27.08%
75

277

40.31%
104

38.76%
100

20.93%
54

258

In rural-type residential zones (Ex. Farmers Loop Area, Badger Road Area, Ester Area).
ACCEPTABLE
Bees

ACCEPTABLE WITH
LIMITATIONS

NOT
ACCEPTABLE

TOTAL

84.86%
213

11.95%
30

3.19%
8

251

82.73%
206

13.65%
34

3.61%
9

249

73.60%
184

18.80%
47

7.60%
19

250

66.40%
166

26.00%
65

7.60%
19

250

70.28%
175

20.48%
51

9.24%
23

249

65.46%
163

22.49%
56

12.05%
30

249

Smaller pig breeds (i.e. potbelly and miniature
pigs)

71.37%
177

20.16%
50

8.47%
21

248

Laying Hens

80.65%
200

15.73%
39

3.63%
9

248

67.34%
167

22.98%
57

9.68%
24

248

75.71%
187

18.62%
46

5.67%
14

247

78.23%
194

16.53%
41

5.24%
13

248

75.40%
187

18.55%
46

6.05%
15

248

75.61%
186

17.07%
42

7.32%
18

246

74.14%
172

19.40%
45

6.47%
15

232

Rabbits
Female Goats
Male Goats
Sheep
Llamas and alpacas

Roosters
Meat Chickens
Ducks
Geese
Turkeys
Other Specialty poultry, birds or waterfowl
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Q2 Please check the boxes for the statements that you agree
with regarding small livestock in urban residential zones and rural-type
residential zones. (If you agree with the statement as it applies to both
zone types, check mark the boxes in both columns. If you disagree with
the statement entirely, leave the boxes for that row blank.)
Answered: 282

There should
be no zoning...

Small
livestock...

Noisy animals
such as...

All livestock
should be ke...

The number of
livestock...

There should
be a maximum...

Small
livestock...

Animal
enclosures...

1/4

Skipped: 3
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Animal
enclosures...

A plan or
standard for...

If a site
where livest...

On-site
slaughtering...

On-site
slaughtering...

Small
livestock...

Pens and coops
should be...

Onsite
sales/bringi...

Small
livestock...

Beehives
should be...

Beehives
should have...

2/4
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should have...

Beehives
should be...

Beehives
should only ...

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

In urban residential zones (Ex. Hamilton Acres, Aurora Subdivision, Ford Subdivision, etc)...
In rural-type residential zones (Ex. Farmers Loop Area, Badger Road Area).
IN URBAN RESIDENTIAL ZONES
(EX. HAMILTON ACRES, AURORA
SUBDIVISION, FORD SUBDIVISION,
ETC).

IN RURAL-TYPE RESIDENTIAL
ZONES (EX. FARMERS LOOP
AREA, BADGER ROAD AREA).

TOTAL
RESPONDENTS

There should be no zoning restrictions on
small livestock. (If you check both boxes,
please continue to question 3)

48.69%
93

97.38%
186

191

Small livestock should not be permitted.
(If you check both boxes, please continue
to question 3)

93.06%
67

34.72%
25

72

Noisy animals such as roosters should be
prohibited.

98.14%
158

24.22%
39

161

All livestock should be kept a certain
distance from neighboring properties.

94.41%
152

62.73%
101

161

The number of livestock allowed on each
lot should be related to the size of the lot
(e.g., larger lot size equals more
animals).

92.23%
190

66.99%
138

206

There should be a maximum number of
animals per lot, regardless of lot size.

96.52%
111

50.43%
58

115

Small livestock should only be allowed on
large lots.

79.71%
55

71.01%
49

69

Animal enclosures should be subject to
the same setbacks as all other structures.

96.69%
146

64.24%
97

151

Animal enclosures should have greater
setback requirements than the zoning
standard.

90.63%
58

71.88%
46

64

A plan or standard for managing waste
should be required for small livestock.

96.77%
180

66.13%
123

186

If a site where livestock are kept is
attracting vermin, mitigation should be
required.

97.87%
184

63.83%
120

188

On-site slaughtering should not be
permitted.

97.85%
91

35.48%
33

93
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On-site slaughtering should not take
place within public view.

94.52%
138

54.11%
79

146

Small livestock should be required to be
contained within a fence or enclosure.

98.13%
210

59.81%
128

214

Pens and coops should be required to be
screened from public view.

92.73%
51

52.73%
29

55

Onsite sales/bringing consumers to the
site should be prohibited or limited.

98.10%
103

45.71%
48

105

Small livestock should not be permitted to
be located in the front yard.

96.88%
93

41.67%
40

96

Beehives should be subject to the same
setbacks as all other structures.

94.64%
106

63.39%
71

112

Beehives should have greater setback
requirements than the zoning standard.

94.03%
63

62.69%
42

67

Beehives should be required to be fenced
if near a neighboring property to
encourage bees to use a higher flyway.

97.65%
83

49.41%
42

85

Beehives should only be allowed on large
lots

93.33%
56

63.33%
38

60
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Q3 Please indicate whether or not you feel the following agricultural
practices are acceptable in urban residential zones and in rural-type
residential zones.
Answered: 279

Skipped: 6

In urban residential zones (Ex. Hamilton Acres, Aurora Subdivision, Ford Subdivision,...
Ornamental
flowers
Produce grown
for sale
Retail
nurseries
Hay and forage
crops
Commercial
greenhouses...
Commercial
indoor growi...
Pick-your-own
farm operati...
0%

10%

Acceptable

20%

30%

40%

50%

Acceptable with conditions
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In rural-type residential zones (Ex. Farmers Loop Area, Badger Road Area, etc).
Ornamental
flowers
Produce grown
for sale
Retail
nurseries
Hay and forage
crops
Commercial
greenhouses...
Commercial
indoor growi...
Pick-your-own
farm operati...
0%

10%

20%

Acceptable

30%

40%

50%

60%

Acceptable with conditions

70%

80%

90% 100%

Not acceptable

In urban residential zones (Ex. Hamilton Acres, Aurora Subdivision, Ford Subdivision, etc).

ACCEPTABLE

ACCEPTABLE WITH
CONDITIONS

NOT
ACCEPTABLE

TOTAL

92.11%
257

5.38%
15

2.51%
7

279

71.33%
199

21.15%
59

7.53%
21

279

45.13%
125

31.77%
88

23.10%
64

277

44.60%
124

23.74%
66

31.65%
88

278

45.68%
127

33.45%
93

20.86%
58

278

Commercial indoor growing operations (not including
marijuana)

58.63%
163

25.90%
72

15.47%
43

278

Pick-your-own farm operations (berries, rhubarb, etc.)

44.36%
122

31.27%
86

24.36%
67

275

Ornamental flowers
Produce grown for sale
Retail nurseries
Hay and forage crops
Commercial greenhouses (transparent structures)

In rural-type residential zones (Ex. Farmers Loop Area, Badger Road Area, etc).

