Corporation of the City of Cambridge
Planning and Development Committee Meeting
No. 05-19
Tuesday, March 26, 2019
Historic City Hall - 46 Dickson Street
7:00 p.m.
AGENDA

Meeting Called to Order
Disclosure of Interest
Presentations
1.

April Souwand, Manager of Policy Planning, re: item 3 – Supervised Consumption
Services/Temporary Overdose Prevention Sites Planning Study Restart

2.

Deanne Friess, Manager of Development Planning, re: item 4 – Recommendation
Report: City of Cambridge Initiated Backyard Hens Zoning By-Law and Official Plan
Amendment

Delegations
1.

Lynne Gaetz, Cambridge Safe and Strong, re: item 3 – Supervised Consumption
Services/Temporary Overdose Prevention Sites Planning Study Restart

2.

Anne Tinker, re: item 3 – Supervised Consumption Services/Temporary Overdose
Prevention Sites Planning Study Restart

Consent Procedure
THAT all items listed under the heading of Consent Procedure for Tuesday, March 26, 2019,
Planning and Development Committee agenda be adopted as recommended.
Items #
1.

Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes – Wednesday, September 12,
2018

2.

Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes – Thursday, October 11, 2018
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Note: Planning and Development Committee Members, if you wish an item to be pulled from
the Consent Procedure, please notify the City Clerk so the item can be listed on the Other
Business Memo for tonight’s meeting to be dealt with separately by the Committee. You will
also have the opportunity to pull an item at the Meeting.
Minutes of Advisory Committee Meetings
1.

Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes –

PP. 5-10

Wednesday, September 12, 2018
Recommendation – That Committee recommends to City Council:
THAT the minutes from the Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee meeting held on
Wednesday, September 12, 2018 be approved.
2.

Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes –

PP. 11-16

Thursday, October 11, 2018
Recommendation – That Committee recommends to City Council:
THAT the minutes from the Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee meeting held on
Thursday, October 11, 2018 be approved.
Consideration of Reports
Community Development Department
3.

Supervised Consumption Services/Temporary Overdose Prevention

PP. 17-24

Sites Planning Study Restart
Recommendation – That Committee recommends to City Council:
THAT report 19-043(CD), re: Supervised Consumption Services/Temporary Overdose
Prevention Sites Planning Study Restart be received for information;
AND THAT Cambridge Council extend the interim control by-law scheduled to expire
on April 10, 2019 for to allow the Planning Study to be completed for reasons as set
out in Report No. 19-043(CD);
AND FURTHER THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign the By-law attached
to this report, which extends the period during which Interim Control By-law 55-18 will
be in effect by less than one additional year, from March 26, 2019 to March 26, 2020.
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4.

Recommendation Report: City of Cambridge Initiated Backyard Hens

PP. 25-160

Zoning By-Law and Official Plan Amendment
Recommendation – That Committee recommends to City Council:
THAT report 19-036(CD), re: Recommendation Report: City of Cambridge Initiated
Backyard Hens Zoning By-Law and Official Plan Amendment be received for
information;
AND THAT Cambridge Council refuses the amendment to the Official Plan and Zoning
By-law to allow backyard hens as an accessory use on low/medium density residential
designated and low density residential zoned properties for reasons set out in report
19-036(CD);
AND FURTHER THAT the Animal Control By-law to permit backyard hens with
specific regulations not be amended.
Correspondence
Unfinished Business
Non-Jurisdictional Items
Close of Meeting
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ITEM #1

MINUTES
Cambridge Trails Advisory
Committee
Meeting of September 12, 2018
7:00p.m. – Secord Room
City Hall – 50 Dickson Street
Committee Members In Attendance: Chris Smith, Linda Cooke, Adam Metcalf, Ron
Dorombozi in the Chair
Staff Members in Attendance: Shane Taylor, Landscape Architect; Zita Tavares,
Recording Secretary
Regrets: Brian Geerts, Manager of Horticulture/Forestry, Cristina Berry, Councilor
Nicholas Ermeta, Stephanie Bangarth
Meeting Called to Order
The regular meeting of the Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee of the City of
Cambridge was held in the Erb rooms A & B, City Hall, 50 Dickson Street, Cambridge,
Ontario. Ron Dorombozi welcomed everyone and called the meeting to order at 7:00
p.m. The meeting adjourned at 8:15 p.m.
Disclosure of Interest
No disclosure of interest.
Delegations
No delegations present for this meeting.
A few members of a Hespeler trails awareness group were present to listen.
Approval of CTAC minutes of May 10, 2018
Motion #1
Moved by: Chris Smith
Seconded by: Linda Cooke
THAT the CTAC minutes of May 10, 2018, be adopted as printed.
CARRIED
Follow-up from Previous Meeting
Next steps for the Cambridge Cycling and Trails Advisory Committee (CCTAC):
Discussion took place regarding the June joint meeting discussion. Shane announced
that a new by-law is set to be read at Council on Tuesday September 18, 2018 outlining
mandate and meeting procedures for advisory committees, and included changes to
length of terms. Shane will follow up with the Clerks department to find out implications
of this to any of the group’s longstanding members. Chris Smith offered to coordinate
with Don Pavey from the Cycling Focus Group and to reach out to the Clerk’s
Department regarding next steps.
5
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City Updates – Maintenance Report and Items – Brian Geerts
In Brian’s absence, Shane shared the trails maintenance update for tonight:
•

•

•
•
•
•
•
•

The City formed a new team of full time staff to address downtown beautification
and rapid response to public safety calls for sharps/drug debris. This has an
impact to trail maintenance as 1 of the 2 people on summer trail maintenance
have been permanently seconded to the ambassador team. This clearly showed
this summer in reduced maintenance in mowing and grooming. We now have
only 1 seasonal temp for trails maintenance City-wide April-November
The Fountain St road bridge is finally open allowing us access to maintain the
trail from the Blair red bridge to the roundabout – this area became very
overgrown in over the past two years. Moyer’s landing was also cleaned up as it
had become overgrown during the 2 year closure.
Structural improvements have been completed to pedestrian bridge BB110 on
Mill Run trail over Chilligo-Ellis creek.
The bridge West of Galt Collegiate Institute under the rail bridge had the deck
fully replaced this summer.
The bridge in Morva Rouse Park on Devil’s Creek Trail had deck fully replaced.
No more beaver activity has been reported along Devil’s Creek Trail since the
beavers were relocated.
We received many complaints this summer about camping along trails; we’ve
been working with the GRCA, MNR, MTO, and other property owners to reduce
the damage and clean up the debris from camping along trails.
The new Grand River pedestrian bridge counts average 7000-8000 crossings per
week.

City Updates - Project Update and Schedule – Shane Taylor
Progress Update on 2018 Projects:
i. Bridge BB110 on Mill Run Trail Repair/Replacement - Tacoma Engineers
was retained to provide a structural analysis on the bridge and report on its
physical condition. Their report recommends making some minor structural
repairs, installing signs indicating a maximum weight limit of 12 people, and
installing bollards at either end of the bridge to prevent vehicles from
crossing it. The report also recommends full bridge replacement within 24
months. Repair work was started in May and is still not complete – the
contractors are being pressured to complete ASAP and a follow-up
structural inspection will take place upon completion of the work.
ii. Soper Park Bridge Repairs – look at simple structural solutions to ongoing
rotting out problems with the two pedestrian bridges in Soper Park near
tennis courts/play grounds. Shane is to set up a meeting with Tacoma
engineering to look at simple structural improvements to the bridges.
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iii. North Boxwood Trail Improvements – Creation of a dog-walking loop
around storm ponds behind Dog Park, investigate future trails leading from
storm ponds heading west and north; future pedestrian refuge island on
Maplegrove in this location. Discussions are currently underway with GRCA
– an alteration permit will be required to undertake this work.
iv. Fraser Woodlot new trail – Blaze new trail to connecting Culham Dr. and
Grand Ridge Dr. through the Fraser Woodlot behind Tait Street School.
CTAC partnered with a grade-3 class to mark the trail; the event took place
Tuesday April 24th at 2pm. Asphalt paving was completed at the end closest
to Grand Ridge Dr, to allow winter maintenance between street and school
property entrance. A small wooden footbridge was replaced with a steel
culvert. Trailblazing work was completed May. Timber trail signs were
installed at either end of the trail. Work is now complete.
v. Otto Klotz Park Trail – new asphalt trail through Otto Klotz Park adjoining to
existing trail off Montrose Street, also improvements to the trail entrance off
Montrose St. Majority of work was completed, still awaiting service gates to
be installed.
vi. Accessible Curb Cuts – Curb cuts were installed in 10 locations around the
city to improve accessibility to our trails.
vii. RARE link Environmental Assessment for new trail/pedestrian bridge – Run
Municipal Class EA for new trail and bridge. Funded by Region of
Waterloo. Draft RFP document has been circulated to RARE, GRCA and
RoW for comments.
viii. Wellington Street New Trail – continue moving forward with the new section
of trail at Concession St and Ainslie St up to the Wellington Street cul-desac. This project was delayed while Region of Waterloo decides on LRT
route and transit station locations.
ix. Devil’s Creek Retaining Wall Replacement – work did not get tendered in
time for the cold water construction window. Project to be re-evaluated in
spring 2019 for construction in summer 2019.
Events/Tasks Update
NIL
Other Business
Committee Membership Renewals
The new Advisory Committee by-law 18-133, to be passed by City Council on
September 18, 2018, will mandate that all committee members’ terms of service will
finish at year-end of an election year (this year). All members interested in
continuing with the committee next year will need to apply in writing no later than
7
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October 31, 2018. As per the new by-law, the length of term will change from 3
years to 4 years, with a maximum of two consecutive 4-year terms, followed by a
minimum of 1 year off.
City of Cambridge Cycling Master Plan
The City has received 3 proposals for consultants to undertake a Cycling Master
Plan, which will also include an update of trails content. The panel will be meeting
on September 14, 2018 to decide on the successful proponent to undertake the
Master Plan work. Shane has been included in the review panel and will sit on the
project team. He expects the Cycling and Trails Advisory Committee will be involved
in the Master Plan. Chris smith has volunteered to be involved where possible.
Hunt Club Opposition to Proposed Trail
Shane gave a brief update to the group about several Hunt Club residents’
opposition to some of the proposed trails to be built in the new section of the Hunt
Club subdivision. The CTAC group strongly expressed support for the City to push
forward with building the trails as per the approved trails concept plan, and that the
committee would not support removing any trails.
Communications:
Shane shared some communication items with the committee:
Doors Open Waterloo Region: Saturday, September 15, 2018, from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m.
Thirty-four sites within Waterloo Region, both in cities and townships – most of them not
normally open to the public – will participate in the 16th annual Doors Open Waterloo
Region event. Admission is free. Doors open waterloo region
The Great Trail Treasure HuntThe Trans Canada Trail has a new name, “The Great
Trail”. To increase public awareness of The Great Trail, a country-wide scavenger hunt
is planned called The Great Trail Treasure Hunt. Trail users are encouraged to search
for special prizes that are hidden along the trail. Starting August 26, 2018, 100 treasure
boxes have been hidden at select points along the trail, containing prizes. Find out
more at the-great-trail-treasure-hunt
Shane informed the committee that he received Cristina Berry’s resignation, effective
immediately.
Lisa Chominiec has resigned her position as Transportation Demand Management
Coordinator with the City and will be leaving at the end of the month.
Close of Meeting
Moved by: Adam Metcalf
Seconded by: Linda Cooke
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THAT the Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee meeting does now adjourn at 8:20 pm.
CARRIED

_______________________
Chair CTAC Committee

____________________________
Date

_______________________
CTAC Recording Secretary

_____________________________
Date
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ITEM #2

MINUTES
CTAC & CCFG Joint Meeting
Meeting of October 11, 2018
7:00p.m. – Erb Room A&B 3rd Floor
City Hall – 50 Dickson Street

CTAC Committee Members In Attendance: Chris Smith, Adam Metcalf, Stephanie
Bangarth in the Chair
CCFG Committee Member In Attendance: Chris Aagaard, Mike Hetherington,
Christian Aagaard, Victoria Lewin, Jeff Greb, Julie Graham
Staff Members in Attendance: Shane Taylor, Landscape Architect; Zita Tavares,
Recording Secretary
Regrets: Brian Geerts, Manager of Horticulture/Forestry, Councilor Nicholas Ermeta,
Linda Cooke, Ron Dorombozi, Don Pavey
Meeting Called to Order
The regular meeting of the joint Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee and the
Cambridge Cycling Focus Group of the City of Cambridge was held in the Erb rooms A
& B, City Hall, 50 Dickson Street, Cambridge, Ontario. Stephanie Bangarth welcomed
everyone and called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. The meeting adjourned at 9:30
p.m.
Guests:
Mr. and Mrs. Barton, residents of The Hunt Club subdivision, attended this month’s
meeting to observe item # 10 Hunt Club Trail Update.
1. Delegations - CycleWR
Emily Slofstra, chair of Cycle WR was present as a delegation at this month’s
meeting. Emily introduced herself and explained Cycle WR to the committee. This
group promotes cycling throughout Waterloo Region, encouraging more people to
use cycling as a means of transportation, reducing congestion on roads while
improving air quality and overall health, as well as where people can feel safe to
commute to work, ride to school, run errands and enjoy their neighbourhoods on
their bicycles. They are reaching out to Cambridge to take the pledge on their
website. For more information you can visit the website at cyclewr or email
hello@cyclewr.ca
2. Introductions
11
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Introductions took place of all members.
3. Added/Deleted Agenda Items
No items to add or delete.
4. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest
No declaration of Pecuniary Interest
5. Approval of Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee and Cambridge Cycling
Focus Group minutes of June 14, 2018
Motion #1
Moved by: Chris Smith
Seconded by: Chris Aagaard
Correction item #6, not inserted in minutes:
By a show of hands, the proposal to move ahead with merging CTAC and CCFG
was agreed to unanimously.
THAT the CTAC and CCFG minutes of June 14, 2018, be adopted as printed.
CARRIED
6. Follow up items from previous meeting
Cambridge Cycling and Trails Advisory Committee (CCTAC) discussion:
Shane followed up with James Hutson, Supervisor of Council/Committee Services in
Clerk’s Division. The following next steps are recommended:
1. At the November 2018 meeting, CTAC should put forward a motion to formally
disband the Cambridge Trails Advisory Committee.
2. Shane to write a report to Council detailing the disbandment of CTAC in favour of
replacing it with the Cambridge Cycling and Trails Advisory Committee. This
report would further set out the terms of reference for the proposed committee,
and would include meeting minutes from November 8, 2018 CTAC meeting,
noting the motion to disband. This report should ideally come forth at the
General Committee meeting on January 9, 2019.
3. Shane to coordinate with Clerk’s Division to write an amendment to Advisory
Committee by-law 18-133, to be submitted along with the report to General
Committee.
4. A Striking Committee will be assembled for the June 26, 2019 Council meeting
and CCTAC members will be chosen.
5. The deadline to submit expressions of interest for 2019 Committee appointments
is October 31, 2018. Because the new CCTAC committee is not yet approved,
any members wanting to be involved with CCTAC should apply for CTAC 2019
appointment. CTAC 2019 approved members will get priority ranking to be
appointed to CCTAC once CTAC is formally disbanded by Council.
6. CCTAC could meet informally in January 2019 and, following appointment from
Council, would meet formally starting in February 2019.
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7. Post-Meeting Follow-Up: CTAC was unable to make quorum at the November
2018 meeting, therefore these minutes were not approved and no further motions
were put forward. Clerks division suggested that, since the changes to the
Terms of Reference for CTAC are not substantial (i.e., this is essentially an
amalgamation of a committee and its sub-committee), disbanding the CTAC
committee is not warranted. CTAC should formally adopt a new name (CCTAC)
at its first meeting in 2019 and include the new name in the updated Terms of
Reference document, which will also be reviewed at the first meeting of 2019.
The updated Terms of Reference will be submitted for Council approval as
outlined in bylaw 18-133.
7. Maintenance update
Shane relayed to the committee Brian’s maintenance update:
• Majority of staff time has recently been spent on mowing, grooming and
general trails maintenance.
• Devil’s Creek trail – beavers have returned and are causing flooding again to
the trail. Staff will monitor the situation and will relocate the beavers if
necessary.
8. CTAC projects update
Progress Update on 2018 Projects:
i. Bridge BB110 on Mill Run Trail Repair/Replacement - Tacoma Engineers
was retained to provide structural improvements to extend the lifespan of
the bridge. A maximum weight limit of 12 people was assigned, and other
structural improvements were completed. The report also recommends full
bridge replacement within 24 months. A budget request has been
submitted for full bridge replacement in 2019.
ii. North Boxwood Trail Improvements – Creation of a dog-walking loop
around storm ponds behind Dog Park, investigate future trails leading from
storm ponds heading west and north; future pedestrian refuge island on
Maplegrove in this location. Discussions are currently underway with GRCA
and permits will be required for all work.
iii. Fraser Woodlot new trail – Blaze new trail to connect Culham Dr. and Grand
Ridge Dr. through the Fraser Woodlot behind Tait Street School. CTAC
partnered with a grade-3 class to mark the trail; the event took place
Tuesday April 24th at 2pm. Asphalt paving was completed at the end closest
to Grand Ridge Dr, to allow winter maintenance between street and school
property entrance. A small wooden footbridge was replaced with a culvert.
Signage was installed at both ends of the trail.
iv. Otto Klotz Park Trail – new asphalt trail through Otto Klotz Park adjoining to
existing trail off Montrose Street, also improvements to the trail entrance off
Montrose St. All work was completed.
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v. Accessible Curb Cuts – Curb cuts were installed in 10 locations around the
city to improve accessibility to our trails.
vi. RARE link Environmental Assessment for new trail/pedestrian bridge – Run
Municipal Class EA for new trail and bridge. Funded by Region of
Waterloo. Draft RFP document has been circulated to RARE, GRCA and
RoW for comments. Follow-up meeting scheduled with RARE on October
12 to finalize the RFP document and release to the public.
vii. Wellington Street New Trail – continue moving forward with the new section
of trail at Concession St and Ainslie St up to the Wellington Street cul-desac. This project was delayed while the Region of Waterloo decides on LRT
route and transit station locations.
9. Cycling projects update
Shane relayed to the committee Jason’s cycling update:
a. Remaining 2018 Infrastructure Projects
• Franklin Blvd – multi-use trail
o East side of Franklin Blvd from Jamieson Pkwy connecting to
the proposed multi-use trail over HWY 401
o Construction begins October 15th for approximately 2 weeks
b. Cycling Master Plan
• Awarded to Urban Systems of Vancouver, BC.
• Project kick off is scheduled for early November.
• We are still looking for a volunteer from the CCFG to sit on the
project team (meetings are during the day).
10. Other Business
Hunt Club Trail Update – Opposition to Proposed Trail
Shane gave an update to the group about several Hunt Club residents’ opposition to
a section of trail to be built in the new section of the Hunt Club subdivision. Mr. and
Mrs. Barton, residents of the Hunt Club and in attendance at this meeting, presented
a number of concerns about the trail, including but not limited to potential for drug
users in the area behind their home, increase of trail users adjacent their property,
potential increase of pedestrians on the streets of the older portion of the Hunt Club
subdivision as a result of the proposed trails, and the potential disturbance of wildlife
habitat within the Middle Creek corridor. Mr. Barton shared that he had met with
Mayor Craig in September 2018 to discuss his concerns surrounding the proposed
trail. Subsequently, the City granted a temporary “hold” on the section of proposed
trail running between the Compass Trail / Equestrian Way roundabout to Hunt Club
Road on the east side of Middle Creek. The proposed trail will be re-evaluated at a
future date, prior to expiration of the GRCA permit for construction of the trail. The
CTAC and CCFG groups both expressed unanimous support for the City to push
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forward with building the trails as per the approved trails concept plan, and that the
committees were not supportive of removing any trails.
Cambridge Trails Merchandise Order
Shane brought in some samples of merchandise for the committee to review and
provide their input. Water bottles were most popular. A few requests were made for
the design to be bike friendly, no metal. The committee suggested incorporating
“Hike it, Bike it, Like it” into the logo on the water bottles.
11. Communications
The committee expressed their support for the City to find a replacement for the
Transportation Demand Management Coordinator role. Shane will convey the
committee’s support to Shannon Noonan, the City’s Manager of Transportation
Engineering.
Shane shared with the committee an anonymous note the Parks, Recreation and
Culture Division received from a resident who lives close to Fraser Woodlot,
expressing gratitude for the trail work completed in the woodlot:
“This is a compliment to Parks & Recreation for the lovely wood chip path they
have made behind Tait St. School from Grand Ridge to Culham. It is a hidden
gem. I used to walk this way with my dog crawling under fallen trees and jumping
the two muddy streams. It is now a wonderful walk through this green space and
last week a deer jumped across the path about 10 feet in front of me and stopped
a short distance away. It made my day. Please thank the people involved in this
great addition to the neighbourhood.”
Close of Meeting
Moved by: Chris Smith
Seconded by: Adam Metcalf
THAT the Joint CTAC & CCFG meeting does now adjourn at 9:15 pm.
CARRIED
Moved by: Chris Smith
Seconded by: Mike Hetherington

_______________________
Chair CTAC Committee

____________________________
Date
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_______________________
CTAC Recording Secretary

_____________________________
Date
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ITEM #3

To:

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

Meeting Date:

03-26-2019

Subject:

Supervised Consumption Services/Temporary Overdose
Prevention Sites Planning Study Restart

From:

April Souwand, MA, MCIP, RPP, Manager of Policy Planning

Report No.:

19-043(CD)

File No.:

D14.02.03

Recommendations
THAT Report No. 19-043(CD) Supervised Consumption Services and Temporary
Overdose Prevention Sites Planning Study Restart – be received as information;
AND THAT Cambridge Council extend the interim control by-law scheduled to expire on
April 10, 2019 for to allow the Planning Study to be completed for reasons as set out in
Report No. 19-043(CD);
AND FURTHER THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign the By-law attached
to this report, which extends the period during which Interim Control By-law 55-18 will
be in effect by less than one additional year, from March 26, 2019 to March 26, 2020.

Executive Summary
Purpose
•

To update Cambridge Council on the timing of the City’s Supervised
Consumption Services and Temporary Overdose Prevention (SCS/TOP) Sites
Planning Study that is underway while the interim control by-law is in place for
the three core areas and adjacent lands within 500 m of those core areas.

Key Findings
•

With the re-start of the Provincial program (renamed Consumption and
Treatment Services (CTS)) and Regional public consultation for their potential
sites (including in the Galt core), it is timely to restart the Cambridge Planning
Study, with a first public introduction to the study in spring 2019.
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Financial Implications
•

Included in the scope of work for the approved Comprehensive Zoning by-law
update.

Background
On April 10, 2018, Cambridge Council passed an interim control by-law affecting the
three core areas and adjacent lands within 500 metres and directed staff to undertake a
Planning Study to examine the Official Plan land use policies and Zoning By-law
regulations to be used in siting Supervised Consumption Services and/or Temporary
Overdose Prevention sites. That by-law is in place until April 9, 2019. The Planning
Study was initially planned to conclude in March 2019 with Council’s consideration of
any required Official Plan/Zoning By-law amendments. That timing was based upon
starting consultation after the summer of 2018.
The City’s Planning Study was put on hold in August 2018 when the Provincial
government announced it would be reviewing the supervised consumption services
funding program in Ontario. Also, in light of the uncertainty about the final Provincial
decision regarding this program, Regional Council decided to postpone their community
consultations about the candidate sites that had been identified in Cambridge and
Kitchener.
In late October, 2018, the Provincial government announced it would continue, but with
a new funding program called Consumption and Treatment Services (CTS). There are
new criteria which require integrated, wrap-around services and also requirements to
address community concerns and ensure ongoing community engagement and liaison
where CTS are established. A total of 21 sites will be funded in Ontario. A local council
resolution supporting a site is also required for the Provincial funding program. Regional
staff received direction from Regional Council on January 16, 2019 to continue public
consultation on the sites, with Cambridge sessions scheduled through February 13th.
The candidate site in Cambridge is 150 Main Street which is a Regionally-owned
building from which the Region provides various social services.
In late 2018, the Federal government indicated that municipalities and not-for-profit
organizations could apply directly to Health Canada to operate Supervised
Consumption Services or an Overdose Prevention Site that is not bound by the same
criteria for Provincial approval and funding. They must still apply for an exemption to the
Controlled Drugs and Substances Act, but do not require a letter of support from the
Provincial Minister of Health nor local municipal Council support. There also continues
to be no federal funding available to these sites.
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Analysis
Strategic Alignment
PEOPLE To actively engage, inform and create opportunities for people to participate in
community building – making Cambridge a better place to live, work, play and learn for
all.
Goal #1 - Community Wellbeing
Objective 1.2 Support and facilitate community access to services related to health,
wellness and personal development.
The Region is currently planning the implementation of Supervised Consumption
Services (Provincially renamed as Consumption and Treatment Services) as one
strategy to help combat the opioid crisis locally. This is an important issue for potential
clients and the community. The City’s land use planning considerations for siting these
types of facilities in the community are important to determine in order that both the
potential clients are served and potential impact on the surrounding community is
considered before final decisions are made about the location(s) of such sites.

Comments
With the Provincial revamping of the Consumption and Treatment Services funding
program, changes to the Federal approach to supervised consumption facilities and
startup of the final leg of the Regional site selection study, it is recommended that the
Cambridge SCS/TOPs Planning Study commence, but avoid overlapping with the
Regional public consultation conducted in late January/early February. While the
Provincial funding program requires local municipal council support of a Consumption
and Treatment Services site, the Federal program (which provides the legal exemption
from federal criminal drug laws so these sites can operate) was refined in late 2018 to
not require Provincial Minister of Health nor local municipal council support for unfunded
sites.

Existing Policy/By-Law
The City of Cambridge Official Plan (2012) and the current Zoning By-law (150-85 as
amended) do not have official plan policies or zoning regulations that would apply to
Supervised Consumption Services nor Temporary Overdose Prevention Sites. The
Zoning By-law is currently being updated (second draft released March 21, 2018) and
represents a good opportunity to incorporate new regulations for these types of
facilities.
The City’s Interim Control By-law preventing a SCS and/or TOPS from being located in
the three core areas and a 500 metre buffer around them expires on April 9, 2019. In
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order to continue this prohibition to allow the Planning Study to be completed, Council
can pass a maximum one year extension to the by-law. This up to one year extension is
appealable and no new interim control by-law can be passed to cover the same
geographic area for three years after the updated by-law expires.

Financial Impact
The consultant under contract to the City conducting the Comprehensive Zoning By-law
Review (Meridian Planning) is also conducting the related Supervised Consumption
Services and Temporary Overdose Prevention Sites Planning Study. The current
approved Comprehensive Zoning By-law project has sufficient funds available to
complete the additional scope of work.

Public Input
Public consultation is a critical component of the City’s Planning Study. It will be a
challenge to avoid confusion with the Region’s Supervised Consumption Services Sites
consultation. The purpose of the City’s Planning Study is not to review the Regional
proposal. It is recommended to introduce the City’s Planning Study after the Regional
consultation so that the public is aware that Cambridge is continuing with its study. The
City will need to extend its interim control by-law past the April 9, 2019 expiry in order to
complete the Planning Study while continuing the prohibition of locating these sites in
any of the three core areas or within 500 metres of them.
Planned public consultation for the City’s Planning Study is:
•
•

•
•
•

Late April/early May – inform the public of the interim control by-law, what it
means and what the SCS/TOPS Planning Study will entail
Late May – facilitated workshop to get public input into factors to take into
consideration in siting such facilities (input from the community from the earlier
kick-off event will be used to design the workshop)
June – open house to report back to the public on what was said and the draft
recommendations which will go to a statutory public meeting in September
September – statutory public meeting on any Official Plan and/or Zoning By-law
amendments needed
October – recommendation report on any Official Plan and/or Zoning By-law
amendments needed (Council approval)

Internal/External Consultation
Region of Waterloo Public Health staff were provided a draft of this report.
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Conclusion
The opioid crisis in municipalities across Canada is being addressed in many ways by
the public health authorities at the Federal, Provincial and local government levels. One
facet of the solution is Supervised Consumption Services and Temporary Overdose
Prevention Sites where federal exemptions are provided to allow the legal consumption
of opioids in a supervised, supportive setting. The Provincial government has
responded by continuing to provide a funding program (Consumption and Treatment
Services). The Region of Waterloo is conducting a site selection study with a goal of
providing these services in Cambridge and Kitchener in response to an identified need.
Now that there is some clarity on the Federal and Provincial programs, it is timely for the
City to restart its Planning Study to set out the local official plan policy and zoning rules
for this new use. It is important to note that the City’s study will not be commenting on
the appropriateness of the Region’s candidate site in Cambridge (150 Main Street), but
will set out a local framework in which such uses will be regulated through the City’s
Official Plan and Zoning By-law. It is important to extend the interim control by-law for
one year in order to allow the time for the City’s Planning Study to conclude.

Signature
Prepared by

Name: April Souwand
Title: Manager of Policy Planning

Departmental Approval

Name: Elaine Brunn Shaw
Title: City Planner

Attachment
1. Updated Work Schedule
2. By-law to extend Interim Control By-law 55-18
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Attachment 1
Updated Work Schedule

Step

Apr
2018

May
2018

Jun
2018

Jul
2018

Feb
2019

1. Notice of Passing the Interim Control
By-law
2. Review of current permitted uses in the
City’s OP and ZBL which may pertain
to locating SCS and/or TOPS and
similar types of uses
3. Assessment of options for location
criteria and addressing land use
compatibility
4. Public and agency consultation about
potential location criteria and options
for addressing land use compatibility
5. Preliminary recommendations to
Cambridge Council about location
criteria and options for addressing land
use compatibility issues (Public
Meeting under Planning Act, if required)
6. Cambridge Council consideration of
final rec’s from Planning Study and
OPA/ZBA, if required

Mar
2019

Apr
2019

*

**

*extension of interim control by-law
**open house to explain interim control by-law and Planning Study
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May
2019

June
2019

July
2019

Aug
2019

Sept
2019

Oct
2019

Attachment 2
BY-LAW __-19
of the
THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
Being a By-law to extend the period of time during which Interim
Control By-law 55-18 will be in effect, by less than one
additional year, to March 26, 2020.
WHEREAS on April 10, 2018, Council for the City of Cambridge enacted Interim Control
By-law No. 55-18 to prohibit Supervised Consumption Facilities and/or Temporary
Overdose Prevention sites or similar uses within defined areas of the City of Cambridge
for a period of one year;
AND WHEREAS Section 38(2) of the Planning Act, RSO, 1990, c.P.13, as amended,
grants a municipality the authority extend the period of time during which Interim Control
By-law 55-18 will be in effect, provided the total period of time does not exceed two
years from the date of the passing of Interim Control By-law 55-18;
AND WHEREAS the Supervised Consumption Facilities and/or Temporary Overdose
Prevention Planning Study is continuing, following a pause for the Federal and
Provincial program reviews, nevertheless additional time is required to permit
completion of all phases of the Study and approval of Official Plan and Zoning By-law
amendments;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION
OF THE CITY OF CAMBRIDGE AS FOLLOWS:
1.

Interim Control By-law 55-18, as amended, is hereby further amended by
repealing Section 7 and replacing it with the following:
7.

This By-law shall come into force and take effect immediately upon the
final passing thereof by Council and shall be in effect until 11:59 p.m. local
time on March 26, 2020, unless repealed by Council at an earlier date in
accordance with the provisions of the Planning Act, RSO, 1990, c.P.13, as
amended.

READ A FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME and finally passed this 26th day of March,
2019.
________________________
Mayor
________________________
Clerk
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ITEM #4

To:

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

Meeting Date:

03/26/2019

Subject:

Recommendation Report City of Cambridge initiated Backyard
Hens Zoning By-law and Official Plan Amendment

From:

Deanne Friess, Manager of Development Planning, MCIP, RPP

Report No.:

19-036(CD)

File No.:

D.14.11.01

Recommendations
THAT report 19-036(CD) be received;
AND THAT Cambridge Council refuses the amendment to the Official Plan and Zoning
By-law to allow backyard hens as an accessory use on low/medium density residential
designated and low density residential zoned properties for reasons set out in report 19036(CD);
AND THAT the Animal Control By-law to permit backyard hens with specific regulations
no be amended.

Executive Summary
Purpose
•
•

Recommend refusal of Official Plan and Zoning By-law amendments to permit
backyard hens on low density residential within the city.
Continue to allow hens as an agricultural use in Agricultural and Rural zoned
areas.

Key Findings
•

•

Feedback from the public information sessions and formal public meeting
indicated a mixed response between individuals strongly opposed and individuals
strongly in support.
Staff reviewed the comments received and conducted significant research which
is summarized in this report to respond to questions and comments received.
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•

•

•

Research indicates that not all concerns can be addressed even with the
imposed regulations which results in a potential negative impact on the health of
residents and pets and care of hens.
The City current By-law Enforcement service levels do not include the
administration of this program. Therefore if staff are directed to proceed with the
Official Plan, Zoning By-law and Animal Control by-law amendments a budget
increase of $12,000-$15,000 per year for training, enforcement and maintenance
of the registry is required based on the estimate of 25-30 coops established in
the city.
Based on the analysis provided in this report staff is recommending refusal of the
amendments to the Official Plan and Zoning By-law and not amending the
Animal Control by-law.

Financial Implications
•

If Council chooses to proceed with amendments to allow backyard hens staff
would recommend that regulations be enforced through a registry, permit
process, one-time inspection fee of $100 and on a complaint only basis. If these
amendments proceed there will be a financial impact to maintain the registry,
enforce the regulations and provide training to by-law enforcement staff. The
annual cost estimate for this is $12,000-$15,000/year

Background
On June 14, 2016, Council directed By-law Enforcement staff not to enforce by-laws
affecting existing chicken coop enclosures in the City of Cambridge until consideration
is given for a new regulatory by-law. In September 2016, By-law Enforcement staff
formed a working group which included representatives from Planning Staff, Legal Staff
and Animal Control. The working group looked at the process, timing and implications of
allowing backyard hens on residential zoned properties. The research also included
looking at other municipalities’ best practices and regulations. Based on the working
group findings, in order to allow backyard hens, a City initiated Official Plan amendment,
Zoning By-law amendment, an amendment to the Animal Control By-law and an annual
budget increase are required.
An information report was provided to Planning and Development Committee on
September 17, 2017 where the resolution was passed that Cambridge Council direct
staff to initiate a public process to consider allowing backyard hens in urban residential
areas. Public consultation was conducted through two public information sessions which
were held in February 2018 and an on-line survey available for public input in March
2018 and a formal public meeting was held on September 11, 2018.
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If council chooses to permit backyard hens draft Official Plan and Zoning amendments
are attached to this report along with a list of regulations for the Animal Control by-law.
The wording for the Official Plan Amendment and Zoning By-law Amendment is similar
to what was attached to the public meeting report with the addition of a 3m (9.8ft)
setback from a window or door on the principal dwelling and a maximum height and
floor area for a coop of 2m (6.6ft) and 9.2sqm (100sqft). These additions were added
based on research of other municipalities to help address concerns of public health and
visual impacts of coops.

Analysis
Strategic Alignment
PEOPLE To actively engage, inform and create opportunities for people to participate in
community building – making Cambridge a better place to live, work, play and learn for
all.
Goal #1 - Community Wellbeing
Objective 1.4 Promote, facilitate and participate in the development of affordable,
welcoming and vibrant neighbourhoods.
The City has undertaken public consultation through information sessions and a public
meeting and although it was identified that allowing backyard hens provides a new
opportunity to residents to have access a local sustainable food source it may also have
some negative impacts to existing neighbourhoods.