ACCEPTABLE
Ornamental flowers
Produce grown for sale
Retail nurseries

ACCEPTABLE WITH
CONDITIONS

NOT
ACCEPTABLE

TOTAL

95.09%
213

3.57%
8

1.34%
3

224

86.22%
194

11.11%
25

2.67%
6

225

74.11%
166

20.54%
46

5.36%
12

224
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79.11%
178

15.11%
34

5.78%
13

225

76.00%
171

20.00%
45

4.00%
9

225

Commercial indoor growing operations (not including
marijuana)

80.44%
181

16.00%
36

3.56%
8

225

Pick-your-own farm operations (berries, rhubarb, etc.)

75.45%
169

20.54%
46

4.02%
9

224

Commercial greenhouses (transparent structures)
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Q4 Please check the boxes for the statements that you agree
with regarding commercial agriculture in urban residential zones and in
rural-type residential zones. (If you agree with the statement as it applies
to both zone types, check mark the boxes in both columns. If you
disagree with the statement entirely, leave the boxes for that row blank.)
Answered: 276

There should
be no zoning...

Commercial
agriculture...

Commercial
agriculture...

Commercial
agriculture...

Commercial
agriculture...

Hours of
delivery to ...

The scale or
intensity of...

Onsite
sales/bringi...
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Hours of
operation of...

Commercial
agriculture...

Pesticides
should be...

Pesticide
application...

Only
pesticides...

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

In urban residential zones (Ex. Hamilton Acres, Aurora Subdivision, Ford Subdivision, etc)...
In rural-type residential zones (Ex. Farmers Loop Area, Badger Road Area, etc).
IN URBAN RESIDENTIAL ZONES
(EX. HAMILTON ACRES,
AURORA SUBDIVISION, FORD
SUBDIVISION, ETC).

IN RURAL-TYPE
RESIDENTIAL ZONES (EX.
FARMERS LOOP AREA,
BADGER ROAD AREA, ETC).

56.36%
93

95.15%
157

165

100.00%
66

22.73%
15

66

Commercial agriculture plots and greenhouses
should be shielded from public view.

95.00%
38

40.00%
16

40

Commercial agriculture plots and greenhouses
should not be permitted in the front yard.

97.26%
71

49.32%
36

73

Commercial agriculture plots should have
setback requirements from neighboring
properties.

93.04%
107

72.17%
83

115

Hours of delivery to and from the commercial
agriculture site should be limited to certain times
of the day.

97.04%
164

49.70%
84

169

There should be no zoning restrictions on
commercial agriculture. (If you check both
boxes, please continue to question 5)
Commercial agriculture should not be permitted.
(If you check both boxes, please continue to
question 5)
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The scale or intensity of commercial agriculture
should be limited (percent of lot coverage,
overall size of area under cultivation, volume or
earnings from sales).

93.75%
120

47.66%
61

128

Onsite sales/bringing consumers to the
agricultural site should be prohibited/limited.

97.85%
91

46.24%
43

93

Hours of operation of noisy machinery should
be limited to daytime hours.

96.92%
189

58.46%
114

195

Commercial agriculture should only be
permitted on large lots.

77.03%
57

62.16%
46

74

Pesticides should be prohibited.

98.44%
126

69.53%
89

128

Pesticide application should be limited to a
setback distance from property lines (neighbors,
water bodies, roads, etc.).

96.18%
151

82.80%
130

157

Only pesticides designed for household use, not
commercial use, should be permitted.

96.52%
111

64.35%
74

115
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Q5 Please share any additional thoughts and concerns regarding landuse regulation of small livestock and/or small-scale commercial
agriculture.
Answered: 71

Skipped: 214

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

We would be within hearing distance and our neighbors are very bad about fences and monitoring
their dog and other animals. We anticipate this neighborhood will be miserable if small livestock
are added.

8/18/2017 10:23 PM

2

Livestock smell and waste disposal is definitely part of the problem

8/16/2017 12:10 PM

3

There should be NO FARMING within the ity limits.

8/16/2017 11:04 AM

4

I encourage food security in the Interior. I encourage anyone/everyone to garden and have
animals...but understand need to appease neighbors. Although personally I love having animals
and gardens everywhere!

8/15/2017 7:09 AM

5

Although I am in support of the urban agriculture movement, I live in downtown Fairbanks where
houses and apartment buildings are far closer together than other areas of Fairbanks. We have
enough issues with current noise pollution and parking problems, I can only imagine how difficult
things would become if one of my neighbors decided to start raising fowl or growing a commercial
garden withe heavy equipment, frequent public visitors, etc.. I would support this initiative if it did
not directly effect the downtown core and other densely populated parts of Fairbanks. As it is we
have enough neighborhood issues regarding trees growing through fences, construction outside of
city ordinance allowable hours, etc. Since those ordinances are not being enforced, how can we
ensure that any new ordinaces related to this topic will be? For those reasons I am against this
being enacted in downtown Fairbanks.

8/14/2017 12:19 PM

6

Animals like pigs, goats, roosters and cows have no business in urban neighborhoods.

8/13/2017 2:39 PM

7

I wholeheartedly support increased self-reliance and within-community food production, focus on
agriculture and animal husbandry, and flexible cottage industry that diversifies our community's
food production and self-employment opportunities. Thank you for paying attention to this newly reemerging trend. Our neighborhood is currently going through a difficult but instructive conflict over
sled dog kennel permitting which highlights the need for animal and commercial operations to be
very respectful of neighborhood desires and impacts that one household can have on surrounding
property owners. This survey is a step in the right direction! In general, I support as much freedom
as possible for Borough residents, but neighborhood standards and existing conditions should be
carefully assessed in advance of introducing new practices. This should be the job of the
proponent, but the Borough can help encourage diversified uses of properties for agriculture and
self-employment by assuming that uses are permissible unless neighbors object. I believe the
conditional use approach is a good one.

8/11/2017 7:37 AM

8

Keep farming in the country away from people

8/9/2017 9:09 PM

9

If not done properly could be issues in town with animals and slaughtering.. As far as
agriculture,we all need veggies..

8/9/2017 8:57 PM

10

I am especially against both in urban areas. I believe it will adversely effect property values. And,
can you imagine living next door to a billy goat or pigs?

8/9/2017 5:07 PM

11

I have had neighbors over the years who can not clean up after their dog. Since their yard gets
east through south facing sun, their yard reeks at times. Since I am in a wheelchair and work in
the yard all the time, there have been times my eyes have watered from the stench. Allowing
livestock would be infinitely worse!

8/9/2017 4:32 PM

12

Some level of at least personal agriculture should be allowed involving beekeeping, agriculture,
and small livestock. Some is already happening without zoning regulations.

8/9/2017 4:09 PM

13

agricultural zones not residential

8/9/2017 3:16 PM
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14

Let people do what they want on their property within reason. If there are noise issues then they
can make a noise complaint. These type of ordinances are like HOAs and most people in Alaska
live here to get away from stuff like that. If my neighbor isn't bothering me and not doing anything
to

8/9/2017 3:03 PM

15

I have neighbors that had chicken and a rooster that crowed every minute of the day. 10 times a
minute, all day. I had another neighbor with a sheep that baaaa'd all day as well. Absolutely no
barnyard animal in the city!!!!!

8/9/2017 2:11 PM

16

think about the about the bodily waste from these animals in the ground water as in regarding
peoples drinking wells and smell and noise from animals a rooster calling all day and night is
annoying so is a turkey gobbling and the manure piles up smelling .

8/9/2017 2:01 PM

17

People need to be able to eat healthy and grow what they can themselves, to restrict thisnis
counterproductive to heir health and wellbeing. Quit the government interference and let people
take care of themselves.

8/9/2017 12:53 PM

18

Residential areas need to be protected from the smells, noises and traffic that result from
commercial enterprises.

8/9/2017 11:38 AM

19

common sense should prevail for residential areas, but rural areas should be fairly unrestricted.

8/9/2017 8:51 AM

20

I don't think there should be a lot of restrictions on agriculture and livestock in residential areas. As
long as people aren't slaughtering animals in public view or making lots of noise at night, I think
people should be able to do what they want on their own property.

8/8/2017 12:37 PM

21

Odor, runoff, waste, noise, and traffic should not be a disturbance to the neighborhood
(reasonably).

8/2/2017 6:01 AM

22

I think it is very good to encourage people to grow food at home, and I strongly support small scale
agriculture and floriculture in urban areas, as well as throughout the FNSB. But pesticides should
be closely monitored and restricted for public health - NO DRIFT ALLOWED! Animal numbers
should be very limited in urban areas to reduce possible noise/odor issues with neighbors. It would
be wise to have a citizen's agriculture board or FNSB board in place to resolve agriculture conflict
issues if they arise - some things may need case-by-case decisions and adjustments. So the "with
limitations" on first questions could be fine-tuned case by case; people participating in agricultural
endeavors should agree to abide by restrictions put in place by the FSNB / agriculture
committee/board.

8/1/2017 1:43 PM

23

Let the people grow food.

7/30/2017 10:05 AM

24

It will be tricky to find a balance between the rights of property owners and the rights of neighbors.
There must be a procedure for dealing with complaints about livestock or agriculture. In urban
areas, where there are more neighbors, the rights of neighbors should be of greater concern.

7/30/2017 9:52 AM

25

In urban neighborhoods the operations should be limited to non-sale use with regulations that
minimize the impact on surrounding property values.

7/29/2017 1:25 PM

26

Currently Mosquito Authority is spraying many locations and there is no knowledge what they use.
A friend's neighbor had his property sprayed and my friend now has no insects o his property,
including bees. many insects are beneficial to the native plants and this mass destruction could
have a very negative impact on the interior.

7/29/2017 11:27 AM

27

We live In Alaska not new York. You do this this a lot MORE people will move out of fnsb

7/29/2017 9:34 AM

28

NO restrictions is far better than bungling, heavy-handed, arbitrary violation of civil rights by petty
dictators who seek to impose their masturbatorial fantasies on free citizens.

7/29/2017 12:09 AM

29

I dislike the thought of imposing more strict regulations on agriculture. Is there already a noise
requirement in the particular zoning code? Then go with what is already established instead of
telling a farmer they can't operate their tiller until 9am when a next door neighbor has no
restrictions on when they can mow their lawn, etc. Agriculture should not be feared (smells, noise,
waste, vermin), but should be celebrated! Let's frame the conversation with all the benefits of local
agriculture instead of the potential worst case scenarios.

7/28/2017 11:37 PM

30

Dogs are typically a worse problem than small scale farming animals and plants

7/28/2017 11:11 PM

31

Smell worries me. A few animals would be fine but a medium to larger scale option might produce
unpleasant smells in tightnit neighborhoods.

7/28/2017 9:52 PM

32

Pets ok, commercial no

7/28/2017 5:30 PM
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33

My concern is are dogs chasing loose animals

7/28/2017 4:32 PM

34

I think if rural homes ( 1 acre ) want chickens or rabbits, must have written ok from neighbors.

7/28/2017 3:22 PM

35

No regulations should be passed to inhibit the practice of small scale agriculture as long as it does
not cause health issue and the property that such practices are being conducted can handle the
amount of production being done. The restriction on large animals should be considered only if
property is really small

7/28/2017 2:49 PM

36

NOT NEEDED!!!

7/28/2017 2:20 PM

37

Local food sources should not be interfered with.

7/28/2017 11:56 AM

38

My largest concern with small livestock is the noise and smell for homeowner's with properties next
to the animal owners

7/28/2017 10:57 AM

39

Small, personal use farms/gardens (non-commercial) should be permitted in both urban and rural
zones. The cost of fresh produce can be prohibitive. With that, the interest in building a more self
sustaining local base, and desire to encourage healthier lifestyles, people should not be limited in
how much of their property they can cultivate. However, the current limitations on using biosolids
as fertilizer should remain, as well as some requirements for limiting runoff and mitigating pests.

7/28/2017 10:38 AM

40

Bees is one thing that I think there should be only one limitation to. The worker bees, the only ones
that fly to get pollen, are docile. They don't get angree till you get in the hive, that's the only
limitation I feel should have is has to be certain distance from neighbors, 10-15 feet I think is
sufficient. Besides that, bees are easy, and they are completely non-bothersome. And they help
the local farmers and gardeners.

7/28/2017 6:34 AM

41

We are far from "food sources." Any local food growing should be supported.

7/27/2017 11:18 PM

42

Beekeeping should NOT be allowed in urban areas, period.

7/27/2017 10:15 PM

43

We're paying for our houses and land. As long as my animals are not lose and bothering people it
shouldn't matter what I raise. If it does someone can pay my grocery bill

7/27/2017 9:48 PM

44

Waste And dust control is essential, in both but especially in urban areas. BUT limitations on setbacks, containment, and control measures really need to be tailored [by knowledgeable input on
humane agricultural standards] to the crop or livestock type.

7/27/2017 4:58 PM

45

on smaller lots, or in denser neighborhoods, there probably should be limitations on how onsite
sales are conducted - although it is hard to imagine that a small ag business on a smaller
residential lot could generate so much traffic/interest as to cause congestion or noise issues with
neighbors.

7/27/2017 3:36 PM

46

My only main concern with livestock would be the possibility of someone owning way too many
animals in unsanitary/poor conditions. My concerns with commercial agriculture will on-site
sales/where customers will park.

7/27/2017 12:04 PM

47

Be Careful..............this could turn into a "Goat-Rope"

7/27/2017 10:31 AM

48

Thank you for seeking out public input on this matter. We support small scale community
agriculture and would like to see more of it in the area.

7/26/2017 6:57 PM

49

I have lived in an "urban" area of Fairbanks for nearly twenty years and had goats, ducks,
chickens, living on my neighbor's property. This was too close to myself and other
neighbors/residents. It was ridiculous! I could go on and on...not a good thing without zoning
regulations. Imagine looking out from your front yard to see a goat standing on top of an old car
with a flat tire(...that hadn't moved in years) dining on hay! B and B tourist would pause at the freak
show and take pictures!

7/26/2017 2:37 PM

50

Previous complaints against homeowners should be struck from records as a result of any
livestock change

7/26/2017 2:13 PM

51

I am very supportive of residential/small scale ag and livestock production for personal use. A bit to
sell, trade, share... Large scale Commercial production is another manner. Be very careful on the
size and scope you allow because it can become unmanageable with more neighborhood strife. If
I thought my fellow Alaskans were considerate and respectful of others in their living environments
and areas I would not have to say this, but I have found this not to be the case in the last decade.
Folks already disregard zoning in MANY residential zones, or get around it by anomalies of
multiple land use areas.