Comments
The raising of backyard hens is currently not permitted in the City’s Official Plan, Zoning
By-law and Animal Control By-law. In order to allow this use, amendments to these bylaws are required. Draft regulations pertaining to the number of chickens, coops,
setbacks, and minimum property size were presented through the public consultation
process.
Allowing residents to keep hens in backyards on residential zoned properties raises a
number of considerations which were identified through public consultation. Backyard
hens have been considered only as a source of fresh egg production for personal
consumption. Slaughter of animals and sale of eggs have not been considered due to
health concerns and impact on neighbours. Due to noise issues, roosters were also not
permitted in draft regulations for public consultation.
Many municipalities have looked at allowing backyard hens in urban residential areas
with varying results. The City of Peterborough, City of London, City of Barrie, Norfolk
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County and the City of Waterloo do not allow backyard chickens in urban residential
areas. The City of Quinte West passed a Zoning By-law Amendment to regulate the
keeping of backyard hens in single detached residential zones with a minimum lot size
of 0.4ha (1.0ac). The township of North Dumfries approved an 18 month pilot by-law to
allow hens on properties with a minimum size of 2000m2 (21,258ft2). The City of
Kitchener opted to allow backyard chickens with a permit process which requires
consent from the neighbouring property owner if minimum requirements cannot be met.
The City of Kingston initiated a pilot project to allow backyard hens. Niagara Falls allows
keeping of backyard hens on lots with a minimum area and regulations for coops to be
7.62m (25ft) from rear lot line and 4.5m (15ft) from side lot lines. Most municipalities
that allowed hens took a cautious approach with large lot sizes and/or setbacks which
would eliminate the permission for many urban residential properties.
Staff evaluated the option of a trial period and recommend not considering one because
if the trial period results in not allowing the use to continue, the owners may have
difficulty finding a new suitable location to move the hens outside a residential zone.
Through the working group research and public consultation the following benefits to
keeping backyard hens were identified:
Benefits identified:
Locally produced, better tasting eggs
Greater ability for individuals to control food sources
Better conditions for hens in comparison to industrial farms
Pest control as hens can consume weeds and bugs
Reduced energy usage and carbon emissions associated with transporting food
Provides education to children about where food comes from
Lower food costs to owners
Contributes to community building and health, social, environmental benefits
Through the public consultation the following concerns were identified. Some of the
concerns can be mitigated with the proposed regulations. However, staff notes that
there may be issues that cannot be eliminated. Staff response to concerns raised is
provided in Appendix E.
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Concerns
Disposal of Manure
Disposal of dead animals, end of life plan
Public Health concerns such as diseases spread to humans or pets from hens or
eggs
Rodents and wildlife predators attracted to chickens, feed and eggs
Animal cruelty by not allowing Roosters
Expected popularity and impact on City resources
Downtime practices
Noise
Restrictive lot sizes (not inclusive to all properties) –500 sqm (5382 sqft) lot size.
Smell, odour
Pet health as chicken feed can be toxic to domestic pets
Conflict between domestic pets and chickens
Visual impacts of coops
Sale of eggs, manure or any byproducts
Neighbour conflict - Consider requiring neighbor consent
Abandoned hens
Lack of information and resources
Enforcement and complaints
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Concerns
Real estate value decline
Animal health of hens if not cared for properly or not provided required nutrients
Costs to the City
In addition to the benefits and concerns identified through public consultation the
following comments and considerations were also noted. These items are responded to
in Appendix E
Comments/Considerations
Rented hen regulations
Encourage heritage breeds
Include a registry process
Neighbour consent

Existing Policy/By-Law
City of Cambridge Official Plan (2012)
The 2012 City of Cambridge Official Plan includes three designations for residential
land: Low/Medium Density; High Density; and Rural Residential. Low/Medium Density
Residential permits residential development to a maximum of 40 units per hectare. High
Density Residential permits residential development with a minimum density of 0.5 Floor
Space Index. Rural Residential permits residential development dependent on size and
suitability to accommodate potable water and wastewater treatment. Agricultural uses
are only identified as a permitted use in Rural Residential designated properties
excluding Blair Village. Agricultural uses are defined as follows:
Agricultural uses – the growing of crops, including nursery, horticultural and
floricultural crops, raising of livestock; raising of other animals for food, fur or
fibre, including poultry and fish; aquaculture; apiaries; agro-forestry; maple syrup
production; and associated on-farm residence(s), buildings, structures and farm
greenhouses.
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Lands designated Residential in the Official Plan are also permitted to have accessory
uses. Backyard hens on urban residential designated properties can only be considered
an accessory use through an amendment to the Official Plan. The amendment would
define backyard hens as an accessory use separate from the raising of poultry identified
in the Agricultural use definition. If Council proceeds with the option to allow backyard
hens a draft Official Plan amendment is included in Appendix A.
The Provincial Policy Statement provides policy direction on matters of provincial
interest relating to land use planning. The Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe provides a framework for managing growth. The amendment to the Official
Plan would be consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement and conform to the
Growth Plan and the Regional Official Plan as the draft amendment contributes to a
complete community by allowing residents access to a local, sustainable food source.
City of Cambridge Zoning By-law No. 150-85
The current Zoning By-law identifies that chickens or hens are only permitted as a
farming use in Rural Residential zones (RR1 and RR2) and the Agricultural zone (A1).
Chickens are included in the definition of farming as follows:
Farming means the production of plants and animals useful to man, including the
breeding, raising or maintaining of livestock, fur farming, fruit growing, the
keeping of bees, fish farming, greenhouse farming, hydroponics farming,
vegetable growing, tree growing and sod farming
In order to permit hens in the backyards of residential dwellings in urban areas the
Zoning By-law would need to be amended to include backyard hens as a permitted
accessory use in residential zones. If Council chooses to allow hens in residential
zones staff recommends that the following specific criteria should be included.
Proposed Regulation

Planning Analysis

Minimum lot size of 500 sqm
(5382 sqft)

Minimum lot size allows adequate area on
residential property to provide private amenity
space for the residential occupants and also
accommodate adequate area for a hen coop and
run with the proposed setbacks. In unique situations
where adequate space can be provided on a
smaller lot a property owner may make an
application to the Committee of Adjustment for a
minor variance.

Female hens at least four

Roosters permitted in an urban setting may cause
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Proposed Regulation

Planning Analysis

months in age

noise at levels not acceptable to neighbours.
Limiting the hens to at least four months of age
allows the gender to be determined prior to the hens
being accommodated on the property.

Within a fenced rear yard only
setback 3m (9.8ft) from property
lines

Concerns were noted about noise and smell coming
from coops which may impact adjacent properties.
A required setback of 3m (9.8ft) from property lines
would provide increased separation from
neighbouring amenity areas beyond what is
permitted for other buildings to minimize potential
conflicts. The setback of 3m (9.8ft) is a midpoint
from other municipal standards which range from
1.2m (3.9ft) to 7.6m (25ft).

Coop setback of 3m (9.8ft) from
windows and doors on the
principal building

Setback requirements for accessory buildings in
residential zones currently allow an accessory
building to be located within 1m (3.2ft) from the
principal building. This increase would limit potential
noise and odour impacts on the principal residential
dwelling.

Maximum coop size of 92 sqm
(100 sqft) and a maximum
height of 2m (6.6ft)

Coop area and height limits should be included in
response to public concern over appearance of
structures. These measurements replicate the City
of Toronto coop regulations and would limit the view
of the structures from adjacent properties.

In addition the proposed by-law defines backyard hens separate from farming and
includes regulations for the setbacks for chicken coops from property lines. If Council
chooses to allow backyard hens a draft Zoning amendment is included in Appendix A.
Animal Control By-law
The Animal Control By-law currently prohibits poultry and fowl except on land zoned
under the City’s Zoning By-law for agricultural use, open space, industrial or rural
residential purposes.
If Council chooses to allow backyard hens staff would recommend that the Animal
Control By-law be amended to permit backyard chickens with specific regulations that
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include but are not limited to the number of hens, no sale of eggs, no slaughter, and
required containment. Draft regulations to the Animal Control By-law are included in
Appendix B. The Animal Control By-law was passed under the Municipal Act. Proposed
changes to that by-law do not require a public meeting.

Financial Impact
If Council chooses to allow backyard hens, maintaining a registry, inspections and
enforcement of the regulations on a complaint basis would be done through the City’s
By-law Enforcement Division. In addition if Council recommends allowing hens staff
would recommend a registry, one-time permit and inspection fee of $100. In order to
provide this additional service a yearly increase in the By-law Enforcement budget will
be required of $12,000-$15,000 to cover yearly enforcement, training and registry
maintenance. Based on the uptake in adjacent municipalities it is anticipated that
approximately 25-30 coops will be established in the first year. Based on the
assumptions, proposed fee revenue and proposed budget increase this would allow the
City to allocate approximately $500/coop for inspection, complaints, processing permits,
maintaining the registry and staff training. Staff also reviewed the alternative option of
enforcement through the Animal Control contract and were quoted a price of
$50,000/year.

Public Input
Two public information sessions were arranged in February 2018 and an on-line survey
was available in March 2018.
Three options were presented through public consultation.
1. Status Quo - Do not permit hens
2. Permit hens with regulations in the Zoning By-law and Animal Control By-law
3. Permit hens with regulations and also require a City maintained registry and a
one-time inspection fee
The majority of comments received and the on-line survey results indicated preference
for allowing hens with regulations. At the formal public meeting Planning and
Development Committee expressed interest in also including a registry system and
inspection. This could be included an initial requirement with one-time permit and
inspection fee of $100.
Draft regulations for the Zoning By-law and Animal Control By-law are provided in
Appendix A and B of this report.
Results of the online survey are as follows:
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Option

Survey
Result

1 - status quo-do not permit hens

36.9%

2- Permit hens with regulations

40.7%

3-Permit hens with regulations but include a registry and one-time
inspection fee

22.4%

Significant public comments were received through the public information sessions and
on-line comments which are provided in Appendix C and D of this report. Additional
comments were received at the formal public meeting pertaining to neighbour consent
and animal cruelty. Minutes from the Public Meeting on September 11, 2018 are
included in Appendix G. Staff response to the comments and concerns raised is
provided in Appendix E.

Internal/External Consultation
Consultation was conducted with By-law, Legal and Planning internal staff and Animal
Control and Public Health external staff. Animal Control has indicated that they are not
in support of this initiative due to owners potentially not providing adequate care for
hens and the difficulty of where any abandoned hens could be placed. Animal Control
advised that they do not have an interest in providing enforcement if the City allows
backyard hens and if requested to include in the current contract with the City an
additional $50,000/year would be required.
Staff from the City of Kitchener, City of Waterloo and North Dumfries Township were
also consulted. Kitchener approach is similar to the approach considered by Cambridge
and permits backyard hens in residential areas with conditions and regulations.
Kitchener includes a one-time permit fee and an inspection of the property and coop
conducted by by-law staff. The draft regulations included in Appendix B were developed
based on discussions with the City of Kitchener by-law team.
Waterloo does not permit backyard hens but is allowing existing established backyard
hens to continue and North Dumfries is allowing hens through an 18 month pilot by-law
with a minimum property size requirement of 2000m2 (21,258ft2).

Conclusion
Staff reviewed comments received and conducted research and analysis of the
comments raised. Based on the research and mitigation options staff have determined
that many of the concerns may be mitigated through the regulations and information
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material to be provided to prospective hen owners. However staff also noted that some
concerns cannot be eliminated. Based on the analysis of all benefits and concerns,
staff is recommending Council not proceed with initiating the amendments to the Official
Plan and Zoning By-law amendments to allow backyard hens on properties. Although
staff understands the desire for urban area residents to have backyard hens and the
benefits to owners the potential impacts on neighbours, public health and City budget
are significant and in staffs’ opinion do not justify the amendments. If Council chooses
to proceed with the amendments staff have prepared draft amendments to reduce the
potential impacts. Direction would be required to establish a registry system, permit
system and one-time inspection with a fee.
It is identified that additional resources are needed to provide inspections and
enforcement of the proposed regulations. Therefore if Council proceeds with the
amendments staff would recommend an annual increase in the By-law Enforcement
budget of $12,000-$15,000.
Also, if Council chooses to proceed with amendments staff have prepared Frequently
Asked Questions for prospective hen owners which are attached in Appendix F.

Signature
Prepared by

Name: Deanne Friess
Title: Manager of Development Planning
Departmental Approval:

Name: Elaine Brunn Shaw
Title: City Planner
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Attachments
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Appendix A – Draft Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment
Appendix B – Recommended Animal control By-law Regulations
Appendix C – Online Comments Received
Appendix D – Public Submissions Received
Appendix E – Staff response to concerns and comments received since February
2018
Appendix F – Draft FAQ’s for prospective hen owners
Appendix G – Minutes from Public Meeting
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Appendix A - Draft Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment

Purpose and Effect of Official Plan Amendment No. 39
City File No. D.14.11.01
The Purpose and Effect of this Official Plan Amendment to the City of Cambridge
Official Plan (2012), as amended, is to remove backyard hens from the definition of
agricultural uses and allow as an accessory use in a low/medium residential
designation. The effect is to allow backyard hens to be permitted on a residential
property subject to regulations in the Zoning By-law and Animal Control By-law.
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By-law No. XXX-19
of the
City Of Cambridge
Being a By-law of the Corporation of the City of
Cambridge to adopt Amendment No. 39 to the City of
Cambridge Official Plan (2012)
WHEREAS Council of the City of Cambridge has the authority pursuant to Sections
17 and 22 of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. P. 13, as amended to adopt an
Official Plan and make amendments thereto;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Corporation of the City of Cambridge
enacts as follows:
1. THAT Amendment No. 39 to the City of Cambridge Official Plan (2012) applies to
all lands the City of Cambridge, Regional Municipality of Waterloo
2. THAT Amendment No. 39 to the City of Cambridge Official Plan (2012) as
amended, consisting of the text is hereby adopted.
3. THAT the Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to make application to the
Regional Municipality of Waterloo for approval of the aforementioned
Amendment No. 39 to the City of Cambridge Official Plan (2012), as amended.
4. That this By-law shall come into full force and effect upon the final passing
thereof.
PASSED AND ENACTED this ______ day of _________, 2019.

___________________________
Mayor
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___________________________
Clerk
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Amendment No. 39 to the City of Cambridge Official Plan
1. Chapter 13 of the City of Cambridge Official Plan is hereby included by amending
the definition of agricultural uses to the following text:
Agricultural uses – the growing of crops, including nursery, horticultural and
floricultural crops, raising of livestock; raising of other animals for food, fur or fibre,
including poultry and fish; aquaculture; apiaries; agro-forestry; maple syrup production;
and associated on-farm residence(s), buildings, structures and farm greenhouses but
excluding backyard hens.
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Zoning By-law Purpose and Effect of By-law No. XX-19

The Purpose of this By-law is to amend the zoning regulations for farming applicable to
hens to allow the keeping of hens and associated accessory structures in all Residential
Use Class Zones within the City of Cambridge subject to specific regulations.

The Effect of the By-law is to allow hens to be kept in the rear yards of all residential
zoned properties in the City provided specific regulations are maintained for the keeping
of hens and chicken coops for housing hens with regulations for the location.

City File No.: D.14.11.01
Wards Affected: All
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BY-LAW XX-19
OF THE
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
Being a By-law of the Corporation of the City of Cambridge to
amend Zoning By-law No. 150-85, as amended, with respect to
hens for all residential use class zoned lands within the City of
Cambridge
WHEREAS Council of the City of Cambridge has the authority pursuant to Section
34 of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. P. 13, as amended to pass this By-law;
AND WHEREAS this by-law conforms to the Official Plan of the City of Cambridge
once OPA no 39 comes into full force and effect, and;
AND WHEREAS Council deems that adequate public notice was provided and
adequate information regarding this Amendment was presented at the meeting held
on September 11, 2018, and that a further public meeting is not considered
necessary in order to proceed with this Amendment; and,
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Corporation of the City of
Cambridge enacts as follows:
1. THAT this by-law applies to all land in the City of Cambridge
2. THAT the City of Cambridge Zoning By-law No. 150-85, as amended, is

hereby further amended by adding the following definition to Section 1.1.1 –
Definitions
Backyard Hens means the keeping of female chickens that are at least four
month old in the rear yard of a residentially zoned property
3. THAT the aforesaid City of Cambridge Zoning By-law No. 150-85, as

amended, is hereby further amended by adding Section 3.1.2.1(s) bullet in all
zones as follows;
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“3.1.2.1(s) backyard hens and associated structures with a permit issued
by the City of Cambridge and in accordance with 2.1.11(h) and 3.1.1.11”
4. THAT the aforesaid City of Cambridge Zoning By-law No. 150-85, as

amended, is hereby further amended by adding Section 2.1.11(h) as follows
“2.1.11(h) regulations for buildings or structures for the purpose of housing
backyard hens:
i)

no portion of a building or structure for the purpose of housing
backyard hens shall be permitted to be located within the front yard,
exterior side yard, 3m from the rear lot line, 3m from an interior side lot
line, and 3m from an exterior side lot line or within a rear yard abutting
a street

ii)

no portion of a building or structure for the purpose of housing
backyard hens shall be permitted within 3m of any window or door on
the principal dwelling”

iii)

no building or structure for the purpose of housing backyard hens shall
exceed a height of 2m and a maximum floor area of 9.2m2.

5. THAT the aforesaid City of Cambridge Zoning By-law No. 150-85, as

amended, is hereby further amended by adding Section 3.1.1.11 as follows
“3.1.1.11

Backyard Hens

In a residential use class zone which contains a detached dwelling or a semidetached dwelling and a minimum lot size of 500 square metres of land shall
be permitted to keep backyard hens in accordance with the following
regulations:
(a) property must be fenced in accordance with the City of Cambridge Fence
By-law, as amended and fencing must be designed and constructed to
prevent chickens from escaping;
(b) a chicken coop to house the backyard hens must be provided and be in
accordance with Section 2.1.11(h) of this by-law; and,
6. AND THAT this By-law shall come into force and effect on the date it is

enacted Subject to Official Plan Amendment No. xx coming into effect
pursuant to Subsection 24(2) of the Planning Act, R.S.O., 1990, c. P. 13, as
amended.
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PASSED AND ENACTED this __ day of _____, 2019
_________________________________
MAYOR

________________________________
CLERK
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Appendix B – Animal Control By-law - Draft Regulations
General Regulations
(a) maximum of 4 female hens;
(b) no roosters;
(c) no sale of eggs and other products associated with the keeping of
backyard hens;
(d) no home slaughter of hens is permitted;
(e) backyard hens must be contained in the rear yard of the owner’s property
at all times;
(f) the owner of the backyard hens must reside on the property where the
hens are kept;
(g) the keeping of backyard hens is not permitted to result in any nuisance
including but not limited to noise and odour;
(h) hens must be locked in a coop from sunset to sunrise daily;
Coop Regulations
•

Coops must be constructed and maintained:
a) to provide protection from weather and be adequately ventilated;
b) to exclude rodents and predators
c) with floor that is resistant to moisture and mold and retains heat in the cold
weather
d) with a chicken box sufficient to accommodate all hen;
e) with a perch area sufficient to accommodate all hens; and
f) with an accessible dust bath area

•

Coops and runs are maintained in a clean condition;

•

Coops and runs are maintained to ensure that smells do not cause a nuisance to
the residents of any neighbouring property or any residents of the City;

•

Coop floors are lined with shavings, straw or other appropriate materials to
absorb manure and facilitate cleaning’

•

Coops are deep cleaned at least two times yearly including the disinfecting of
troughs, perches and nests;

•

Coops housing hens in winter months must be insulated to protect hens from
freezing;

Care and Maintenance Regulations
•

Feeders and water containers are provided and are cleaned and disinfected
regularly;
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•

All stored feed is kept in rodent proof containers and secured at all times to
prevent rodents and other animals from accessing it;

•

Feeding of hens is done in a manner that minimizes the attraction of rodents and
other animals;

•

Manure and droppings are cleaned out daily and stored in a secured container
until disposed of in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations;

•

Each hen is banded with such band containing current contact information for the
hens owner;

•

Hens have access to an enclosed outdoor run area;

•

Deceased hens are disposed of within 24hours of death at a livestock disposal
facility, through the services of a veterinarian, chicken exchange program or
through a facility as approved by the Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural
Affairs and are disposed of in accordance with all laws;

•

Hens are kept in accordance with all other laws including the City’s by-laws
respecting noise, lot maintenance, property standards, and animals as well as
provincial legislation.
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Appendix C – Online comments received
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Backyard Hens in Cambridge
August 23, 2018, 9:28 AM

Contents
i.
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1 | www.opentownhall.com/5987
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Created with OpenGov | August 23, 2018, 9:28 AM

Summary Of Responses
As of August 23, 2018, 9:28 AM, this forum had:

Topic Start

Attendees:

371

February 21, 2018, 3:36 PM

Responses:

218

Hours of Public Comment:

10.9

QUESTION 1

Please provide any comments you have on this option.
Answered

68

Skipped

150

QUESTION 2

Please provide any comments you have on this option.
Answered

83

Skipped

135

QUESTION 3

Please provide any comments you have on this option.
Answered

68

Skipped

150

QUESTION 4

Having reviewed all the options, please indicate your preferred option.

Option 1 - Status quo

2 | www.opentownhall.com/5987
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%

Count

36.9%
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Created with OpenGov | August 23, 2018, 9:28 AM

%

Count

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

40.7%

87

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

22.4%

48

QUESTION 5

Please provide any additional comments you have on these options.
Answered

55

Skipped

163
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Survey Questions
QUESTION 1
Please provide any comments you have on this option.

QUESTION 2
Please provide any comments you have on this option.

QUESTION 3
Please provide any comments you have on this option.

QUESTION 4
Having reviewed all the options, please indicate your preferred
option.
•
•
•

Option 1 - Status quo
Option 2 - Permit with regulations
Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

QUESTION 5
Please provide any additional comments you have on these options.
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Individual Responses
can live for many years longer. What will be done with all of these
chickens once they aren't good egg layers anymore? Chickens are usually
slaughtered for food at a maximum of 12 weeks - hens at one year are not
as tasty, hence "spent" or "soup hens", so slaughtering them is an option,
but the meat isn't what most people would consider prime chicken meat.