7/26/2017 1:40 PM
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52

As I said above, noise, smell, disposal of waste, and vermin infestations are big concerns for me.
Bees kept near someone with a life threatening allergy worry me as well. In regards to the plants,
fertilizer and pesticide use concern me.

7/26/2017 12:16 PM

53

I do not feel that rural areas would benefit from more oversight. Revisiting what urban settings
should allow is a good idea, but folks move to rural life in order to use their land how they see fit.

7/26/2017 11:33 AM

54

There is no mention of smell control. Have had neighbor with horses and prevailing breeze kept
the smell of the feces permeating my residence all summer, and occasionally in winter. What are
the enformcement / penalties for not complying with the regulations. Can see this issue developing
like having neighbor dogs barking: no enforcement, proof of the problem so onerous that it is
virtually impossible to prove or so expensive to get a lawyer that nothing is done to stop the
problem. In my neighborhood there are dogs barking 24/7. Individually the dogs don't pass the
threshold for enforcement, but in aggregate.... So there should be a neighborhood limitation on the
number of "urban farms",

7/26/2017 11:26 AM

55

I would be excited to see more of this activity in the FNSB. It will make for a more self sufficient
community and strengthen our community.

7/26/2017 10:39 AM

56

I will soon be giving on Badger Rd., and though I have no problem with small scale stuff, I don't
want to have to hear and smell it. I think there ought to be public hearing when someone applies
for small scale agriculture or farming

7/26/2017 8:24 AM

57

Lifting all restrictions can allow for both creativity (vermiculture/worm composting, aquaculture,
rental sheep for mowing lawns :) and a lot of hassles. I don't know how you regulate someone's
beehive so it doesn't sting the next door kid with anaphylactic reactions.. or whether the current
city trash service would be willing to pick up animal waste from ruminants/herbivores, or create a
downtown compost site. I'd be willing to be on some kind of committee that helps decide this stuff.
JUST bought a place on 5th Ave. I used to farm in Two Rivers

7/26/2017 8:22 AM

58

There could be a hearing and/or notice to object or vote on certain operations within the urban
areas.

7/25/2017 11:43 PM

59

I would be happy to meet in person. My family on Birch Lane lived next door-within 10 feet-of an
illegal 'farm'. It was a nightmare living situation. I can share the worst possible situation with you
and you can take steps-standards to help others avoid that situation. There were goats-male and
Female-chickens, roosters, ducks. About 20 animal total at the height of it last summer, 2016.

7/25/2017 9:21 PM

60

Land-use regulation should be protective of the community values and neighboring property
values. Agricultural use of a particular lot should not lead to permanent degradation and loss of
value of the land (say, by excessive erosion). Commercial agriculture regulations should be
protective of water supplies and native wildlife. Particularly for avian transmission, Alaska is
vulnerable to global transmission of disease (for example H5N1). Importation of livestock (bees,
chickens, sheep, swine, llama, cattle, etc.) and plants may need to be limited or quarantined from
certain regions (pacific rim, north america, Europe, Asia, etc) if a disease concern is identified.

7/25/2017 7:58 PM

61

I think our government leaders and elected officials need to focus on making sure their citizens
rights aren't violated, instead ways to violate them.

7/25/2017 7:35 PM

62

I really hope rezoning does not happen but if it does how will the rules be enforced ? The borough
can't even enforce the junk yard rule or illegal burning

7/25/2017 6:47 PM

63

It seems like this should be common sense. People who live on tiny lots in the middle of the city
shouldn't have a bunch of livestock. People who live in outlying areas should have more freedoms.
If only individuals as well as those making/enforcing laws could practice common sense, this
would be a non issue. How do covenants play into this?

7/25/2017 5:46 PM

64

My major concern is enforcement. The Borough has no money. It struggles to enforce the air
quality measures. If a neighbor has noisy livestock, too many animals, is causing odor, etc...I am
not confident that the Borough would have the resources to fix the problem.

7/25/2017 4:59 PM

65

Residential lots should not include commercial livestock or agricultural activities, period!

7/25/2017 4:57 PM

66

Protecting property value of neighborhoods in town is important due to the close proximity of
homes. While valuing the rights of others to use land for agriculture, some rules need to be in
place to keep one neighbor from creating an undesirable effect on the living conditions in the
neighborhood (smells, noise, added traffic, etc). I would expect common sense zoning laws to
protect the rights and property values of all residents. This is not as big an issue in rural areas
where the expectation is to have more freedom from others due to the larger areas between
neighbors.

7/25/2017 4:51 PM
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67

We need to be self sufficient in our community! Eating local will help all of our current generations
and our future generations! Let people do what they want where they live.

7/25/2017 3:09 PM

68

I would be concerned about the increase in traffic through neighborhoods and increase wear and
tear on the roads that are maintained by tax payer dollars. This increase traffic flow increases the
risk to children at play and noise in the area.

7/25/2017 2:37 PM

69

Livestock and agriculture have NO place in the urban sub-divisions of Fairbanks.

7/25/2017 2:24 PM

70

the less the better

7/25/2017 2:11 PM

71

One would hope common sense and consideration for neighbors would prevail. Sadly, this is too
often not the case. In both directions.

7/25/2017 1:39 PM
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Q7 Which best describes you? (Choose all that apply)
Answered: 282

Skipped: 3

Commercial
farmer
Commercial
livestock owner

Hobby farmer

Hobby
livestock ow...
Resident with
personal garden
Resident
without garden
Commercial or
hobby beekeeper
Other (please
specify)
0%
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40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Commercial farmer

5.32%

15

Commercial livestock owner

3.55%

10

Hobby farmer

18.44%

52

Hobby livestock owner (including small livestock)

29.43%

83

Resident with personal garden

67.02%

189

Resident without garden

17.38%

49

Commercial or hobby beekeeper

15.25%

43

Other (please specify)

9.22%

26

Total Respondents: 282
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Q8 What area in the FNSB do you reside in? Please select your zip
code.
Answered: 281

Skipped: 4

99701
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99703

99704

99705
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99707

99708

99709

99710

99711

99712
Other (please
specify)
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ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

99701

14.95%

42

99702

1.07%

3

99703

0.36%

1

0.00%

0

19.93%

56

99704
99705

1/2

Attachment E: Full Results from Urban Agriculture Survey 2
Urban/Limited Agriculture II

SurveyMonkey

99706

0.00%

0

99707

0.00%

0

99708

1.42%

4

99709

38.79%

99710

0.36%

1

99711

0.00%

0

99712

20.28%

57

Other (please specify)

2.85%

8

TOTAL

109

281
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Work Session/Feedback on
Urban / Limited Agriculture
Evaluation of Small-Scale Agricultural Operations
and Small Livestock in Urban and Residential
Zones
FNSB Planning Commission Meeting
September 19, 2017

Department of Community Planning
907 Terminal Street, Fairbanks, AK 99701
www.fnsb.us/communityplanning | (907) 459‐1260

Urban Agriculture definition

• “The production of fruits and vegetables, raising of animals, and cultivation of fish
for local sale and consumption” (APA Planning Advisory Service Report Number 563)
• “The growing, processing and distribution of food and other products through
intensive plant cultivation and animal husbandry in and around cities” (Urban
Agriculture: A Sixteen City Survey of Urban Agricultural Practices across the Country)

1

Attachment F: Planning Commission Worksession Presentation September 19, 2017

5/1/2018

Problem Statement and purpose of planning

• Purpose: solve problems and take advantage of opportunities
• Problem:
• Increased interest in keeping farm animals in residentially‐
zoned neighborhoods; Title 18 does not adequately address
this.
• Definitions are vague
• Some new uses do not fit existing definitions
• Livestock and agriculture permitted in limited zones
• Restrictions on some agricultural uses may have detrimental
effects on:
• Local economy (buy local movement)
• Local food security (organic locally produced movement)
• Health, safety and welfare
• Given the demand and interest, more agricultural uses may
be compatible in urban areas.

Approval by Administration and Timeline

• Mayor Kassel recognized the problem and directed
staff to proceed in reviewing the regulation for a
change

2
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Food security/ snapshot of AK and Fairbanks
• Food security: “all of the various ways in which a food system supports health
in its various biophysical, social, and ecological dimensions, including matters
such as the importance of certain foods, food choice, local perceptions of
hunger, uncertainty and worry about food safety or shortages, and any other
psychosocial, sociocultural, or environmental stresses that result from the
process of putting food on the table.”
of Alaska’s food is imported
each year on food
• Alaskans spend
• Since it is often cheaper to grow and transport food from the lower 48,
Alaskans are heavily dependent on oil for our food supply.
• Alaska has the smallest agricultural industry despite being the largest state in
the union.
• 2014 report Building Food Security in Alaska, in part, recommends measures
to:
• Build personal capacities in agriculture;
• Expand agriculture and gardening;
• Build infrastructure that supports local food production;
• Adopt state policy that supports local food production.
"Building Food Security in Alaska" for the Department of Health and Social Services
and the Alaska Food Policy Council. July 2014

Potential Benefits of Urban Livestock and Agriculture

• Link between urban agriculture and brownfield redevelopment in
residential and industrial areas
• Social connections, capacity building, community empowerment
• Connect local urban and suburban producers of fruits and vegetables
with urban consumers
• Promotes food security, especially in low‐income urban
neighborhoods.
• Health: increase access to fruits, vegetables, and animal products
• Social: community involvement, social interaction, health and
environmental‐stewardship education
• Economic: local employment opportunities; new food‐related
businesses
• Environmental: productive reuse of contaminated land; decreased
stormwater runoff

3
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Potential Problems/Conflicts

• Health risks of using contaminated urban sites to grow
food
• Land‐use conflicts:
• Inappropriately managed compost or waste
• Use of chemical fertilizers and pesticides
• Poor cultivation, harvesting and animal‐keeping
practices can lead to noise and odor nuisances
• Large scale operations could be a nuisance in urban
setting

Comp Plan: Economic Development and Transportation

• Economic Development Goal 1: to strengthen and expand the
existing economy;
• Strategy 4: Emphasize development and expansion
of…agriculture…
• Action B: Encourage agricultural development that is
compatible with surrounding land uses.
• Transportation and Infrastructure Goal 2: to have sufficient
public utilities and infrastructure to meet existing and future
demands;
• Strategy 6: develop appropriate infrastructures that
support all land use categories;
• Action B: Support development of infrastructure for
agricultural activities.

4
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Comp Plan Continued

• Land Use Goal 3: to have a variety of land uses that fit the diverse needs of
the community
• Land Use Goal 4: To enhance development opportunities while minimizing
land use conflicts.
• Strategy 10: Attract and support development that is compatible with
and enhances existing land use.
• Action A: Support innovative land development and compatible land
use that addresses special area needs, site constraints, energy, or
design objectives.
• Recognize forest, mining and agricultural activities as a priority
while addressing existing residential uses within these
designated reserve areas.
• Action B: Develop a pattern of compatible land uses and either
separate, transition or buffer incompatible land uses.
• Encourage agricultural development that is compatible with
surrounding land uses and densities.

Existing Zoning
• The existing “agriculture” definitions are very broad and only allowed in
several zones. This significantly limits where “agriculture” on any scale
can be produced

5
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Example Zoning - Seattle

Urban/Limited Agriculture Survey 1

Public Opinion
• First online survey received
almost 700 responses.
• Nearly 80% of respondents
stated that small livestock
should be regulated differently
than large livestock.
• General support for allowing
small livestock and small‐scale
commercial agriculture in
residential zones with
limitations.

6
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Urban/Limited Agriculture Survey 1

Public Opinion
Q1. Do you think small livestock should be regulated
differently than large livestock?

Urban/Limited Agriculture Survey 1

Small Livestock Concerns
• General concerns with small
livestock include :
• On‐site Butchering
• Neighborhood
character
• Loose animals

Smell
Sanitation
Noise
Rodents

• While the top concerns were
smell, sanitation, and loose
animals, a majority of
respondents were not at all
concerned about small
livestock.

7
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Urban/Limited Agriculture Survey 1

Small Livestock Concerns

Largest Concerns

Urban/Limited Agriculture

Professional Opinions
• Interviews with experts in livestock, 4H youth programs,
beekeeping, chickens, etc.
• Reported increased interest in recent years in
beekeeping, raising chickens
• Most recognized the importance of good animal
management practices, maintenance and cleanliness
and the fact that these cannot always be regulated
through the zoning code.
• Opinions varied on appropriate numbers and types of
animals, setback and lot size requirements, and other
possible conditions.

8
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Urban/Limited Agriculture Survey 2

Public Opinion
• Our second survey focused on
what animals, practices, and
regulations are appropriate in
urban and rural residential
areas.
• Generally there was support for
allowing small livestock in urban
and rural areas with limitations.
• Overwhelmingly, respondents
were accepting of small‐scale
agricultural practices in urban
and residential zones.

Urban/Limited Agriculture Survey 2

Acceptability of Small Livestock

9
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Urban/Limited Agriculture Survey 2

Acceptability of Small Livestock

Urban/Limited Agriculture Survey 2

Publicly Preferred Livestock Practices
• Of the nearly 300 respondents, a majority thought that:
• Noisy animals like roosters should be prohibited in urban
residential zones
• The number livestock should be related to lot size
• Setbacks should apply to animal enclosures in urban
residential zones
• There should be a standard for managing waste
• Mitigation should be require if a site is attracting vermin
• On‐site slaughtering should be out of public view
• 75% thought that small livestock should be contained with
a fence or enclosure in urban residential zones, 45%
agreed in rural type zones

10
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Negative Externalities of Each “Livestock” Type

• Chickens
• Minimal impacts by
hens
• Roosters are noisy
• Improper waste
management can
cause odor/sanitation
issues

Ames, IA

• Bees
• Setback
• Swarming concerns
Vancouver, Canada

Negative Externalities of Each “Livestock” Type Continued

• Goats
• Smell
• Noise
• “Escape artists”
Ames, IA

• Ducks/Geese/Turkey
s/Specialty Poultry
• Noisy
• Sanitation
concerns
Portland, OR
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Urban Setting – With setbacks

• Should
livestock/agriculture
be required to be
setback???
• How much setback is
enough???