Name not available
February 21, 2018, 4:04 PM
Question 1

Question 4

No response

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 2
Question 5

No response

We already have a lack of resources to address domestic animal welfare
in this city (dogs, cats, etc). While I would like to support backyard
chickens, I just see it becoming a nightmare of unwanted and mistreated
animals.

Question 3

How will anyone stop the chickens from making noise? Will the odour be
regulated?

Nathan Lajeunesse
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 4:11 PM

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

Question 1

No response

No response
Question 2

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 4:05 PM

No response
Question 3
No response

Question 1
No response

Question 4
•

Question 2
I do not agree with there being no initial inspection. There must be at least
one home inspection, especially given how cold winter conditions can be.

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Hens only provide good quality eggs for approximately one year, but they
can live for many years longer. What will be done with all of these
chickens once they aren't good egg layers anymore? Chickens are usually
slaughtered for food at a maximum of 12 weeks - hens at one year are not
as tasty, hence "spent" or "soup hens", so slaughtering them is an option,
but the meat isn't what most people would consider prime chicken meat.

Jennifer Ochoa
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 4:20 PM

Question 3

Question 1

Hens only provide good quality eggs for approximately one year, but they

No response
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Question 2

Question 1

No response

No response

Question 3

Question 2

No response

No response

Question 4

Question 3

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

No response

Question 5

Question 4

No response

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5

Zach Bogdon
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 4:34 PM

No response

Perry Rolph
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 5:58 PM

Question 1
Too many rules imposed on private landowners. The benefits outweigh
the negative aspects in this case.

Question 1
Question 2
Preferred - perhaps look at lowering the minimum lot area. Unfortunately
my own lot is not and will likely never be large enough for ethical raising of
chickens. However, I think the 500 sq. m. is a barrier to entry for far too
many people.

Question 2
What will be done and how will it be regulated when they stop laying eggs
as to the chickens future. They should purchase tags so when set free
they can be traced to the owner.

Question 3
We do not need all this red tape to have four chickens. It is an inefficient
burden on staff to process fees and maintain a registry.

Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Hens need to be in the rural areas only, they have more protection in a
chicken barn.

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 4
•

Question 5
The government should set out guidelines and let landowners follow them
until they are abused e.g. investigation when complaint is received. There
are far more important things to focus time and resources on than four
chickens on large properties.

Name not available
February 21, 2018, 5:16 PM
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Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
This needs to be discouraged has anyone thought of our winters or are
they taking them in the house? There is markets everywhere in this area
to get fresh eggs. Neighbors need to approve of any possible chickens
moving in

Name not available
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February 21, 2018, 6:13 PM

February 21, 2018, 6:22 PM

Question 1

Question 1

This is old thinking and no longer relevant to life in the 21st century.

No response

Question 2

Question 2

This option is good, but initial inspections would set hen owners up for
success and prevent inadequate cops/runs from the start.

No response
Question 3

Question 3

No response

This is the best option. Progressive yet holding up quality standards.
Does the 500 sq m lot size restrict owners of average size properties? If
so, I could see this being criticized for being accessible only to those in
affluent areas.

Question 4

Question 4

Question 5

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

No response

No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 6:43 PM

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 6:14 PM

Question 1
It's time for us to keep up with the needs and wants of the ppl like other
cities...chickens should be allowed

Question 1
No response
Question 2

Question 2
I think if individuals have extra eggs they should be allowed to sell them.
If the home has 2 families living under the same roof they should both be
allowed to have 4 chickens.

No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

I agree with the no initial inspection fee or associated fee. It is a waste of
time and tax money to send ppl out for these inspections.
Question 3
We pay enough.
a registry that is maintained by the city is a waste of tax payers money
and city workers time....
Question 4

No response

Name not available
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•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
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No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 7:25 PM

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 8:54 PM
Question 1
No response

Question 1
My preference
Question 2
Most of the house owners have no experience raising and taking care of
hens. Their presence in the residential area will invite wide animals.

Question 2
I would like the minimum lot requirements to be amended to be lower 375
square meters to 400 square meters (4036 to 4305 squart feet). This
will open up more people to have back yard hens, not only to people that
can afford to move to the country. I find people that oppose chickens
don't really know what raising chickens is like. They imagine it to be dirty
and smelly but it's not when properly managed.

Question 3
Frequent inspection is required to make sure rules are followed.

Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
What about animal diseases, are residents aware?
Is there any possibility any desease to hens trasmitted to humans?
What about winter time ?

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 21, 2018, 8:10 PM

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 9:09 PM

Question 1

Question 1

No response

This is my least preferred options. I don't believe that providing the option
of owning backyard hens has any significant downsides, and it has
significant benefits for those who wish to take advantage of the
opportunity.

Question 2
This is the best option. Please vote for this option.

Question 2
Question 3
No response

I like this option in that it allows for hen ownership, but I feel that the hens
would be better served by a registration/inspection process.

Question 4

Question 3

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

This is my preferred option. The inspection process would hopefully result
in the best outcome for chickens. It gives residents the option to use a
totally local source for their eggs.

No response
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Question 4
•

No response

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee
Question 3

Question 5

No response

There is a fairly high bar to chicken ownership (a coop and a run are
required). Because of this, only those who are serious about chicken
ownership would pursue this option. As such, there is a higher likelihood
that they would be responsible owners.
Based on behaviour in other municipalities, a very small portion of the
population would become chicken owners, and as such, would be fairly
low impact.
Chickens do not provide any more disruption than cats and dogs and
ownership would have a low impact on neighbours.

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 21, 2018, 9:46 PM

Name not available
February 21, 2018, 9:27 PM

Question 1
No response

Question 1
Not my preferred option. I am a proponent of backyard chickens.

Question 2

Question 2

No response

While I am in favor of backyard chickens I feel this option does not provide
enough oversight.

Question 3
No response

Question 3
This option provides a reasonable level of oversight. I feel strongly that
having at minimum a one time inspection is prudent and will help ensure
the privilege is not abused and is being followed properly.

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
Question 4
•

No response
Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 21, 2018, 9:47 PM
Question 1

Cliff Eggleton
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 9:46 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
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No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
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Question 4
•

No response

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 3

Question 5

No response

No response
Question 4

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 21, 2018, 11:39 PM

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Question 1
Disagree. A couple laying hens should be allowed for people to produce
their own eggs. Is no more of a burden than any typical house pet.

Name not available
February 22, 2018, 7:28 AM

Question 2

Question 1

Smaller lot sizes should be allowed. There is no need to penalize lower
income families.
Should have an initial inspection (and thus a fee to pay for it) to ensure
proper animal husbandry.

No response
Question 2
No response

Question 3
Smaller lots should be allowed as not to penalize lower income families.
This is my preferred option. This ensures only those who are dedicated to
having hens and providing proper care for them are doing it. It should be
also up to us to pay for the inspection, not other homeowners via taxes.

Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
Backyard hens are an excellent way to produce your own food in a
sustainable way. It is a great exposure for children to learn about where
food comes from. Laying hens are no more work nor disturbance than
most household pets. I strongly support laying hens to be allowed in
residential areas.

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 22, 2018, 8:21 AM
Question 1
No response

Name not available
February 21, 2018, 11:57 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
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Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
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Backyard Hens in Cambridge
Have your say on the three proposed options for backyard hens in Cambridge.

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 22, 2018, 8:22 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response

My only concern with this option is the minimum lot area. 500 square
metres is approximately 5382 square feet-the size of a mansion! This lot
size will exclude the majority of residents interested in having backyard
hens who live in the suburban areas of Cambridge. This would defeat the
purpose of the proposed bylaw changes which I think is to help increase
both food sustainability and food security in our city. We don't want the
ownership of backyard hens to be a privilege solely of the wealthy.
My suggestion is to connect with University of Guelph's veterinary school
(if this hasn't already been done) and ask about the minimum space
requirements for one happy, healthy hen to roam in. Once you know that
number, you can assess how many hens a person can have based on the
amount of space available in that person's backyard, up to the indicated
maximum of 4.
Recommendations for the following would also be appreciated:
-how to care for the hens during the winter
-how to appropriately dispose of dead hens (those that have died from
illness or by being killed by other animals)

Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Question 5
Thanks for all your hard work on this endeavour! It's so awesome that
we're even considering this!

No response

Name not available
February 22, 2018, 9:16 AM

Name not available
February 22, 2018, 9:26 AM
Question 1

Question 1

Our preferred choice. Keep hens in rural/ag. zones.

No thanks to this option. I'm interested in having backyard hens so this
wouldn't allow that.

Question 2

Question 2

If hens allowed, we strongly prefer the additional checks provided by
Option 3. Option 2 is too lenient/easy to ignore regulations.

This is an improvement over option 1, however, it makes it too easy for
anyone to have hens since there is no initial inspection or fee.

Question 3

Question 3
I think the administrative fees, inspection requirement and registry is a
wise and excellent idea! A fee needs to be charged to offset the costs of
the training and ongoing vigilance of city staff. Just ensure that the fee is
reasonable enough so that it is not perceived as too big of a barrier to
having hens.
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Regulations generally seem ok. What does "No nuisance including but not
limited to noise and odour" actually mean / how enforced?
Inspection/fee aspect would make this a much better choice than Option
2.
Question 4
•
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Question 5

Question 2

No response

I’m in favour of this option, as long as people are responsible and
respectful of others surrounding them. I think people should be able to
grow and raise there own food supply if they wish too. I also thinks it’s
great for our environment.

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 22, 2018, 11:23 AM

Question 3
No response

Question 1
Question 4

I am concerned people will not maintain the coops and also what happens
to the chickens when they stop laying if you are not allowed to slaughter?
Will they be dumped or dropped at Humane Society like we see now with
rising numbers of dogs and cats? However, I wouldn't want to stop
people having chickens.

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 2
No response

Name not available
February 22, 2018, 2:44 PM

Question 3
No response

Question 1
Preferred

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 2

Question 5
Option 3 would be my choice. If people are truly committed they will pay
a registration fee. I don't think an inspection is required though - this is
just wasting taxpayers money. Neighbours will complain if there is an
issue. We don't do an inspection for other pets/animals, though I do
wonder what will happen in the winter - won't the coops need to be
heated? Chickens attract racoons and other predators, this is a concern
for people who live nearby especially if they have small children or dogs. I
do not agree with lowering the yard size requirement - and strongly agree
it must be at least 3 meters from the property line and they must be
contained. Like Kitchener I think chickens should have bands showing
ownership.

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 22, 2018, 2:02 PM
Question 1
No response

12 | www.opentownhall.com/5987

Allowing any domesticated animals into an urban zone is guaranteed to
generate ongoing problems with noise (hard to quantify without specific
equipment) and smell (subjective and often lead to vague illnesses like
nausea, headaches etc) resulting in feuds between neighbours and more
city/police dispute settlements required
Not to mention the opportunities for diseases and transmission between
humans in a more densely populated area
If you wish to keep animals then do it where you can be considerate to you
neighbours, i.e. rural
Lastly, who are you kidding when you say the sale of the only reason for
keeping chickens (eggs and meat) will not be sold. Whats your proposed
method of enforcing this? The useless honour system or wait until people
get sick then backtrack the source? Do you seriously believe that because
you say no it won't be prevalent when that is the only reason to raise
them? Someone needs to put on a pot of coffee.
The benefits for the few do not balance against the risk to the many and
the few have legitimate options available to them rural so NO
Question 3
More acknowledgement of the effort required to regulate it better but still
opens up the whole can of worms I discussed in option 2 combined with
your Narnian view that people will not sell the only reasons to raise
chickens in the first place (eggs and meat). They are not support animals
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Benefit to the few but a whole mess of sh-t to be constantly dealt with in
an ongoing bases costing how many dollars when the rural option is
available locally
NO
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
Have you contacted other jurisdictions who have allowed chickens with
the constraints you are suggesting. Did they work? Were other
conditions required to make it work or did they withdraw the bylaw after
some time. We are not alone here people, let's use the experience's of
others to help guide our way
Thx

Question 2
These are very reasonable guidelines. I'm especially impressed that the
food storage is mentioned as I had a concern about rats.
I prefer this option rather than the one with mandatory inspection
because I think it is more expensive to taxpayers to have employees out
for every coop? The cost could make it prohibitive if it's being utilized by
lower income families
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 22, 2018, 3:18 PM

I'm happy to see the city moving forward with this

Name not available
February 22, 2018, 5:39 PM

Question 1
I support this option

Question 1

Question 2

I do not believe there should be any changes the status quo should be
carried

I don't support this option
Question 2
Question 3

I do not agree they should only be in rural areas

If we have to have an option different that the status quo, than this might
work given the investigations upon receiving complaints

Question 3
I do not agree they should only be in rural areas

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 22, 2018, 5:27 PM

Name not available
February 22, 2018, 6:20 PM

Question 1

Question 1

No response

No response
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No response

inside Cambridge
February 22, 2018, 9:39 PM

Question 3

Question 1

No response

No response

Question 4

Question 2

Question 2

•

No response

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Question 3

Please ,no chickens

No response
Question 4

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 22, 2018, 7:50 PM

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Question 1
I don't believe that this option is the best one for our growing city. I mean
if Guelph can have chickens, why not Cambridge?

Siana Crasto
inside Cambridge
February 22, 2018, 10:08 PM

Question 2
This seems like the best option because it make it affordable to the
majority of people in Cambridge while still considering that there should
be plenty of standards for the protection of the chickens and their
neighbours.

Question 1

The additional cost could make this service out of reach for a lot of people
willing to have chicken in their yard, but are doing so to make their
residence more cost efficient.

Disagree.
- Plentiful evidence to support urban hens in North American cities.
- Cambridge needs to set a precedence for evidence based policy to
increase resident satisfaction.
- Allowing urban hens complements the city's vision
statement (https://www.cambridge.ca/en/your-city/Vision-MissionValues.aspx)

Question 4

Question 2

Question 3

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
I am for the growth urban agriculture as a means of offsetting a very
costly life within the city of Cambridge. I believe that we should move
forward and allow the people who live in this great city to benefit from
something like fresh eggs. This can also be an opportunity to share useful
skills to our youth and thus strengthening their overall skills tool belt.

Name not shown
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Agreed.
- This option best provides food security, particularly to the benefit of
poor people/families. In 2006, 11,560 people*, or 9.6%** of the
Cambridge population were "low income" (*calculated from 2011 census
using data from **Waterloo Region Community Assessment report
2011).
Urban hens also:
- provide healthier eggs compared to store-bought eggs (e.g. low hen-toowner ratio enable better controls on hen-health than commercial
operations).
- help divert household produce-waste away from landfills, and in turn
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provide gardeners high-quality fertilizer.
- are an effective biological control on tiny disease-vectors (such as
insects and ticks), thereby aiding in reducing the spread of West-nile
virus, lyme disease etc..
- aids in the preservation of heritage breeds, some of which are near
extinction in Canada (examples here:
https://www.rarebreedscanada.org/poultrybreeds.cfm)
- (and many more)
Question 3
Disagree.
- Education is most effective (vs. red-tape).

etc.
- Every interested potential owner should thoroughly educate themselves
before embarking on this journey. Animal husbandry/pet ownership is a
serious matter.
- Every owner should have a plan, just as you would for pets, in "what if"
situations.
4. Laying hens only produce for a matter of weeks?
- False. Highest egg productivity is from about 3 months old, to often
upwards of 2 years, with diminishing egg laying thereafter. Hens can live
for 4 years or more.
- Please educate yourselves thoroughly before commenting and deciding
either *for* or *against* hen ownership.

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 22, 2018, 10:40 PM

Addressing concerns:

Question 1

1. Excessive land size requirement; prohibitive to many residents?
- I agree that the land size requirements, and set-backs are excessive and
therefore prohibitive.
- Most Canadian cities that allow urban hens typically have smaller land
size requirements, and smaller set-backs than those proposed currently
by the city of Cambridge (e.g. the city of Kitchener!).
- I propose reviewing regulations from other Canadian cities with urban
hen bylaws. Examples include:
(a) Kitchener: https://www.kitchener.ca/en/in-yourneighbourhood/urban-chicken-bylaw.aspx
(b) Guelph: https://www.guelphmercury.com/news-story/7207070new-rules-would-double-guelph-yards-where-hens-can-live/
(c) Victoria: https://www.oakbay.ca/sites/default/files/municipalhall/4013%20-%20%20Animal%20Control%20Bylaw%20%20Consolidated%20to%204591.pdf
(d) Vancouver:
http://council.vancouver.ca/20100408/documents/penv3.pdf

No response

2. How to manage a hen past egg-laying?
I propose:
(a) See bylaws from other Canadian urban areas on this. E.g.
"Slaughtering of chickens on single family lots is not permitted. Hens at
the end of their life will need to be taken to a veterinarian, farm, or sold at
a poultry auction or abattoir."
(http://www.cityofrevelstoke.com/DocumentCenter/View/1910)
(b) Handled hens (i.e. human socialized from young) make loving pets,
and can be treated as such.

Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 8:45 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2

3. What to do with hens in the winter?
I propose:
- Winter maintenance is doable provided proper housing, breed selection
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No response
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Question 3

Question 4

No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 8:55 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 10:56 AM
Question 1
I think that with the diseases that can spread quickly through birds that
allowing backyard in city birds would cause the control of disease to
spread quicker without knowing at the time who has them who had them.
It would open up a whole new can of disaster. I think that you should really
speak with the one who now regulate back yard flocks and get there
advice on this. I think you should leave the bylaw as it is and maybe even
tighten it up.
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

No response

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Charis Hubley
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 10:50 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
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No response

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 11:25 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
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No response

Question 4
No response

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 11:52 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
Allowances for closer proximity to property lines should the neighboring
property owner consent to such or where the neighboring property and
owner is not affected directly or indirectly.
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 12:49 PM
Question 1
The vast majority of yards within the Cambridge city limits are too small
and with neighbours too close to congenially host backyard chickens. I
would not like one of my five immediate neighbours to keep chickens at
all. Generally, a keeper would put their hutch at the end of their yard
(which would then be on the border with a neighbour's!)Since I can hear
many conversations of my various neighbours in their backyards,
chickens would unlikely to be unnoticeable.
Question 2
While most people are good at self regulation, there will always be a
number that are not and take liberties. If, as with most other by-laws
there is the system of nuisance complaining about a specific situation, I
would not be in favour of this option. It is a hassle and emotionally
difficult to make nuisance complaints. I am strongly against this option.
Question 3
If the motion is passed, this is a far better option than Option 2 for the
reasons above. But I still contend that the yards within the city are still
too small and close to congenially keep chickens.
Question 4

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 12:27 PM
Question 1
No response

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
There are many farmers' markets nearby to purchase fresh eggs (Let's
support them!). If a person wants to host livestock, maybe they should
look at moving a little out of town to a more appropriate zone.

Question 2
B
Question 3

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 1:05 PM

Very sensible option.
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Question 1

neighbourhoods which could endanger other animals such as cats and
dogs.
Would drive neighbourhood dogs bananas (more noise from barking
through fence)
Possible property value decreasing - selling or buying, this would be a
deterrent for most.

No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 3:34 PM

No response
Question 4

Question 1

No response

No response
Question 5
Question 2

No response

No response

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 3:25 PM

Question 3
No response

Question 1
Question 4
Gives them space and gives neighbours space as well from noise, small,
etc.