Rural Residential Setting - Setback

• Should
livestock/agriculture
be required to be
setback???
• How much setback is
enough???

12
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Other Communities

• Review of 24 different communities that specifically
regulate “urban agriculture” or “small livestock”
(handout)

Code Enforcement Complaints/Inquires 2015 - 2017

• Summary 2015 – 2017
• Received calls split
nearly 50/50
against/for “livestock”
• 2:1 want
chickens/against
chickens
• Other complaints
• Bees, goats 100%
of inquires were
against

13
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Urban/Limited Agriculture

Timeline
• August 18 – 2nd Survey Closed
• September 5 – To Legal
• September 19 – Work Session
• Introduce Problem
• Go over survey efforts and results
• Discuss best practices and those of other
communities
• Get input
• October
• Continued P.C. involvement and feedback
• Additional Public Outreach
• TBD
• Ord. drafting and public hearing process

General Community Planning/Administration Thoughts

• The Comprehensive Plan and Community feedback
appears to support the following:
• Broaden zones where “small livestock” can be allowed
• Broaden zones where “small‐scale commercial agriculture”
can be allowed
• Limit the type of animals (noise, smell, health, safety, etc.)
and number of animals that can be allowed in urban zones
(must be enclosed or fenced)
• Limit the size of commercial agriculture in urban zones

14
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Work Still to Do!

Livestock
• What animals
• Animal limits
• What zones or different restrictions per zone
• Additional restrictions (setbacks,
• Do we want to differentiate between “domestic” and
“commercial”?
Agriculture
• What type (indoor, outdoor, greenhouse, etc.)
• Size limits? Setbacks? How do you differentiate between
small‐scale a large‐scale farm with impacts?
• Additional restrictions (pesticides, setbacks, use of heavy
machinery)?

Questions

Mayor Kassel has requested feedback and assistance in
developing specifics before an ordinance is introduced
• Are we on the right track (big picture)
• Is livestock appropriate in residential zones/commercial
zones
• If so, what type?
• How many of each type?
• Additional regulations (setbacks etc.?)
• Does it matter if it is “domestic” or “commercial”
• Is commercial ag appropriate in urban/rural residential zones
• Help us come up with the sideboards (Supplementary
Regulations)…

15
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Feedback by the P.C.

• Give feedback now
• Give feedback over the next
few weeks individually
• Another P.C. meeting
• Subcommittee (Action at the
next P.C. to form)
• Have staff propose more
specifics and the P.C. weigh in
on at a later date
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Recommendations
The Subcommittee determined that broadening the zones where small livestock and smallscale commercial agriculture were permitted appeared to be consistent with the
comprehensive plan and the current desires of the community, with proper restrictions.
The Subcommittee recommends the following regarding livestock:
•

Create a new use called “urban livestock” with supplemental regulations, such as
setbacks, waste management and limits on numbers and types of animals, to ensure
compatibility with the residential character of the neighborhoods.

•

For the “urban residential zones” and industrial and commercial zones when dwelling
units exist, allow chickens, ducks, turkeys, geese, rabbits, and miniature goats with
numerical limitations based on lot size and when accessory to a dwelling unit (except for
bees).

•

For the Rural Residential zone, allow “urban livestock” with supplemental regulations.
Also, delete the existing use in the RR zone allowing “less than 25 nonhooved animals
each weighing less than 50 pounds.”

•

Expand the “domestic livestock” definition to allow incidental sales of animal products.

The Subcommittee recommends the following regarding small-scale commercial agriculture:
•

Create a new use of “market garden,” meaning “a small-scale production of foodproducing or ornamental plants, not including marijuana, grown incidentally for
commercial purposes using a variety of growing techniques including in-soil, container,
hydroponic, and aquaponic growing systems, accessory to a residential use.”

•

Create supplemental regulations to limit the size and impacts to ensure that market
gardens remain accessory to the principal residential use and consistent with the
residential character of the neighborhoods.

The Subcommittee has included in the attachment a more detailed discussion and the specific
supplemental regulations recommended to ensure land-use compatibility.

cc:

FNSB Planning Commission
D. Christine Nelson, Community Planning Director

Attachments: Specific Recommendations, Relevant Comprehensive Plan Sections
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Attachment A: Subcommittee Recommendations for Urban Livestock and
Small Scale Agriculture
After analysis, the subcommittee determined that broadening the zones where small livestock
and small-scale commercial agriculture are permitted appears to be consistent with the
comprehensive plan and the current desires of the community. Specifically, urban agriculture
is supported by the FNSB Regional Comprehensive Plan’s Land Use Goal 4, Economic
Development Goal 1, Transportation and Infrastructure Goal 2, and Community and Human
Resources Goal 1, available in full in Attachment B.
Currently, where “domestic livestock” is not allowed in the urban zoning districts in the FNSB, it
is recommended that a sub-category of “urban livestock” be created with supplemental
regulations to ensure compatibility. For the “urban zones” (SF, TF, MF, MFO, GC, LC, CBD, LI,
and HI) we recommend that the keeping of chickens, ducks, turkeys, geese, rabbits, and
miniature goats is appropriate, with numerical limits based on lot size.
Below are the specific regulations we recommend, including supplemental regulations that will
ensure land-use compatibility and “encourage local food production” as emphasized in the
Regional Comprehensive Plan, and potentially allow the sales of animals and animal products
off-site.

Permitted Urban Livestock Uses in Urban Zones
The urban residential (Single Family, Two Family, Multiple Family and Multiple
Family/Professional Office), commercial (Light Commercial, General Commercial, and Central
Business District), and industrial (Light Industrial and Heavy Industrial) zones encompass a
wide variety of uses and development patterns. Lot sizes vary from under 2,000 sf to 20,000 sf
but rarely exceed 20,000 sf.
In considering appropriate animals to be included in the urban livestock category, the
subcommittee reviewed the responses to the second Urban Agriculture survey, where
respondents were asked about specific animals in urban zones. Over 50% of respondents
stated that bees, rabbits, and laying hens were specifically acceptable in these zoning districts.
Animals that were generally acceptable or acceptable with limitations include ducks, meat
chickens, geese, turkeys, female goats, and smaller pig breeds. Llamas and alpacas, roosters,
sheep, and male goats were least acceptable. The subcommittee concluded that generally
small, quiet, non-odorous livestock animals could be compatible in the urban zones.
Recommended for inclusion are ducks, chickens, turkeys, geese, bees, and miniature goats, at
appropriate numbers and with appropriate limitations.
It is the opinion of the subcommittee that livestock animals are not appropriate on lots smaller
than 2,000 square feet. On lots between 2,000 square feet and 9,999 square feet in area, we
deemed appropriate any combination of chickens and ducks, not exceeding eight in number.
Additionally, for every additional 1,000 square feet in lot size over 10,000, one additional
chicken or duck was deemed appropriate.
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The subcommittee considered the keeping of honey bees and beehives in the urban
residential setting and recommend a maximum of two bee hives be allowed on lots between
2,000 square feet and 9,999 square feet in area. One additional beehive would be permitted
for every additional 5,000 square feet in lot size over 10,000.
Additionally, miniature goats were considered to be appropriate on lots with a minimum area of
10,000 square feet with a maximum of two goats, female or castrated male only. Geese and
turkeys were determined to be acceptable with a minimum lot size of 20,000 square feet, not to
exceed a total of three animals. Rabbits were considered appropriate with no numerical limit.
Other animals that could be considered “livestock” were not considered appropriate in these
zones. The code’s current definitions of livestock (commercial livestock and domestic
livestock) refer to “farm animals.” Since urban livestock sometimes fall into a gray area
between pets and livestock (e.g., potbellied pigs, pygmy goats and other miniature breeds),
these proposed limitations specify that “livestock” includes animals maintained outdoors or in
an accessory structure. These proposed limitations are outlined in the table below.