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 2

Question 5

max is a good idea, and no roosters. I still think it would drive the dogs
crazy. Not in semi detached, way too close! I don't want to not busy a
house just because my neighbours have chickens....Not sure how you
would say no nuisance, not really controllable with farm animals - they are
going to smell and cluck.

No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 4:31 PM

Question 3
I think this would help control people more if it were voted in (which I am
not for), as well as make sure things are happening properly with an
inspection and a fee. Again, I don't want property value to go down
because neighbours have hens.

Question 1
No response
Question 2

Question 4
•

No response

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 3

Question 5
Major points against - Eggs only, they're not that expensive.
Noise
Smell
Rodents/pests/predators - could bring them more into the
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No response
Question 4
•

65

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Created with OpenGov | August 23, 2018, 9:28 AM

Question 5

Question 3

dependant on the fees involved, I think it's important to keep track of this
as some may take advantage but the fees can't be cost prohibitive
otherwise I'd choose option 2

No response
Question 4
•

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 4:43 PM

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Question 1

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 5:32 PM

Chickens belong in the country not in city
Question 2

Question 1
My neighbor had chickens. I reported it and animal control didn't do
anything because you guys were still debating. Something killed his
chickens , wild animal most likely. In summer time the stench is horrible
and I can't enjoy my back yard. Not to mention they shit everywhere.

Don't see any harm in allowing it. Government should leave people to
their own decisions regarding there property, unless detrimental impact
on others.

Question 3

Question 2

Please no god damn chickens in the city, just in grocery stores and for the
people say it's educational that's bs. They can take their kids to the farms
and show them whatever they want to see

This seems the most reasonable to me .. rules and bylaw enforcement ..

Question 4
•

Question 3
Seems too invasive and fee driven .. restriicts to people who can afford
the time and money, which doesn't seem right.

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 4

Question 5

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Totally against chickens in the city. Why? They stink, attract other
animals like coyote and will make our city look like a village. Property
taxes should go down if you guys allow them in.

Question 5

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 5:31 PM

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 6:47 PM

Question 1
Fully support this option. We cannot tolerate the stench. Ever drive by a
poultry farm?

No response

Question 1
No response
Question 2

Question 2

I like this option the best.

And how will you enforce the nuisance aspect? Hmm?
Question 3
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No response

It’s best to keep the chickens in rural residential properties- where they
still receive complaints.

Question 4
•

Question 2

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

If residents with hens would all be responsible enough to care and
maintain for their chickens then this would be an ideal option however,
that is not the case. More regulation is necessary.

Question 5
No response

Question 3
If hens are going to be allowed, I think regular inspection is needed and a
complaint line with follow up.

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 6:47 PM

Question 4
•

Question 1

Option 1 - Status quo

Please do not allow chickens in the city limits.
Question 5
Personally, I would not get hens in my backyard. And I am concerned that
residents would not care for them and it would cause noise odour and
attract unwanted animals. I also don’t want the city of Cambridge
spending their time responding to these complaints- there are better
things for the city staff to deal with.

Question 2
Is the city going to increase the number of inspectors?
Who will provide training so that inspections are done properly.
I have a 500 sq.ft back yard, and I would not be able to comply with the 3m rule.
3-m from the property line cannot prevent odor and noise. this is far too
small.
Is the city banking on the fact that making a complaint is difficult so most
people would just put up with the nuisance. Sad way to manage a city.

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 7:40 PM

Question 3

Question 1

What good is a one-time inspection fee. I am sure that poultry farms are
inspected more frequently.
This option will not work.

No response
Question 2
No response

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 3
No response

Question 5
No response

Question 4
•

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 7:10 PM

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Question 1
I think there will be too many nuisance complaints for the city to deal with.
Either your neighbour will not want chickens and will complain or the
neighbour with the chickens will not care and maintain for them properly.
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Name not available
February 23, 2018, 8:02 PM
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No response

Question 1
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 3
Question 3

No response

No response
Question 4
Question 4
•

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Option 2 - Permit with regulations
Question 5

Question 5

No response

No response

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 9:14 PM

Name not available
February 23, 2018, 8:43 PM

Question 1
Question 1

No response

No response
Question 2
Question 2

This is a great idea.

No response
Question 3
Question 3

No response

No response
Question 4
Question 4
•

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 5

Question 5

I think this is a great idea.

I have terrible allergies and I can’t imagine being in my backyard with hens
next door. In fact I wouldn’t be able to be in my backyard. Not to mention
all the extra critters and large animals it will bring around.

caroline picon
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 9:03 PM
Question 1
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Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 9:23 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
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No response

Question 3

Question 3

This sounds like option 2 but with a registry and fee. Not a bad choice
either if the city wants to keep tabs on households with chickens. Not
against this option.

No response
Question 4
•

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Kevin Ingram
inside Cambridge
February 23, 2018, 10:10 PM
Question 1
No response

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Chris Cerny
inside Cambridge
February 24, 2018, 7:30 AM
Question 1
I would prefer to expand this option into residential areas . If people have
hens there is no concern for noise. Dogs make much more noise than
hens.

Question 2
No response

Question 2

Question 3
No response

I like these regulations except for the minimum lot area and the distance
from property line. It should be 1 meter from property line with no
regulation on lot size.

Question 4

Question 3

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Inspection and fee is not necessary, this is a cash grab and would also tie
up resources from the city. I do not support this option.

Question 5
Question 4
No response
•

Name not available
February 24, 2018, 7:18 AM
Question 1
I disagree with this. Keeping a couple hens wouldn't be more annoying
than some neighbours. City needs to take complaints seriously.

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
I think this is a great opportunity for families to teach children about care
of animals and where food comes from. Many other cities have already
allowed chickens in residential areas, Lets get this passed. Thank you
for the opportunity to be involved.

Question 2

Name not available
February 24, 2018, 7:43 AM

Assuming the yard is big enough. Have proper regulations in place and
complaints taken seriously. People against it will find reasons to complain
though. I'm open to this option.

Question 1
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No response

everyday at our home in the city of Cambridge.

Question 2

Question 2

No response

With this option I completely condone it. I think that all of the rules and
regulations are reasonable. We only want chickens so that we can have
family memories and more time together. It is a way to connect to our
pasta and to times that were not so difficult and confusing. It will take
Cambridge to a simple time and will bring the community together. In
short my well-being and the city’s agree with having chickens in our
backyard.

Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 24, 2018, 8:14 AM

Question 3
This option while it does let us have chickens in the backyard. I think it
would be a waste of time and money to have our homes be investigated
for chickens. Also it would be too much work to have to organize a
payment system. That time and money could be spent better in
downtown Cambridge. Concluding I think that we as a city and a
community should be able to have hens in our backyard, without a fee and
an investigation for it is a reduant to do so.
Question 4

Question 1

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

No response
Question 5
Question 2
No response

If we were to have chickens my childhood would be complete. They do it
Los Angeles, why not bring it here to the great city of Cambridge. Thank
you for your time and I hope my opinion is going to help the right descion
to be made. Again thank you.

Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 24, 2018, 10:33 AM
Question 1
This is an old fashioned idea that should be outruled. My grandparents
have chickens (they live in a rural area). Whenever my family visits we
have so much fun with them. We only hope that we can have this in
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Name not available
February 24, 2018, 10:53 AM
Question 1
I believe change can be a good thing. My grandparents have CHICKENS
they live in a rural area a couple hours away, when ever we visit we have
lots fun collecting the eggs, holding, and petting the chickens. I disagree
with keeping it status quo. In high school musical they sing a song called
status quo and they said to stick to it, but in the third movie they do the
complete opposite, and everything is better then when they stuck to the
status quo. So I believe that our community might be a better place if we
have hens.
Question 2
I completely agree with this option. All of the regulations seem fair, and i
agree about inspection if there is a complaint. If we were allowed to have
chickens I would make sure that we would ask all our neighbours
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permission and input about us having chickens.

the minimal cost burden that this option would have on the City.

Question 3

Question 3

In conclusion I think that having chickens will teach other responsibilitys,
and get kids off of their devices and let them see what else is in the world.

I am most in favour of this option. Registration would allow recordkeeping of households with hens and would enable the City to track data
and trends, which would be a resource both to the City and to other
municipalities that may look to Cambridge as a case study in the future. A
one-time inspection would likely allay concerns some residents may have
about hens kept in their neighbourhoods by ensuring hens are kept
according to the proposed regulations, and would also promote animal
welfare by ensuring households have the proper resources in place
(shelter, lot size, etc) to give hens a good quality of life. However, with the
above points considered, if the costs to this option are excessive and
cannot be reasonably offset by fees, then Option 2 would be preferable.
There are many important services and infrastructure needs that demand
the City's funds.

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 24, 2018, 12:44 PM

Question 4
Question 1

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

No response
Question 5
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Garrett Gauthier
inside Cambridge
February 24, 2018, 12:50 PM
Question 1
Not in favour. Having kept hens as a former Guelph resident, I have
experienced the positive influence of backyard hens on families,
neighbourhood cohesiveness, and community character.
Question 2
I am in favour of this option, though less so than for Option 3. I appreciate
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Regarding the draft regulations as outlined during the public consultation
on Feb 21, 2018, one of the regulations states, "Manure and droppings are
cleaned out daily and stored in a secured container until disposed of in
accordance with all applicable laws and regulations." While I appreciate
the intent of this stipulation, and also recognize that in practice it would
not be enforced unless a complaint was filed, I believe it is quite
unrealistic and furthermore unnecessary to clean out droppings on a daily
basis. As a prior resident of Guelph who kept backyard hens, I agree that
frequent cleanout and overall proper maintenance and hygiene practices
are important. However, a properly sized and ventilated coop should not
need daily cleaning, and moreover, I do not think it realistic to expect that
even the best-intentioned chicken keepers will clean coops daily. I would
recommend considering a more relaxed standard, such as once or twice
weekly cleaning. All other draft regulations appear very reasonable and
well-considered.
Additionally, I believe that some consideration should be given to "end-ofcare" or "end-of-life" planning for hens that have passed their productive
egg-laying age. It is not uncommon for backyard hen hobbyists to have
difficulty in deciding how to deal with such hens and may not be aware of
their options (eg., continue to keep as pets or have slaughtered or
butchered). Lack of a clear plan can result in hens abandoned at nearby
farms or sent to chicken sanctuaries. I am not clear on what the City could
reasonably do to ensure proper planning on the part of residents, let
alone enforce such planning, but something as simple as providing
educational literature (eg, pamphlet or webpage) with an overview of
options, considerations, and resources at the time of registration or
inspection (under Option 3) may go a long way towards addressing the
problem.
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Name not available
February 24, 2018, 2:14 PM
Question 1
I believe the cost to the city and eventually the residents of the city will
need to pay extra in taxes due to poor results in monitoring and enforcing
rules and bi-laws of the other two options.The farmers are the
professionals in regards to this subject and it would just put another nail
in their coffin in not being able to make a living doing what they do! This is
a playing game for the citizens who are better off as the poor would not
benefit due to insufficient funds to operate their own backyard hen
house!

No response

Name not available
February 24, 2018, 6:14 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response

Question 2

Question 3

No response

No response

Question 3

Question 4
•

No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 24, 2018, 5:51 PM

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 24, 2018, 6:44 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2

Question 1

No response

No response
Question 3
Question 2

No response

No response
Question 4
Question 3

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

No response
Question 5
Question 4
•

No response

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
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Name not available
February 24, 2018, 9:36 PM
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I agree with this option

Name not available
February 25, 2018, 9:17 AM

Question 2

Question 1

People cannot clean up after pets! This is just another opportunity for
people to be neglectful of their property and inconvenience neighbors.
Eggs are available to buy in stores. Chickens carry disease and laying
hens only produce eggs for about 3 years. So who will dispose of these
unwanted chickens? We live in a city not a rural community!

No response

Question 1

Question 2
Seems the easiest option, less time and money wasted on government
monitoring chickens.

Question 3
Question 3
Disagree!!! Firmly against both options 2 and 3. Chickens are for farms!
No response
Question 4
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
Question 5
No response
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 25, 2018, 1:10 AM
Question 1
must remain the same unless you hire enforcement staff. Your
enforcement staffing levels are NOT acceptable at this time and would be
unable to respond to complaints in a timely manner
Question 2

Name not available
February 25, 2018, 9:54 AM
Question 1
With adequate safeguards people should be allowed freedom to choose.
Question 2
This option provides safeguards but does not create a burden on the
taxpayer.

not an option
Question 3
Question 3
should be yearly inspection by bylaw, property standards, zoning and
health dept. With a yearly inspection fee of $400.00

This option, while better than the status quo, places a burden on
taxpayers.
Question 4

Question 4
•

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 5

Question 5
No response
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Keeping chickens for eggs is the ultimate in eat local. It is a good thing
environmentally and provides fresh eggs for their keepers. As a society
we have become too removed from our sources of food, children need to
understand where food comes from.
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Name not available
February 25, 2018, 11:09 AM

Question 1

Question 1

Question 2

No response

No response

Question 2

Question 3

No response

No response

Question 3

Question 4

No response

No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 25, 2018, 1:02 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 25, 2018, 8:04 PM
Question 1
This is the preferred option. I don’t believe chickens belong in urban
settings under any circumstances. There is always an odour associated
with chickens no matter how clean their owners will tell you they are.
Question 2
Not in favour of this as it will be difficult and costly to enforce.
Question 3
Absolutely not in favour. Costly and difficult to enforce

No response
Question 4
Question 4
•
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 5

Question 5
No response
No response

Name not available
February 25, 2018, 4:50 PM
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Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 25, 2018, 8:17 PM
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Question 1
Chickens don’t belong in urban areas
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Their food, eggs and waste attract pests such as rats , raccoons and
predatory birds. This makes for an unpleasant experience in my own
backyard!!
I’ve had to deal with my neighbours chickens and the unwanted guests
they’ve invited on to my property over the past 6 years - They have
caused much destruction in our neighbourhood!!
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

No response

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Richard Saris
inside Cambridge
February 25, 2018, 9:36 PM
Question 1

No response

Name not available
February 25, 2018, 10:18 PM

Stay with option 1.
Question 1
Question 2

No response

No.
Question 2
Question 3

No response

No.
Question 3
Question 4
•

No response

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 4
•

Question 5

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

No response
Question 5
No response

T Fennema
inside Cambridge
February 25, 2018, 9:55 PM
Question 1

Selena Sylvain
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 5:20 AM

I say no to backyard chickens in a residential areas!
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Question 1

population polled

No response
Question 2
I think having hens in the city is a great idea. Promotes children in
learning agriculture and caring of animals as well as the benefits of fresh
eggs
Question 3

Name not available
February 26, 2018, 11:05 AM
Question 1
Farm animals should remain in agricultural zoned areas, not residential.
Hens and chickens are considered farm animals and should be located in
the correct zones and a residence is not one of them.

No response
Question 2
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 8:30 AM
Question 1
This is the most sensible option....People will initially do this as a novelty
thing and get tired of it and it becomes neglected. It also has the potential
to bring predators into the area creating a threat to children and
pets....chickens scatter food all around encouraging vermin etc....rats ,
squirrels etc.
It's a city not a farm....how will you control home killing and disposal of
intestines and organs....there is the potential for garbage destruction
when other animals forage thru it. Also how about devaluing property
particularly with regard to semi detached where other side has chickens.

Hens and chickens should not be permitted in residential
neighbourhoods, property owners choose to live in a residential area
without having to worry about dealing with (farm) animals that don't
belong and for those citizens wanting to raise chickens/hens and live in a
house zoned in a residential area, they should consider relocating to an
appropriate rural area outside of the city limits that provides for the
appropriate setting.
Question 3
Regulating to permit chickens/hens in a residential area will not appease
surrounding neighbours who may have to deal with the nuisance factor
(noise and/or odour) - the regulation should be maintained to place farm
animals in rural areas.
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 11:27 AM

Question 3

Question 1

No response

No response

Question 4

Question 2

Question 2

•

Option 1 - Status quo

No response

Question 5

Question 3

Just because 74% polled think it's a good idea...was 100% of the

No response
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Question 4
•

allowed to sell it. The City needs to ease up a little here.

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee
Question 3

Question 5
No response

To much restrictions and red tape here. If your trying to promote a good
cause your killing it with such an extreme motion with Option #3. I am
against it.

Name not available
February 26, 2018, 11:33 AM

Question 4

Question 1

Question 5

No response

N/A

Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 3:38 PM

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Name not available
February 26, 2018, 3:48 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
Question 1
I do not agree with this option. Some individuals have large enough
properties within the city center limits to accommodate backyard hens.
They should not be penalized for wanting to embrace self-sustainability.
Reviewing this bylaw right now allows us to properly recast the net to
people living closer to the city center.

No response

Name not available
February 26, 2018, 3:56 PM
Question 1

Question 2
I agree with this second option, but think the point of "The sale of eggs
and other associated products is not permitted" is quite silly. Who is the
city to tell residents not to sell extra eggs to neighbors? Would the city
rather then see eggs go to waste? The whole point once again is selfsustainability here by amending this bylaw. If a resident has hens
producing more eggs then his family can consume, then they should be
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absolutely we already have to deal with barking dogs and cats running
loose the last thing we need are more animals
Question 2
NO
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Question 3
NO

My preference is option 3 with the addition of:
All backyard chicken coops should be licensed yearly the same as dog or
cat ownership. This license should be displayed prominently to show that
it is a legal chicken coop.

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
ALREADY STATED

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 4:46 PM
Question 1
I'm 100% in favour of backyard chickens being allowed in the city - it's
working well in other jurisdictions.
Question 2
No response
Question 3
I think this would be the best option so as to ensure that those who get
backyard chickens have the proper set-up for them.

Question 5
I DO NOT SUPPORT OR AGREE WITH having backyard chickens in the
city. Policing and monitoring would be impossible by local bylaw
authorities. This would then pit one neighbour against another in the
event that adequate maintenance and care was given.

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 9:51 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
I don’t understand how allowing fowl in everyone’s backyards is going to
improve the community in any way. How can noise and smell be avoided?
This is a terrible idea. I note that no explanation has been provided online
detailing why or how will benefit the community of Cambridge.

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5

Question 3

Same comment as above

No response
Question 4

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 5:10 PM
Question 1

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
What are the actual benefits of this? The smell of chicken coops is
overwhelming. Why would we allow this in our backyards and green
spaces?

No response
Question 2
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 10:24 PM

Question 3
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Question 1

Question 3

no comment

No response

Question 2

Question 4

The minimum lot area should be decreased to allow backyard hens within
R5 (min. 360 square metres) or R6 (min. 270 square metres) zones as
well. This decrease in the min. lot area would provide a greater
percentage of residents in Cambridge with the opportunity to raise
backyard hens. If there is a strong push against a reduction in lot size,
perhaps a reduction in the maximum number of hens allowed could be
applied to a lot size below 500 square meters. I would also support
reducing the minimum setback from the property line to 1.2 metres.

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 27, 2018, 7:05 AM

Question 3
The minimum lot area should be decreased to allow backyard hens within
R5 (min. 360 square metres) or R6 (min. 270 square metres) zones as
well. This decrease in the min. lot area would provide a greater
percentage of residents in Cambridge with the opportunity to raise
backyard hens. If there is a strong push against a reduction in lot size,
perhaps a reduction in the maximum number of hens allowed could be
applied to a lot size below 500 square meters. I would also support
reducing the minimum setback from the property line to 1.2 metres.
Inspections should only be required in the event of legitimate complaints.

Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations
Question 4
•

Question 5

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

No response
Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 26, 2018, 11:43 PM

Gilles Bedard
inside Cambridge
February 27, 2018, 8:00 AM

Question 1
Please,I already have a neighbour with a dog that won't stop barking when
they let it out for 15-40 minutes at a time.I have complained more than
once with no response.Chickens are only go to add to complaints.If you
approve it be prepared to hire extra by law personnel.
To say this provides low cost food is unrealistic.Eggs are not overpriced
at retail.

Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 3
No response
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Question 4
•

No response

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Name not available
February 27, 2018, 12:46 PM

No response
Question 1

Name not available
February 27, 2018, 8:39 AM

No response
Question 2

Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3

Maximum number of hens should be based on lot area, with larger lots
having maximum of maybe 6 hens.
Question 3
What is the amount of the admin fee?
Question 4
•

No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 27, 2018, 1:35 PM

Name not available
February 27, 2018, 9:41 AM

Question 1
No response

Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 2
We believe this option clearly outlines what is permitted and most closely
resembles successful regulations in other Canadian cities who have had
years of experience in allowing backyard hens.
Hens are a wonderful addition to a garden environment providing natural
pest control, fertilization and are a good step towards providing food
security for ones own family.
We would reccommend that short workshops are offered for those
interested in backyard hens along with organic gardening if they are
approved and periodically thereafter. The Cambridge library has had
some good books on backyard hens for several years as well as many
backyard hen forums on line to help people get started as well.

Option 2 - Permit with regulations
Question 3

Question 5
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No response
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Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 1
No response

Question 5

Question 2

The first clearly does not reflect the populations interest in keeping hens
or makes Cambridge a progressive city.

No response

The second option is clear and most resembles other successful
regulations in other cities and is the one we support.
The third seems onerous and costly for the city. Many bylaws and
property standards are already complaint based which should allocate
the efforts as and where required versus as a blanket inspection.

Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5

Name not available
February 27, 2018, 5:02 PM
Question 1
No response

No response

Teena Lemieux
inside Cambridge
February 27, 2018, 5:51 PM

Question 2
No response

Question 1
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 3
No response

Question 5
Being able to have chickens will help families and communities with
numerous benefits.
Children can learn to become more responsible with duties, able to sence
appriciation and nurturing.
I believe it will help families enjoy the outdoors more.
Most of all there will be morefamily bonding moments.
Thank you for your time.
B.Green

rick kennedy
inside Cambridge
February 27, 2018, 5:49 PM
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Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
I would be very proud to be able to have chickens in Cambridge I've been
waiting for this for a few years and watching it.
I bring to my children to farms and grow vegetables here on my property
all the time. I find it's very important for kids to understand that animals
have a life before they come to your plate and I think it has taught my
children empathy towards animals and I notice because my children have
empathy towards animals they also have gained empathy towards
humans as well and they're very kind.
Empathy towards animals learning that these animals have a life before
your plate is very important and teaches great respect towards nature.
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Name not available
February 27, 2018, 6:17 PM

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
Question 1

I think it is important to have some restrictions but not too many.

No response
Question 2
I think 3 metres from the property line is excessive, you can build a
structure 1.3 metres from the property line and I believe that is plenty of
space. I do believe having a minimum lot size is a good idea.
I think people should be given information on where to get heritage
breeds of chickens or how to rescue hens.

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
February 27, 2018, 8:47 PM
Question 1
We live in an urban area. No hens in the neighborhood.

Question 3

Question 2

I think 3 metres from the property line is excessive, you can build a
structure 1.3 metres from the property line and I believe that is plenty of
space. I do believe having a minimum lot size is a good idea.
I think people should be given information on where to get heritage
breeds of chickens or how to rescue hens.
I wouldn't mind paying a registration fee.

No response

Question 4

Question 4

•

Question 3
I wonder how much enthusiasm will be maintained when its freezing rain
in January and the coop needs to be cleaned out?

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Question 5

No response

I object to the idea of hens in backyards. This idea is totally unfair to the
would be neighbors of residents that would raise these hens. There will be
issues with rodents. Rats will be attracted to the grain. There will be
problems with predators such as skunks and raccoons. There will be odor
issues from the manure that will be created. There will be issues with the
run off of manure on to neighbors yards as well. Hen manure is not like
dog waste, it is very soluble. It will flow in the rain. Also, every dog in the
neighborhood will go crazy. These points are facts. All this will happen and
more if this is permitted.

Name not available
February 27, 2018, 6:36 PM
Question 1
I would like the opportunity to introduce my children to animals as a way
to encourage them to be respectful and enjoy time outdoors.
Question 2
I agree with everything, espexially not allowing roosters, however 3
meters seems an excessive distance given other structures can be built
closer to the property line.
Question 3

Name not available
February 27, 2018, 8:50 PM
Question 1
Not appropriate as some urban residential properties can handle 4
chickens.

Would be fine with this but preference for Option 2
Question 2
Question 4
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Probably the most efficient rollout. Not sure how staff would keep up with
inspections and complaints.
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Question 3
Properties aren't inspected for dog houses or proper holding of bird seed.
Too much overhead for its impact. Somebody could just paint a rosey
picture for inspection and go about as if it didn't happen.
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 28, 2018, 7:37 AM

I think that there may be, among those who have never actually kept
chickens, a tendency to romanticize it. Yes it's lovely to have ones own
fresh eggs, but keeping chickens is a full time occupation.For instance;
who is going to RELIABLY feed and water them while you go on your
week's vacation or even a weekend away? How will you keep them warm
24/7 in the winter? How will the lice and diseases (including e-coli)
associated with chickens be dealt with? What happens if you change your
mind and don't want them anymore or even worse, find that a raccoon or
rat has gotten in the coop and you're faced with a half dozen mutilated
and dying hens.
If the City of Cambridge, Animal Control and ( I would assume) the
Cambridge & District Humane Society decides to permit backyard
chickens, I must recommend that for each applicant there be yearly
inspections tied to yearly re-licensing (not just one at the initial year) as
well as completion of a mandatory course with a written and passed
exam.
Otherwise the whole process may be open to abuse of the spirit of the
programme as well as abuse of the animals

Question 1
No response

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 2
No response

Question 5
Option 2 does not go far enough. Please see my comments.

Question 3
I don’t disagree with the inspection but the fee.
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
February 28, 2018, 5:28 PM
Question 1
Seems to be working OK
Question 2

No response

Option seems unfair to many residents and the coming hens.
Unfair to residents because so few would have the lot size to qualify, yet
they will have to pay for the bylaw enforcement, if and when it is
enforced.
Unfair to residents with small lots since their kids can't learn where food
comes from.
Unfair to the hens to be cooped outside in Dec, Jan, Feb. temperatures.
Unfair to 4 hens to eat the meal which will go stale, unless it is purchased
in small quantities making it prohibitively expensive.

Question 2

Question 3

No response

Unfair to many residents and to the hens. Same reasons as given in
option 2.

Frances Seward
inside Cambridge
February 28, 2018, 2:49 PM
Question 1

Question 3

36 | www.opentownhall.com/5987

83

Created with OpenGov | August 23, 2018, 9:28 AM

Question 4
•

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 5

Question 5
Today is hens, tomorrow will be a wee goat. He will provide milk and keep
the yard overgrowth under control. There is low chance he will attract
vermin. Kids will see where food comes from. People can better control
what they eat and "The neighbor approves if he gets some goat cheese "

Name not available
February 28, 2018, 6:01 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 1, 2018, 11:19 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
I am for people in the community being allowed to keep backyard hens. I
feel this is the best option because the accountability will encourage only
those who wish to keep chickens for the right motivations. I feel this
option protects the birds, neighbours who may not necessarily agree with
backyard chickens as well as protecting those who wish to keep backyard
chickens. By requiring an inspection and a permit , I feel this will help
protect chicken owners from illegitimate complaints from neighbours as
well as preventing unfit owners of chickens who could potentially ruin this
program for others.

Question 5
Question 4
No response
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 1, 2018, 8:27 AM

Question 5

Question 1

Name not available
March 3, 2018, 12:05 AM

No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
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No response

Question 1
No response
Question 2
I would like clarification on the above point that asks for a 3 metre set
back from the property line. This is not plural (lines vs. line) in the
suggested regulation. I hope it includes the property line on at least 2 side
of the back yard so it is not close to a side neighbours fence.
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Question 3

No response

Same question as above.
Question 4
Question 4

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

No response
Question 5
Question 5

No need to have a fee to keep a chicken. Also dont need city employees
doing inspections. Same as any other pet. Keep it simple. Wake up folks.

No response

Name not available
March 4, 2018, 1:16 PM

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 3, 2018, 8:47 PM

Question 1
No response

Question 1
No response

Question 2

Question 2

No response

Reduce the yard size requirements. Maybe 3500 sq ft and review set back
requirements to reflect density.

Question 3
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 4, 2018, 6:28 PM

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 4, 2018, 10:30 AM

Question 1

Question 1

Question 2

No response

No response

Question 2

Question 3

Chickens are no different than any other pet or animal. No need for all
these regulations. Keep it simple. Max 4 hens.

No response

No response

Question 4
Question 3
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•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 4, 2018, 7:49 PM

No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 5, 2018, 1:02 PM
Question 1
No response

Question 1
No response

Question 2

Question 2

Minimum lot size should be reduced. Distance between the the fence and
the coup should be reduced.

No response
Question 3
No response

Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

No response

Name not available
March 5, 2018, 10:09 AM

Name not available
March 5, 2018, 2:17 PM
Question 1

Question 1
No response

No response
Question 2

Question 2

No response

This is my choice.
Why must the property must be fenced if the chicken run must be
fenced?

Question 3

Question 3

Question 4

No response

No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Question 5
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Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 5, 2018, 3:11 PM

March 5, 2018, 10:03 PM
Question 1
No response

Question 1
I prefer no changes -- concerned about health issues; water table and
infestation of mice and rats.
Question 2
No response
Question 3

Question 2
If there is a coop, "Property must be fenced" should not be a requirement.
Question 3
No response
Question 4

No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 5, 2018, 3:26 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
I feel tha this is the best and most cost effective option
Question 3
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 6, 2018, 10:21 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
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Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 6, 2018, 10:44 AM
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Question 1
Absolutely no hens in city backyards in Cambridge. Thank you very
much.
Question 2

not have adequate fencing, lot size etc to ensure the welfare of the
animals. Furthermore, a dog could actually physically harm a person,
unlike a hen. Residents are surely capable of following a few simple rules
and being respectful of their neighbours- and if not, a complaint based
system would be sufficient (as has been demonstrated with dogs etc
through animal services).

No response
Question 4
Question 3

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

No response
Question 5
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Chris Kwietniowski
inside Cambridge
March 6, 2018, 11:28 AM
Question 1
This is overly restrictive. Many types of animals are permitted to be kept
in residences within the city, most of which produce noises or odours of
some type. There is no particular reason that fowl should be treated any
differently.
Question 2
This is fairly reasonable, with the exception of the limit on the number of
hens, and possibly the ban on home slaughter. Four hens is a very small
amount to produce a sufficient number of eggs for a family, and there are
many residents with properties well in excess of 500 square metres that
could support more hens without any issue (i.e. overcrowding, additional
noise/odour etc). At some point hens will at the least require euthanasia,
and this can be performed at home. Lastly, the requirement of using the
rear yard of a residence is ridiculous, particularly in the case of irregular
and corner lots. If all the requirements can be met regarding fencing,
property lines etc, there should be no limitation to use the rear yard only.

It has been demonstrated in many nearby communities with similar
attributes to Cambridge that backyard hens can be perfectly acceptable
on residential properties. I sincerely hope that this online survey draws
more interest than the public meetings, because the feedback of even
100 citizens is far from a representative sample. I have participated in this
type of meeting in the past and have quickly realized that a few
passionately involved citizens can make a big impact at these meetings
because of such low turnout (and the fact that these meetings tend to
draw individuals on extreme ends of the spectrum, not the indifferent).
This isn't meant to be rude, I do not envy you trying to pull opinions out of
the community, it is a difficult task. Please look towards other
communities for a "sanity check" when interpreting the results and
feedback, setting rules etc.- civilization is not crumbling in Guelph and
Kitchener due to a few backyard hens.

Name not available
March 6, 2018, 1:04 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 3
This is an unnecessary level of oversight, not to mention the costs. Many
governments operate a variety of programs without any prior
authorization, including far more important topics that can have actual
risks to citizens (i.e. not "nuisance" noise or odour). No inspection is
required prior to purchasing say a dog license, and many dog owners may
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Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response
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Name not available
March 7, 2018, 7:54 AM
Question 1
No response

Question 1
I have a microsanctuary for chickens. We're often being called to help
hens being dumped when their laying slows down or if there's an
accidental rooster. The nice part about the status quo means the
problems associated with more people keeping backyard chickens won't
get any worse. Toronto just approved a plan and I am worrying about
getting a lot more calls now.

Question 2
No response

Question 2

Question 3

Please see the final comment section for a full comment regarding the
rooster ban, ethics, laws, enforcement, animal care, education, language,
and rescue.

No response

--- HOUSING INSPECTIONS --Question 4

Name not available
March 7, 2018, 12:38 PM

Over the years, I have seen some dreadful coops over the years and many
people who believe they're perfectly fine. Little tin hovels with no
insulation or protection from predators. Crappy store-bought
contraptions with next to no room and cheap materials. Many people
haven't even met a chicken let alone possess an understanding of their
needs. The dominant messaging in our society speaks of them as though
they're commodities instead of thinking, feeling, living beings. Too few are
knowledgeable enough or willing to speak up for them. It necessary to
have at least a one-time inspection of the coop in order to prevent cruel
housing situations that will likely go unchallenged otherwise.

Question 1

---LIMIT OF FOUR ---

No response

My understanding is that most urban backyards are fairly small and four
hens would be more than enough. But for larger areas, is there any
justification not to allow more individuals? Our coop is at capacity yet I
receive messages every week asking if we could adopt more. If there were
good people in Cambridge who have the space and are willing to adopt
more chickens in need, we should encourage this.

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Temara Brown
inside North Dumfries
March 8, 2018, 4:29 PM
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The person I was directed to by staff who sparked this conversation
explained she had ten chickens who were living on her parents farm. She
hoped to be allowed to have these chickens move on her property. If she
has sufficient space, why should she be limited? Another friend who has a
microsanctuary for hens in Woodstock has a fairly large backyard and
currently cares for about 10 hens as well. We both adopt hens from an
annual adoption drive where they're being disposed of by factory farms.
This is when these numbers become really, well, real. In one barn, there
can be 20,000-30,000 chickens. We strive to find as many safe homes as
we possibly can knowing the brutal fate that awaits them otherwise. In
any given year, we save about 100 hens out of 20,000 --- and that's just
one barn. It is immensely painful knowing you cannot save them all.
Having said that, a limit of four hens would also put a limit on the problem
people who routinely dump their chickens on kijiji and replace them with
new ones. But the root problem is policy that allows this behaviour, not so
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much the limits themselves.
It is nearly impossible to find good permanent homes for roosters.
National adoption websites are flooded with homeless roosters. As nature
would have it, roosters are 50% of the chickens hatched. Those who
promote breeding or buying chickens from hatcheries or breeders need to
be honest about what happens to the ones no one wants- day old male
chicks are ground up alive or sold to unsuspecting customers who don't
know the sex till the bird reaches 4-5 months old. If your rooster is taken
to a feed store he will be warehoused in hell with many others until he's
shipped to slaughter.

Question 3
Please see the final comment section for a full comment regarding the
rooster ban, ethics, laws, enforcement, animal care, education, language,
and rescue.
--LICENCING AND INSPECTION --Unless I'm mistaken, the only difference is a licence and one-time
inspection fee. As these are measures meant to support the well-being of
the animals, it would be immoral to drop them. There will be welfare costs
associated with these permit processes that are not fully acknowledged in
these proposals. These include rescue, enforcement, medical care, etc.
Nominal fees are a small price to knowing animals are well looked after.
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
--- ROOSTERS --There are a few problems with this proposal but the most disturbing is the
ban on roosters. This is a death sentence. A prohibition of one sex would
never be acceptable policy for any other species of companion animal.
Prohibitions on roosters have no fact based justification and discourages
people from accepting responsibility for all the males - 50 % of all eggs
hatched- winding up in cities and towns. If chickens are to be allowed in a
community, both sexes need to be allowed equally.
Roosters are the most cruelly treated sex of the most cruelly treated
species on earth. Since they are of no value in the production of eggs, a
quarter billion male chicks (roosters) a year are disposed of at the
hatchery. Males, 50 per cent of the chicks hatched by hatcheries and
commercial egg breeding facilities, are killed as soon as their sex is
determined at a day or two old. The unwanted males and deformed
females are suffocated in the garbage or macerated (ground up alive) for
fertilizer or feed, or they are sold for meat production. Only hens are
wanted for their eggs. There are no laws to protect the chicks from any
cost-efficient (read: cruel) method of disposal the producer chooses.
The recent fad of having chickens and other domestic fowl has
overwhelmed rescue organizations with requests from people wanting to
find homes for chickens, especially roosters, that are no longer wanted,
strayed or abandoned. Rooster bans only add to the tragedy.
I operate a microsanctuary for chickens just outside of the city limits. We
are completely full, yet receive multiple requests to adopt almost every
week. There is a large cost to caring for these individuals that will only
increase without proper policy.
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Crowing of roosters should be handled like any other noise complaint like
barking dogs, music, machinery, traffic noise or any other disturbance
that a well-written noise ordinance can regulate.
Examples of decibel levels of common sounds:
Human conversation 50 – 65 dB at one foot from source, 26 – 42 dB at 15
feet away.
Crowing Rooster 66-83 dB at one foot from source, 43 – 60 dB at 15 feet
away.
Barking dog 60 – 110 dB at one foot from source, 37 – 87 dB at 15 feet
away.
Automobile traffic 80 – 84 dB at one foot from source, 56 – 60 dB at 15
feet away.
Lawn mower 85-90 dB at one foot from source, 61 – 67 dB at 15 feet
away.
Power tool (chain saw, leaf blower, weed whacker) 110 – 120 dB at one
foot from source, 87 - 96 dBat 15 feet away.
Other species of companion birds are by far louder and not banned:
Macaw- 105 decibels
Moluccan cockatoo- 135 decibels
Nanday conure- 155 decibels
Mealy amazon- 124 decibels
Quaker parrot-113 decibels
Mustached parakeet- 111 decibels
Mitred conure- 100 decibels
There are simple ways to minimize noise from crowing roosters with
adjustments in housing and daytime schedule. We have had roosters for
over 20 years and have never had a single complaint. We've also learned
that hens are far noisier than roosters due to the discomfort of egg laying
and older hens often crow. I would be happy to help coach on
socialization, behavior, and ways to mitigate any noise issues.
There is an easy way to prevent unwanted offspring if there is a rooster
present- simply collect the eggs daily. Millions of unwanted dogs and cats
are euthanized every year. If only preventing unwanted offspring was as
easy as with chickens!
Roosters make wonderful companions. They can be socialized much like
dogs and horses. Roosters protect hens from predators, act as
peacekeepers in flock disputes, find food for the hens. I absolutely adore
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my boys. They are friendly, affectionate, devoted to their hens, and
remarkably intelligent.

aware of the subtle signs that a chicken is ill (as prey species they are
amazingly stoic) and get no vet care at all. The hens our sanctuary takes
in from backyard situations are almost always sick with something,
and/or have been the sole survivors of predator attacks due to
negligence.

We owe it to the boys to do better.

--- ETHICS ---

Along with all these physical consequences for chickens is the issue of
bodily autonomy. When a hen lays an egg, why do we believe it is our right
to something her body has created? Instead of stealing what is theirs, the
best thing to do would be feed eggs back to the hens. Eggs are usually
their favorite treats and doing so returns depleted vital nutrients in the
eggs to the bodies they were pulled from.

One of the most common discussions I get drawn into these days is on
the ethics of keeping chickens for eggs in supposedly “humane”
situations, like a suburban backyard. The details vary from time to time
but always deal with humans wanting to eat hens’ eggs and feeling
justification in doing so because the hens are not in a cage, a shed, or a
slaughterhouse.

For some reason humans believe you can exploit and manipulate the
bodies and very genes of non-humans over centuries, and then when
those exploited bodies function as humans want them to, we can claim
that what they do is “natural” and continue using them. That is not right.

But there is much more to those “happy eggs” than is immediately
apparent.
Just because a hen is not in a cage, shed, or slaughterhouse does not
mean they are free from exploitation. One of the hardest parts of talking
to people about the problems with “humane” eggs” is that culturally, we
tend to focus on treatment (cages are bad, sheds full of sick hens are bad,
slaughterhouses are bad, beating an animal is bad), so under the
prevailing standards a little flock of hens in someone’s yard looks nice and
bucolic. But that focus on treatment is really dealing with aesthetics, not
ethics.
The crux of the problem with the whole idea that chickens’ eggs can ever
be ethically neutral as a foodstuff for humans is: domestication. Modern
domesticated hens lay about twenty times more eggs each year than
their wild ancestors, the Red Jungle Fowl of southeast Asia, who lay 10-15
purely for reproduction. Read that again: TWENTY TIMES. That averages
out at around 250-300 eggs per hen every year from about six months
until their laying declines and peters out around four-five years old.
Selective breeding and genetic manipulation through thousands of years
of domestication have completely hijacked the bodies of chickens. The
ramping up of sex hormones and the physical process of laying takes a
devastating toll, causing all sorts of problems (egg yolk peritonitis,
impacted egg material, cancer, osteoporosis, prolapses…). These will
usually kill a hen before she stops laying on her own; however, if kept
healthy they can live into their teens.
The roosters suffer too–not only by being killed as chicks or once they
crow because nobody wants male laying-breed chickens. They also have
jacked up sex hormones that take a toll on their bodies as well. Simply
put, no matter where they came from, virtually every single hen had a
brother who was killed for no good reason.
It is also worth noting that whenever a chicken-keeper says their hens are
all perfectly healthy, keep in mind that laying and other health problems
happen in all breeds, not just the two most frequently used on industrial
farms (white Leghorns and reddish brown Sex Links). Most people aren’t
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Eating hens’ eggs or allowing other humans to do so is perpetuating that
system of exploitation and normalizing violence, including violence that is
embodied as a result of domestication.
We adore our family of rescued chickens, and it is agonizing to get them
to the safety of a sanctuary and then see all the health problems they
have due to their biology and breeding. Even with access to great
veterinary care, far too often our hands are tied by their genetics. We
have lost so many beloved family members because of this, and I will
never pretend that humans eating eggs and exploiting chickens to do so is
nice, happy, or humane. No one should.
One of the concerns I had when attending a public meeting about these
proposals was the proposed requirements for "disposal" of hens who
have passed. As an ethical vegan, I do not consider my chickens to be
"livestock" and will have nothing to do with government organizations
who treat them as such, inherently promoting animal cruelty. I would
refuse to support them in any way. The proposed requirements involving
OMAFRA for "disposal" seem problematic and unenforceable. When any
of our chickens pass away, we bury them and grieve in our own way. They
are not objects to be "disposed." They are family. I do not see what
problem this part of the proposal attempts to address. Perhaps it would
be best to suggest this avenue as an option rather than a requirement.
Additional resources: https://freefromharm.org/farm-animalwelfare/backyard-chickens-expanding-understanding-harm/
http://peacefulprairie.org/backyard-eggs.html
--- LAWS --Canada's animal protection laws are considered the worst in the western
world and painfully out of date. While traditional companion animals like
our dogs and cats do not fare well, protections for chickens are virtually
non-existent. Animals are considered property, akin to a piece of
furniture. Their sentience receives no recognition. They have no right to
their own lives.
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Clearly, changes need to be made at higher levels of government than
one's municipality. Still, it is essential to be conscious of these challenges
in order to best plan for the well-being of any future feathered residents. If
the City of Cambridge wants to permit backyard chickens and not
encourage animal cruelty, considerations must be made.
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/our-animal-cruelty-lawsneed-to-catch-up-in-2018/article38109498/

--- LANGUAGE --Language is powerful. I was very disturbed when I saw words like
"disposal" used in the proposal documents. As if a hen who has passed is
an object no different from every day trash. Any language that promotes
speciesism or animal exploitation should be avoided.

--- RESCUE --While we regard backyard coops as a an enormous improvement upon
factory farm conditions, a cage is still a cage. As discussed above, most
backyard operations acquire chicks from hatcheries where cruelty is
standard practice. Recognizing the ethical considerations, Cambridge
took the right step in ending retail sales of dogs and cats. However, we
still have retail stores who promote sales from hatcheries. They even ship
day-old chicks through Canada Post where there's an expectation that
they will not all survive. The same ethical considerations applied for dogs
and cats should be applied towards chickens as well: adopt don't shop.

--- ENFORCEMENT --To be blunt, the OSPCA is basically useless unless you're a cat or a dog.
Even then their efficacy is suspect. Any enforcement regarding welfare
will have to fall to by-law enforcement or else be understood to be nonexistent. By-law officers will require training to understand the ins and
outs of chicken welfare. The by-law itself should also be well coded to
ensure cruel treatment can be addressed by these individuals. For
example, persistent medical issues, allowing animals to linger or suffer,
depriving them of food, water, or any of the other necessities, etc. The
proposals made general references but lacked specificity in certain areas
that would prevent by-law enforcement officers from intervening in
certain cases.

There are literally BILLIONS of chickens being killed *every week* for no
reason other than they do not have a safe home. I implore you to watch
this video about an individual who rescues birds from the brink of death
and takes them to a sanctuary.
https://www.facebook.com/unboundproject/videos/185817077439847
7/?hc_ref=ARR7alqCApJhzAPq3SoihoG2ugojXrOgc_Lx1xMYwQwCicZ3A
G_dMkfymUZ2iUmuqvE

As most by-law infractions involve a monetary fine, by-laws should also
consider additional measures such as preventing individuals from owning
animals in the future should also be considered.
--- ANIMAL CARE --The City of Cambridge has no proposals for how to care for animals
neglected or removed from residents. In many cases, humane societies
who find themselves with "farm" animals defer these individuals to
livestock auctions where they are sold for slaughter. This is unacceptable.
It will create an additional strain on existing rescue and sanctuary
organizations.

I urge the City of Cambridge to apply every avenue available to encourage
rescue, not exploitation, if it is to permit backyard chickens. We must
promote sanctuary, not feed the machine.

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 8, 2018, 8:15 PM
Question 1

Medical care is also not often provided for chickens. Many veterinarians
have no education on chickens' health except with respect to how to best
exploit them on factory farms. Far too often, online advice suggests
"culling" as a first measure. In Cambridge, we're lucky to have the OVC
nearby, although they tend to be more costly than most places.

No response
Question 2
No response

--- EDUCATION --Some municipalities who have permitted urban chickens have required an
education session or provide other additional educational resources. This
would be a fantastic opportunity to avoid many of the problems often
overlooked when keeping backyard chickens and could allow for an
emphasis to be placed on rescue, not exploitation. I highly encourage any
measures that help educate the public about respectful treatment of our
animal companions.

Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
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No response

Question 4
•

Name not available
March 9, 2018, 7:34 PM

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 1
No response
Question 2

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 12, 2018, 8:30 AM

No response
Question 1
Question 3
No response

I do not favour this option. It is not in the best interest of everyone to
remain stagnant on this topic.

Question 4

Question 2

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 11, 2018, 6:00 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
a wonderful learning experience for adults and children, fresh eggs, only
those members of Cambridge who are truly interested in undertaking the
care and raising of hens will participate in the project,( I expect less than
75 citizens) manure can either be composted and used as fertilizer on
gardens and flowerbeds or effectively dealt with through the green bin
program.
With the University of Guelph so close to our city it would take no time at
all to set up a speaker at either our City Hall, local libraries, or recreation
centres to offer a short course of avian care. Some of us actually have
knowledge of the care of hens already!!
Question 3
No response
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I would be in favour of this option if chosen. I don't think a fee or
inspection would be required in most cases as people who wish to do this
would most likely setup the coop/feed in an appropriate way.
I do think however that home slaughter should be allowed given the
limited number of times it would be occurring with a limit of 4 chickens.
This would be a valuable part of education in food supply knowledge as
well as a making it more cost effective for the people who raise the
chickens.
I also think that a reduction in lot size required would be acceptable to
me.
Question 3
Second choice in my mind. I would hope the fee would be a reasonable
one based only on recouping actual staff time, not an inflated estimation
of possible time required.
Other comments from Option 2 apply to this option as well in regards to
slaughter and property size.
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Andrea Schofield
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 7:06 AM
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Question 1

Question 5

No response

No response

Question 2

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 9:21 AM

No response
Question 3

Question 1

No response

No response

Question 4
•

Question 2

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

No response

Question 5

Question 3

I agree with option 3. I think having to have an inspection completed prior
to getting hens will help to prevent people from impulsively getting hens
without doing their research.

No response
Question 4

Sarah Gale
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 8:47 AM

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Question 1
I do not like this option as I believe in eating as locally as possible.
Question 2
This option greatly, greatly restricts the number of people who can have
chickens on their properties. Most suburban areas have houses that are
only around 100 square metres, so requiring a minimum area of 500
square metres cuts out most people who would want to keep chickens.
You may as well not even allow it, since we will require large fields
regardless. The average yard should be sufficient for chickens.

Mike Schofield
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 11:21 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response

Question 3
Again, this option greatly, greatly restricts the number of people who can
have chickens on their properties. Most suburban areas have houses that
are only around 100 square metres, so requiring a minimum area of 500
square metres cuts out most people who would want to keep chickens.
You may as well not even allow it, since we will require large fields
regardless. The average yard should be sufficient for chickens.

Question 3

Question 4

Question 5

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee
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No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

No response
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Jeremy Clark
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 2:47 PM

Question 1

Question 1

Question 2

No response

This seems to be the most reasonable option. We currently have 4 hens
(we live outside of Cambridge) and they have been no problem at all. They
generally don't wander far from their food sources. Protecting food
supply has been easy to control.

Question 2

I don't agree with status quo. It seems to be a completely arbitrary rule to
disallow chickens within city limits.

No response
Question 3
Question 3
No response

This seems like unnecessary overhead and administration cost for very
little payback.

Question 4

Question 4

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

Question 5

No response

I am happy to see CoC moving on this issue. I don't see how anyone could
complain about hens kept within a backyard. They are quieter than dogs
and don't require a lot of work to keep them happy and healthy.

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 2:49 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 2:54 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 5
No response

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 2:53 PM
Name not shown
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inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 2:56 PM

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:05 PM

Question 1

Question 1

No response

No response

Question 2

Question 2

I think owners of chickens should be allowed to sell eggs.

No response

Question 3

Question 3

Same as above...I think the sale of eggs should be allowed.

No response

Question 4

Question 4

•

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

Question 5

I think allowing chickens in people's yards (with regulations in place) is a
good move in a world where we desperately need to start changing how
we eat. Meaning, our food is now full of so many pesticides, additives,
chemicals, hormones, and antibiotics, and our general health is paying
the price. We need to start turning that around, one step at a time, and
allowing people the opportunity to be more in control of what they are
eating. Raising your own hens is a good way to get good fresh, healthy
eggs and chicken to eat.

No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:06 PM
Question 1
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:02 PM

Question 2
No response

Question 1
Question 3
No response
No response
Question 2
Question 4
No response
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 3
Question 5
No response
No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:14 PM

Question 5
No response
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Question 1
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No response

Question 3
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 3
No response

Question 5
No response

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5

John Mitchell
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 3:19 PM

No response
Question 1

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:14 PM

No response

This is my preferred option. People that want a country life should live in
the country. The noise and smell does not stop at the property line.
Allowing hens in the backyard would end up being like the fire bi-law and
pit neighbour against neighbour. There is no win win. Somebody is going
to lose the pleasure and freedom of enjoying their property. How is that
fair?

Question 2

Question 2

No response

I don't agree with this option but at the very least the I would want to
change it so that the owner of the hens had to be the property owner.

Question 1

Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 3
Again I don't like this option. It is going to end up pitting neighbour against
neighbour. This would be my second choice but with annual inspections
and the owner of the hens must be the property owner.

Option 2 - Permit with regulations
Question 4

Question 5

•

Option 1 - Status quo

No response
Question 5

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:14 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
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Bi-laws that depend on complaints do not make for friendly
neighbourhoods. If it's the law it needs to be enforced. Again, I feel it will
end up being like the fire bi-law where some residence will feel they can
not enjoy their property because of their neighbour and they don't want to
be the one to file a complaint because that just causes hard feelings and
sometimes retaliation.

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:20 PM
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Question 1

No response

No response
Question 3
Question 2

No response

No response
Question 4
Question 3

•

Option 1 - Status quo

No response
Question 5
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Not just anyone should have hens. We Will see an increase in mice,
raccoons, caoytes, ticks, fleas and people that neglect and don't for a
properly

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:32 PM

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:26 PM

Question 1

Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3

No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4

No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:32 PM

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:29 PM

Question 1

Question 1
No response
Question 2

51 | www.opentownhall.com/5987

No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
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No response

Question 5
No response

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5

william Herd
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 3:36 PM

No response
Question 1

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:32 PM

no back yard chickens you will never enforce the rules and we will get rats
and other wild life going after them the majority don't want it but as usual
they don't speak up

Question 1
Question 2
No response
No response
Question 2
No response

Question 3
No response
Question 3
Question 4
No response
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response
Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 3:33 PM
Question 1
No

Name not shown
outside Region of Waterloo
March 14, 2018, 3:56 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2

Question 2
Yes. This option is he best going forward.
Question 3
No response

No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations
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Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
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No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 4:17 PM

inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 4:31 PM
Question 1
No response

Question 1
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 4:24 PM

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 4:32 PM
Question 1
No response

Question 1

Question 2

No response

No response

Question 2

Question 3

No response

I think this is the option that makes the most sense.

Question 3

Question 4
•

No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
Option 3 requires a little more consideration and effort and I think it’s the
best option

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 4:38 PM

Monica Van Maanen
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Question 1

chickens and it regulates who can have them and it is independent. Tax
payers don’t have to pay for someone else’s choice!

No response
Question 2
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 4:59 PM

Question 3

Question 1

No response

This is how it should be! Chickens are stinky farm animals and should be
kept in farms.

Question 4
•

Question 2

Option 1 - Status quo

Nobody is going to monitor this or make sure people are following care
and maintenance. Also it will attract rodents and pests to the chicken
feed. No matter where you keep it, remember that chickens eat off the
ground and there will ALWAYS be fees on the ground. You cannot be
serious that you have included a no noise ordinance along with a no odour
one lol :joy: You realize that chickens make noise and are one of the
smelliest farm creatures! And who is going to make sure people aren’t
slaughtering them for dinner?? And if we own them why can we not have
the right to eat them?? You seriously think you can police that?!?
:laughing:

Question 5
We don't need chickens

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 4:43 PM
Question 1

Question 3

Although I agree it can be tough to regulate hens in communities I
disagree that they should only be allowed in these areas, if someone can
provide enough space for their chickens and prove it they should be
allowed

Oh and now a cash grab to register them. You must be kidding!
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 2
Question 5

I agree this is a good plan, the guide lines are set and if they are not
followed there are many people that would complain and a follow
Up would occur

No response

Everyone should have the right to grow their own food

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 5:28 PM

Question 3
The registry is a very good idea! I believe it’s important to keep a record of
people who have it. And an independent inspection fee is very smart! It
doesn’t cost the tax payers extra money to fund a project it is
independent.

Question 1
No response
Question 2

Question 4
•

No response

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee
Question 3

Question 5

No response

I think the third one is brilliant. It ensures a little extra safety for the
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Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
If you want a farm move out of the city! Who do I contact if all I can smell
is a dirty hen house? Not thrilled that this is even being looked at! Waste
of taxpayer time and Money being wasted on this!

Question 5
If people are raising animals for the purpose of food, they should have to
pay for permits to ensure the cost of inspections etc are not passed on to
those who do not grow their own livestock for food consumption

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 5:59 PM

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 5:40 PM

Question 1

Question 1

Question 2

No response

No response

Question 2

Question 3

No response

No response

Question 3

Question 4

No response

No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 5:42 PM

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Israel Ramirez
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 6:00 PM
Question 1
No response

Question 1
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 4
No response
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Question 5
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No response

Question 1
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 6:07 PM

Question 2
No response

Question 1
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 3
No response

Question 5
No response

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Name not shown
March 14, 2018, 6:53 PM

Question 5
No response

Question 1
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 6:36 PM

Question 2
No response

Question 1
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 3
No response

Question 5
No response

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 7:15 PM

Question 5
No response

Question 1
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 6:41 PM
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Question 2
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No response

No response

Question 3

Question 4
•

No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 7:45 PM

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 7:20 PM

Question 1

Question 1

Question 2

No response

Disagree with lot size. Most of us don't have a large backyard.

Question 2

Question 3

No response

Agree with all but lot size. I have a small back yard but I should be allowed
to be a responsible owner of backyard hens. Why am I penalized for
having a small yard????

Question 3
No response

No response

Question 4
•

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 7:40 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
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Name not available
March 14, 2018, 8:30 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
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Question 4
•

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 5

Question 5

No response

No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 8:32 PM

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 8:42 PM
Question 1

Question 1

No response

No response
Question 2
Question 2
I believe this is the best option. My only concern with hens being allowed
in the backyards, is the potential to draw unwanted animals to the area,
such as coyotes, or the many, many cats that are always roaming free in
our neighbourhood.
Question 3

No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 14, 2018, 11:21 PM
Question 1

Scott Sneddon
inside Cambridge
March 14, 2018, 8:37 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response

No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Question 3
No response
Question 4
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Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response
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We are already seeing wild animals making their way into the city more
frequently, and areas throughout the city dealing with rodent issues.
I myself have watched several approx.4-5 large rats the size of a squirrel
slowly walk across my neighbours backyard one afternoon while we were
visiting... the source being from piles of wood, yard waste and rubbish
from another neighbours backyard. This was in a nice West Galt
neighbourhood where you wouldn't expect to see these massive rats...
and so many at once.
You can put rules or guidelines in place for food storage and ventilation,
but it doesn't mean these rules will prevent new issues with nature taking
it's course. ...or abusers of rules from breaking them.
If you start with allowing Chickens, you know the next fad will be goats,
sheep and eventually cows. There is zoning for a reason.
I support status quo. Chickens are not pets.