Proposed Livestock Limitations
In Urban Residential, Commercial and Industrial Zones
Sq. Ft

Ducks/
Chickens

Turkeys
/ Geese

Beehives*

Miniature
Goats**

Sheep/
Llamas/Alpacas

Other
livestock***

Total
Livestock

0 – 1,999

no

no

no

no

no

no

0

2,000 –
9,999

8

no

2

no

no

no

8

10,000 –
10,999

8

no

2

2

no

no

8

11,000 –
11,999

9

no

2

2

no

no

9

12,000 –
12,999

10

no

2

2

no

no

10

13,000 –
13,999

11

no

2

2

no

no

11

14,000 –
14,999

12

no

2

2

no

no

12

15,000 –
19,999

13

no

3

2

no

no

13

>20,000

18

3

4

2

no

no

18

* Beehives should not count as total livestock
** Female or castrated animals only
*** Maintained outdoors or in an accessory structure
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In these zones, the numbers of permitted animals are proposed to increase as lot sizes
increase, but are proposed to be capped at the number permitted on a 20,000 sf lot. Further,
as proposed, types of animals may be mixed, but the total number of urban livestock animals
(excluding bees) shall not exceed the total number of ducks/chickens permitted on the lot.
Example: An owner of a 10,000-sf lot in the Single Family Residential zone can have a
maximum of eight chickens; if the owner would also like to have two miniature goats, then the
number of chickens is limited to six to maintain the eight animals total.
Example: An owner of a 30,000-sf lot in the Two-Family Residential zone can have a
maximum of 18 livestock animals.

Supplemental Regulations for Urban Livestock
The subcommittee determined that the recommended types of animals and numerical limits
are only appropriate if supplemental regulations are also adopted to limit any land use conflicts
that livestock may cause. From most to least concerned, survey respondents were concerned
about sanitation (35% of respondents were either extremely, very or moderately concerned),
smell, noise, rodents, on-site butchering, predation, and stray or loose animals (25% of
respondents were either extremely, very or moderately concerned). With these concerns in
mind, the following standards were developed and recommended.
All animals
In order to maintain the urban character of these zones and promote appropriate care and
minimal disruption to neighbors, any urban livestock use with the exception of bees is
proposed to be permitted only when accessory to a dwelling unit. By definition, accessory uses
may be located on the same lot or zoning lot as the principal use.
Further, we recommend that animal enclosures be required to meet a minimum setback of 20
feet. Setbacks vary across these zones from 20’ to no setbacks at all, and code does not
typically require fences to meet setback requirements. However, in this case it is appropriate to
require setbacks for the animals’ fenced enclosures.
Also, to maintain the urban residential character, all animals should be slaughtered out of
public view.
Odor is a primary concern for compatibility of livestock animals in urban neighborhoods. Odor
is also subjective and difficult to measure. Because of that subjective nature, we recommend
that a supplemental regulation be adopted requiring animal waste be managed so that odor is
maintained to what a reasonable individual could tolerate at the subject lot line.
Chickens, ducks, geese and turkeys
Along with odor, noise is a primary concern regarding urban livestock. Roosters in particular
have been identified in our community survey as well as other communities’ regulations as
incompatible in the urban residential environment due to crowing. Roosters cannot always be
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reliably identified before maturity at approximately three to four months. Appropriate
supplemental regulations would include restrictions on mature roosters.
Bees
Potential conflicts occur when bees establish a flightpath that is bothersome to nearby property
owners. Bee stings/swarms were low on the concerns scale in the survey, with 20% of
respondents stating that they were extremely, very or moderately concerned. Best practices
include preventing bees from establishing flyways that regularly cross human pathways. As
with all animal enclosures, beehives should meet a 20-foot setback. Another effective means
of avoiding conflict is to encourage bees to take a higher path (flyway). We recommend that
the 20-foot setback may be reduced to ten feet if there is a six foot tall solid barrier or the hive
is positioned at least six feet above the ground to encourage higher flyways.
Miniature goats
Odor has been identified as a concern specific to male goats. For this reason, we recommend
that only female or castrated male goats should be permitted in urban zones. The other main
concerns about goats are escape, trespass and property damage. Goats should be maintained
within a fenced area to prevent escape, and we do not feel that full sized goats are appropriate
for the urban residential zoning districts.

Permitted Urban Livestock Uses in the Rural Residential Zone
The Rural Residential (RR) zone “is intended for low density residential development and other
compatible uses in areas where community sewer and water systems may or may not be
available.” The minimum lot size in RR is 40,000 sf. This zone already permits some limited
levels of livestock, including “domestic livestock on lots of not less than 80,000 sf in area.”
Domestic livestock on a lot less than 80,000 sf is a conditional use in RR. Domestic livestock is
defined as any quantity of farm animals raised and/or kept for personal use or for occasional
competitive use (i.e., 4H, FFA, etc.). Though this definition has worked in the past to keep the
scale of livestock uses compatible in residential neighborhoods, the challenge now is meeting
the desires of residents who want to sell animal products such as eggs, honey and wool while
still maintaining the low-density residential scale and character of the neighborhood.
We recommend broadening the domestic livestock definition to include incidental sales of
animal products and providing supplemental regulations that ensure that “domestic livestock”
remains an accessory use to a residence and that domestic livestock remains primarily for
personal use with only occasional related sales that do not significantly change the impact of
the use to the neighborhood.
Under recommended changes, urban livestock (meeting the supplemental regulations) would
be permitted on all Rural Residential lots; domestic livestock would be a conditional use on lots
under 80,000 sf and a permitted use on lots 80,000 sf and greater.
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Proposed Livestock Limitations
In the RURAL Residential Zone

Sq. Ft

Ducks/
Chickens
Goats,
(one of
Turkeys/
Sheep,
Other
Bees
which
Geese
Llamas, livestock*
can be a
Alpacas
rooster)

Under
20
5
4
2 total
80,000
80,000
Domestic livestock permitted
and
(no specific number limits)
over
* = Maintained outdoors or in accessory structure

no

This zone also has a unique permitted use described as “animals, where there are less than
25 nonhooved animals each weighing less than 50 pounds.” According to staff, this
classification has been challenging to interpret, rarely cited, and generally confusing for the
public to interpret compared to animals that may fall under “domestic livestock”. Animals that
may fall into this category include homing pigeons and rabbits, among others, depending on
interpretation. This use also has the potential to contradict and conflict with the proposed urban
agriculture categories as well as the existing domestic livestock definition and use. This use
was created in the 1988 rewrite of the zoning code, and little documentation exists to explain
its intended application. We recommend that for clarification, this use be deleted from this
zone.

Permitted Livestock Uses in the Rural Estate Zones
Rural Estate (RE) is “intended for low density residential development and other compatible
uses in areas where community sewer and water systems are unavailable.” Minimum lot sizes
vary from 80,000 sf in RE-2 to 160,000 sf in RE-4.
Domestic livestock is currently a permitted use in RE. The proposed broadening of this
definition would expand this use to potentially include incidental sales, as described above. No
other changes are being recommended in RE.

Small-Scale Agriculture: Market Gardens
Title 18 is generally silent regarding domestic or personal use agriculture. Uses such as
personal gardens and greenhouses typically are located on the same lot or zone lot as a
residence and are interpreted to be accessory uses. However, our definitions do not allow for
small-scale sales from personal gardens, and we believe the ability for small scale sales is
supported by the comprehensive plan and general community input. In the first urban
agriculture survey, over 90% of respondents thought small-scale commercial agriculture
should be allowed in urban or residential zones with restrictions (50%) or without any
restrictions (43%). Only 6.5% thought that commercial agriculture should not be allowed in
urban or residential zones in any fashion.
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Currently, the zoning code includes the following definitions:
“Agriculture” means the cultivation of the soil or nutrient solution, including but not limited to
indoor agriculture, the growing of crops and/or plants, animal and poultry husbandry, dairying,
grazing, and accessory uses customarily incidental to agricultural activities. This definition
does not include commercial cultivation of marijuana.
“Agriculture, commercial” means conducting the business of agriculture with the intent to sell
the products of the enterprise for profit.
“Agriculture, indoor” means agriculture entirely indoors within a fully enclosed facility for any
purpose including but not limited to commercial or retail. This definition does not include animal
and poultry husbandry, dairying, or grazing.
These uses are permitted as follows:
Zone

Agricultural Uses

Rural &
Permitted
Agricultural (RA)
Rural Farmstead Permitted
(RF)
General
Not permitted
Commercial (GC)

Commercial
Agriculture
Permitted

Indoor Agriculture

Permitted

Permitted

Not permitted

Permitted

Permitted

The difficulty in allowing commercial agriculture in non-agricultural zones is in limiting the scale
so that it is compatible with other allowed uses. Impacts related to use of pesticides/fertilizers
(59% were extremely, very or moderately concerned), noise from equipment (33%), and
bothersome hours of operation (33%) were identified as top concerns among survey
respondents.
There are two related uses that already exist in the code and are helpful in addressing
compatibility of “market gardens” in urban and residential zones: accessory uses and home
occupations.
“Use, accessory” means a use which is clearly and customarily incidental and subordinate to
the principal use of a building or premises and which is located on the same zoning lot as the
principal use or building. (FNSBC 18.04.010)
“Home occupation” means a business, profession, occupation or trade, excluding commercial
marijuana establishments in residential zones (RE, RR, SF, TF, MF, MFO), located entirely
within a dwelling unit or a dwelling unit’s accessory building, which is accessory, incidental,
secondary and subordinate to the residential use of the dwelling unit and which does not
change the essential residential character or appearance of such building or neighborhood in
which it is located. (FNSBC 18.04.010)
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Accessory uses and home occupations are permitted in every zone where residences are
permitted.
Defining this type of small-scale commercial agriculture as an accessory use ensures that the
overall character of an urban residential neighborhood is minimally impacted by this use. We
recommend the following definition:
“Market garden”: a small-scale production of food-producing or ornamental plants, not
including marijuana, grown incidentally for commercial purposes using a variety of growing
techniques including in-soil, container, hydroponic, and aquaponic growing systems, accessory
to a residential use.

Supplemental Regulations for Market Gardens
Home occupations have supplemental standards as defined in FNSBC 18.96.080 to ensure
that they remain accessory to the principal residential use and do not negatively impact
residential character. These standards limit home occupations to indoor uses only and do not
allow “external visual or audible evidence of any kind,” which does not generally allow for
agricultural uses, but we can use these standards for guidance in crafting appropriate
limitations for urban agricultural uses.
To ensure that market gardens remain “an incidental, secondary and accessory use,” the size
of the market garden should be exempt from the size limitations of home occupations.
Home occupations are not permitted to be visible or audible outside of the residence or
accessory building in which it is established. Clearly, market gardens are unable to meet this
standard. However, when maintained at the appropriate scale, the outdoor impacts of a market
garden are comparable to those of a personal use garden, which is an accessory use that is
likely compatible with a residential neighborhood. While many objects typical of any type of
garden (such as benches, work surfaces, planting beds, potted plants, compost piles or bins,
rain barrels, irrigation systems and similar) can be located outdoors without affecting
neighborhood health, safety and welfare or neighborhood character, certain items such as
fertilizers, chemicals, large tools and equipment and similar items should be stored indoors or
screened from neighboring lots and public view.
Further, to maintain the residential scale of a market garden and to reduce the impact to the
neighborhood, no equipment larger than a standard lawn tractor should be permitted to be
used. On-site sales should be limited such that they do not alter the residential character of the
neighborhood.
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Attachment B: Relevant FNSB Regional Comprehensive Plan Sections
Land Use Goal 4: to enhance development opportunities while minimizing land use conflicts;
Strategy 10: Attract and support development that is compatible with and enhances
land use;
Action B: Develop a pattern of compatible land uses and either separate, transition
or buffer incompatible land uses.
• Encourage agricultural development that is compatible with surrounding land
uses and densities, and the intention of the Rural and Agricultural Zone and the
Rural Farmstead Zone is for ‘agricultural uses.’”
Economic Development Goal 1: To strengthen and expand the existing economy;
Strategy 4: Emphasize development and expansion of mining, local manufacturing,
agriculture, tourism, conventions, hospitality and forest-related businesses.
Action B: Promote agriculture by:
• Supporting non-profit and volunteer organizations that promote agricultural
development within the Borough.
• Promoting and enhancing agricultural administration, processing, and
distribution within the Borough.
• Support maintenance and further development of the University of Alaska’s
agricultural programs.
• Maintaining and developing agricultural programs at the local schools.
• Support the building of storage facilities for agricultural products when we are
assured that there is a need for them.
• Supporting the expansion of Tanana Valley Farmers Market and other local
agricultural markets.
Transportation and Infrastructure Goal 2, Strategy 6, Action B is to “Support development of
infrastructure for agricultural activities.”
Community and Human Resources Goal 1: To have services and facilities that enrich the
quality of life for all residents;
Strategy 1: Provide for delivery of the essential human services for residents;
Action E: Encourage local food production (by)
• Support(ing) the Tanana Valley Farmers Market and other local agricultural
markets,
• Creat(ing) community gardens on selected public or private land to provide
agricultural opportunities to densely populated areas,
• Encourag(ing) agricultural education programs at the local schools.