Name not available
March 15, 2018, 12:09 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 15, 2018, 4:00 AM

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Question 1
No response

Name not available
March 15, 2018, 2:17 AM

Question 2
Though I want to believe people will respect the rules, I worry about
mistreatment of the chickens and thatI neighbours may not be aware
enough to make a complaint.

Question 1
No response

Question 3
Question 2
I worry that needing to have the chicken coop 3 meters from the property
line will make it extremely difficult for citizens interested in keeping
chickens toand actually build a coop. Some people may have a longer but
narrower garden. Should they build it right in the middle of their garden?

No response
Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 5
No response

Question 5
Allowing of chickens in the city will just open up a can of worms and no
positive affect to the community.
If people want fresh eggs there are plenty of local farms selling eggs at a
very reasonable price. We also have the farmers market which we should
encourage more residents to shop at.
3 metre minimum to neighbours fences is not enough to allow neighbors
to enjoy their property and it will make neighbouring homes difficult to
sell, bringing the value down of neighborhood real estate prices.
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Name not available
March 15, 2018, 4:51 AM
Question 1
No response
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Question 2

Love this. Wish we could have roosters so that eggs for family consuption
can be created. Should be limited to one rooster.if noise is a concern the
immediate neighbours could sign a form stating they agree with the
rooster and it is grandfathered in if the neighbours move.

No response
Question 3
No response

Question 3

Question 4

I do not like the addition of extra costs. Everything is already too
expensive.

•

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 4

Question 5

•

Not enough by law to enforce
People will not follow the by law
Will create smell, and dirt that people will not attend to.
Cause issues between neighbours

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 15, 2018, 9:42 AM

Name not available
March 15, 2018, 7:52 AM

Question 1

Question 1

No response

No response

Question 2

Question 2

No response

No response

Question 3

Question 3

No response

No response

Question 4

Question 4
•

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

No response

No response

Name not available
March 15, 2018, 9:52 AM

Name not available
March 15, 2018, 8:14 AM

Question 1

Question 1
Chickens should be allowed in rural areas if they are looked after properly.
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Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5

Question 5

Question 2

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

My neighbours 2 years ago had hens , the chicken coop was right beside
my fence. The smell was disgusting and brought in all kinds of animals like
rats and skunks. My dogs got sick and we could not enjoy our back yard
due to the awful smell. The end result was by law had to get involved as
these hens got loose and would go into my back yard and my dogs who I
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have licensed through the city of cambridge would not be happy with a
family of hens in there back yard. Caused a lot of problems especially in a
new subdivision we’re the homes are much closer. Please do not allow
this. Not all people are responsible owners. As they did not clean the coop
either. End result also was my neighbour took the poor hen and cut its
neck on his deck. And must have had it for dinner.
Question 2
Please do not allow this.
Question 3

Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4

Please do not allow this.
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 15, 2018, 11:05 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3

Name not available
March 15, 2018, 10:44 PM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response
Question 4

No response
Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Melanie Da silva
inside Cambridge
March 15, 2018, 1:39 PM

Name not available
March 16, 2018, 6:23 AM
Question 1
No response
Question 2
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No response

Question 3

Question 3

Too many people currently do not take responsibility for cats, dogs, or
many other pets. This is cruelty to animals. I can’t imagine how many
chickens will be abandoned or not properly cared for. This is a bad idea.

No response
Question 4
•

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 16, 2018, 1:27 PM

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 17, 2018, 4:02 AM

Question 1
No response

Question 1
No response
Question 2
No response

Question 2
No response
Question 3
No response

Question 3
No response
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 16, 2018, 9:42 PM

Question 5
The rules and regulations are never enforced by city officials we as a city
are just asking for trouble with rodents and disease allowing this to
happen. Chickens and hens are farm animals let them be just that. I can
not believe that with all the drug issues and homeless issues in
Cambridge that the city is spending time trying to pass this absurd issue. I
do not agree with this at all.

Question 1
Yes this is my preference.

Name not available
March 17, 2018, 8:15 AM

Question 2
Question 1
Too many people currently do not take responsibility for cats, dogs, or
many other pets. This is cruelty to animals. I can’t imagine how many
chickens will be abandoned or not properly cared for. This is a bad idea.

No response
Question 2
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No response

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 3
No response

Question 5
No response

Question 4
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No response

Name not available
March 17, 2018, 1:46 PM
Question 1
No response

Name not available
March 18, 2018, 9:16 AM
Question 1
I completely disagree with maintaining the status quo. Cambridge should
join other progressive cities that have enabled their residents the options
to keep hens. Not only for the benefit of fresh eggs, but many families will
enjoy the teaching opportunities that come with caring for the hens.
Question 2

No response

The stipulation that the coop must be set back 3 meters from the
property line should be adjusted for property lines that aren’t shared with
a neighbour. For example, our rear property line abuts a forested area, so
1 meter should suffice in this case.

Question 3

Question 3

No response

This would be acceptable as long as the fee isn’t prohibitive for lowerincome families. I would think that $100 should be the maximum fee.

Question 2

Question 4
Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo
•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
Question 5
No response
No response

Name not available
March 17, 2018, 11:21 PM

Name not available
March 18, 2018, 12:43 PM

Question 1
Question 1
No response
No response
Question 2
Question 2
No response
Yes
Question 3
Question 3
No response
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No response

for this idea! Do you seriously believe that these people will follow your
regulations? I dont think so. They will screw it up as they always do.

Question 4
•

Question 2

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

No response
Question 5
Question 3

No response

No response

Name not shown
inside Cambridge
March 18, 2018, 4:33 PM

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
Question 1
Farm animals should remain outside of the city. I think there will be noise
and smell issues. Other unwelcome animals could be attracted as well.
Fresh eggs are available at the farmers markets. I think neighboring
homes will be affected when they spend time in their own backyards,
making it unpleasant.

if you go with the other options then I for one will be moving out of
Cambridge period. Let the diseases run free in Cambridge. This is
probably the worst possible idea ever brought to the City.

Name not available
March 19, 2018, 11:26 PM

Question 2
No response
Question 3
If this does get approved, this would be the option I think is the better
choice.
Question 4
•

Question 1
No response
Question 2
500 square meters is too big for most properties in Cambridge to be even
considered. Guidelines should be the three meters from any property line.

Option 1 - Status quo
Question 3

Question 5

No response

No response
Question 4
•

Name not available
March 19, 2018, 7:32 PM

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
Question 1
Yes! If we allow people within City limits to have Hens in their backyards,
the city is only going to allow a HUGE problem.
Smell will be the first. Rodents will definitely be worse than what they are
now, especially rats. Foxes, home pets like dogs and cats would attack
these hens, attract wolves , which we have seen in Hespeler. SO dont go
there.....forget it! If these people want hens, have a jointly owned hen
house in the country away from city limits.Period. Let them pay the bills
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No response

Edward Barker
inside Cambridge
March 19, 2018, 11:32 PM
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Question 1
No response

maybe some responsible chicken owners. There will be many more who
will not look after the hens, will not maintain a clean property, will not
clean up food areas, therefore encouraging vermin into their & their
neighbours properties.

Question 2
No response

Question 2
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 3
No response

Question 4
•

Option 3 - Registry and one-time inspection fee

Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
No response

Question 5
No response

Name not shown
March 20, 2018, 8:04 AM

Name not available
March 21, 2018, 10:17 PM

Question 1
No response

Question 1

No response

This is the way the bylaw should remain. I cannot believe the amount of
money and time that have been wasted because one person asked one
councillor to have the bylaw changed. There are too many other pressing
issues within the City of Cambridge to waste so much time on this
nonsense. The city already has a rat and mouse infestation. Where will we
be when hens are allowed using food these pests love the most? Bylaws
are already not being enforced - don't depend on neighbours to complain.
They are worries about reprisals.

Question 4

Question 2

Question 2
Chickens are no different than any other pet or animal. No need for all
these regulations. Keep it simple. Max 4 hens.
Question 3

•

Option 2 - Permit with regulations

Question 5
No need to have a fee to keep a chicken. Also dont need city employees
doing inspections. Same as any other pet. Keep it simple. Wake up folks.

Name not available
March 20, 2018, 7:57 PM
Question 1
I choose Option One. No hens in the City of Cambridge. While there
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These bylaws will only be enforced when neighbours complain. This does
not work because people don't want to face possible reprimands from
people living close to them. You have a bylaw for snow removal. I have a
lot of difficulty getting to my mailbox on many occasions in the winter
because of the same people over and over again never shovelling their
walks. It is not up to me to "squeal" about these people. The same thing
would happen about neglected hens.
Question 3
Same comments as outlined in the above box. Hens require a lot of care
and most people have no idea how to do this or the amount of time and
money it would take to properly keep just four hens. People that want to
become small time farmers need to move to a rural property.
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Question 4
•

Option 1 - Status quo

Question 5
Having lived on a farm for many years and having looked after hens for
many years, I fear that many people who think this is a good idea have
absolutely no idea what hens require to be looked after properly. They
carry diseases, lice and the food they eat (mashes and grains) is a magnet
for rats and mice and opossums. Hens that are under stress from
improper foods or neglect will eventually pick each other to death. This is
not the learning experience we want happening in residential city areas.
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Appendix D – Public Submissions Received
From: Bill Mitchell
Sent: Friday, March 02, 2018 2:59 PM
To: Deanne Friess; Nicole Papke
Cc: Harry Pelissero; Jennifer Correa
Subject: Info for Cambridge Council re: Backyard Hens

Please share this message and attachment with members of Council, appropriate
committee and staff

Hi Deanne and Nicole,

Egg Farmers of Ontario (EFO) is aware of reports of discussions and calls for public
input concerning permitting egg-laying hens in Cambridge and we thought it might be
useful to share some information from the organization that regulates egg farming in
Ontario and on behalf of the more than 400 egg farmers that produce local, fresh, highquality eggs for Ontario consumers.

Hen health and human health are our highest priorities in any environment. There are
significant added challenges to keeping hens healthy and alive in urban settings.
Providing the best care and conditions for chickens requires a great deal of expertise
and commitment. For example, if hens are not appropriately cared for, including a
specially-balanced diet including the correct amount of available calcium, hens will
literally take calcium from their bones to make the shells for their eggs – with disastrous
health consequences for the hens. That same feed can be toxic to pets.

Raising livestock in Ontario typically requires agricultural property zoning but some
municipalities such as yours are considering permitting the raising of egg-laying hens in
urban environments. EFO does not have any recommendations for hen housing or set
back provisions for use in an urban environment. The Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and
Food should have resources and expertise on those subjects that would relate to land
that is zoned as agricultural. Humane Societies may also have concerns.
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For all of these reasons, we had Ontario’s best-known poultry veterinarian develop the
attached document with a simple outline of Dr. Mike’s Top 10 Hen Chores which we
can provide as a resource for those considering or involved in raising hens.
I hope this information is helpful and if I can provide any additional information, please
feel free to contact me.
Thanks,
Bill

115

116

From:
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2018 4:49 PM
To: Nicole Papke; Deanne Friess
Subject: Fwd: Re: Bylaw Amendment Backyard Chickens in the City

Hello,
I attended the information session yesterday on changing the bylaws in regard to allowing
"backyard chickens." We had a lengthily conversation as to why I was against this proposal. I
am forwarding to you the original correspondents that was sent to all Councillors and the Mayor
with Ms. Wolf's response. A number of questions are still outstanding that I brought forward at
that time.
If this proposal is approved and common sense doesn't prevail, the option to garner best practices
to regulate these "backyard coops" would be Option 3 with a modification of having to license
yearly to ensure that data can be compiled similar to cat and dog ownership in the City. This
license would need to be displayed on the front of the coop so that neighbours can be sure that
this is a legal coop and all conditions will be adhered. Those who want to have this type of
livestock should be willing to make this financial commitment, to register, as responsible
owners. However, It is my hope that common sense will prevail to represent all citizens of the
community, not just one faction; this bylaw amendment not supported by Council.
Please let me know if these emails don't come through in their entirety so that I can arrange to
submit them another way. Thank you for your assistance.
Best Regards
Valerie Cameron
Concerned Taxpayer
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-----Original Message----From: noreply@cambridge.ca [mailto:noreply@cambridge.ca] On Behalf Of Temara A
Brown
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2018 4:21 PM
To: Deanne Friess
Subject: Backyard Chickens
Hello,
I live just outside Cambridge's city limits and operate a sanctuary for chickens rescued
from all sorts of precarious situations, including backyard operations.
I write because every debate I've witnessed on backyard chickens centers around the
humans' interests and the conversation disregards the well-being of the animals.
Proponents focus on their desire to exploit females for eggs, opponents speak to their
fears about potential nuisances, and few ever consider what happens to the animals.
While I am pleased with some of the measures being proposed to curb harm to animals,
there are issues that must be remedied.
My primary concern with any of the scenarios listed is that there is a ban on roosters.
This is a death sentence. Regardless of what happens, ***I implore you not to impose a
rooster ban.***
Roosters are the most cruelly treated sex of the most cruelly treated species on earth.
Since they are of no value in the production of eggs, a quarter billion male chicks
(roosters) a year are disposed of at hatcheries in North America each year. Males, 50%
of the chicks hatched by hatcheries and commercial egg breeding facilities, are killed as
soon as their sex is determined at a day or two day old. The unwanted males and
deformed females are suffocated in the garbage or macerated (ground up alive) for
fertilizer or feed or they are sold for meat production. Only hens are wanted for their
eggs. There are no laws to protect the chicks from any cost-efficient (read: cruel)
method of disposal the producer chooses.
Roosters get a bad rep. Humans often believe they're loud, aggressive, and generally
not someone you'd want hanging around. This characterization is completely false and
disregards so much about their behaviour. A rooster's main mission in life is to protect
his flock. They have fascinating social hierarchies and are incredibly intelligent.
There can be aggressive roosters but it's no different from there being aggressive dogs.
Just like with an aggressive dog, roosters can be trained without much difficulty.
As for noise, it seems a bit hypocritical since we don't think twice about a barking dog.
Hens can be very talkative but we shrug that off as well.
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With respect to crowing, a well-insulated coop should muffle out any of the noise in the
early morning. I have three roosters and do not hear them unless I'm right next to them.
Even then, it's not a problem. To be short, crowing is not a good enough reason to
justify tossing a baby into a blender.
My final comment with respect to rooster ban is that there is a lack of any plan about
how to address "accidental roosters." What will occur with those who are believed to be
females until they start crowing? This actually happens quite a lot. With a ban in place,
there's often nowhere to go for these boys. They will be killed if returned to the farms.
Sanctuaries like mine are almost always full. If roosters are permitted, families could be
given a chance to do the right thing and provide them with a loving family home. There
are many heart-breaking stories out there of people fighting to keep their beloved family
members when their municipality has a ban.
--While roosters generally have it bad, the females have their own challenges as well.
As a sanctuary, almost all of our hens come here after they were deemed "spent" from
their previous home. A hen's egg production slows down after about 18 months to two
years of age. As they're no longer profitable for a farm, these hens are sent for
slaughter and replaced with younger females.
While the policies proposed for backyard hens in Cambridge do not allow slaughter in
backyards, it does not address what I call "the kijiji problem." Older hens once kept for
egg-laying are being sold through online classifieds with the expectation that someone
will be killing them for their meat.
If the intention of this policy is not to encourage cruelty to animals, ***it will need a
licencing program that keeps track of the individual chickens.***
Furthermore, where the chickens are acquired is problematic. Cambridge has a ban on
retail pet sales yet curiously allows for programs that coordinate the sale of chicks from
hatcheries. Orders of day old chicks are actually sent through the mail with the
expectation that they won't all survive.
There are literally billions of chickens who are being killed because they no longer serve
any use to humans. These hens should be given a chance to live in peace.
If backyard chickens are to be allowed and we are hoping to ensure that we are not
encouraging animal cruelty, **there must be an emphasis on rescue.** We must not
support industries who profit from harming them.
--The proposed regulations mention "sufficient space" but do not go into detail. On egg
farms, egg-layers spend their whole lives in cages the size of a piece of paper. Farmers
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have deemed that sufficient but -- sufficient for what? It is sufficient if your goal is driving
the hens to insanity.
Most coops sold in retail remind me of when we bought our tent. Our tent allegedly
sleeps eight person but in reality it can fit three at best. And that's if you squish.
So, given the history of flawed housing estimates, I would hope to see regulations better
codify standards to properly address the chickens' needs. This goes beyond just space.
They need places to dust bathe, places to get away and have privacy from the other
hens, coops need to be winterized, etc.
There is more one could speak of given this topic, such as a lack of a "humane society"
for chickens, medical care, and general ethical questions. But if there is one thing you
take from this letter, I ask that you please reject any notions to ban roosters.
Thank you,
Temara Brown
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Appendix E – Staff response to Concerns and Comments received
since February 2018

Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

Disposal of
Manure

Region of Waterloo Waste Services confirmed via email that as long as
waste is properly wrapped (in newspaper or compostable bag), the green
bin is an appropriate place. Bedding (hay, straw, wood shavings) is better
disposed of as yard waste.

Disposal of
dead animals,
end of life
plan

Draft Animal Control By-law Care and Maintenance regulations state that
Hens that have died should be taken to an appropriate facility (livestock
disposal facility, through the services of a veterinarian, chicken exchange
program, or through a facility approved by Ministry of Agriculture, Food
and Rural Affairs for disposal within 24 hours of death.
Home slaughter is not permitted. Hens must be taken to an appropriate
facility for end-of-life care.
Information material can be provided to potential hen owners to advise
that if an owner no longer wants a hen as a pet it is the responsibility of
the owner to either find a new home for their hen or take the hen to a
registered veterinarian or livestock disposal facility, and to pay all
associated costs. The City would encourage hen owners to consider their
end of life plan prior to ownership and the City would encourage the
keeping of hens past their prime egg laying years (between 2-5 years) as
pets. Draft information material advises of interested individuals that
‘Rent a hen’ services exist and service neighbouring municipalities, if
owners consider they do not want to be responsible for a hen after prime
egg laying, they should consider this option of temporary ownership.
Although informational resources could be available and home
slaughtering prohibited this may still be a concern which would be left to
by-law enforcement if a complaint was received.

Public Health
Concern Salmonella

Risk of salmonella is minimal but possible. None of the neighbouring
Canadian municipalities have reported salmonella issues caused by
backyard hens, however, the contraction of salmonella is possible and
should be noted as a risk of approving the proposed amendments to the
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Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

By-laws and the Official Plan.
If Council proceeds with amendments to allow backyard hens staff
recommends the following precautions are in place:
-

-

Public Health
Concern Avian
Influenza

the prohibition of backyard slaughtering as this reduces exposure
to blood and other body fluids from diseased birds
a prohibition of sale of hen products limits transfer of disease
requirements in the Animal Control By-law to keep enclosures
sanitary and free from manure and waste accumulation will also
limit transfer of disease.
only allowing hens that are at least four months old as young
chicks are more likely to carry disease.
Information package provided to potential owners which includes
sanitary practices further reduce transmission to humans such as:
clean hands immediately after cleaning manure or handling birds;
change clothes; keep separate shoes for chicken coop and run
and keep the shoes outside of the house; do not snuggle or kiss
birds for prolonged periods; keep coops clean; and don’t let
children under 5 (who often put their hands in their mouths) handle
or touch live poultry without supervision. Salmonella is transmitted
when bacteria travels from hand to mouth.

With the draft regulations to be included in the Animal Control By-law,
risk of Avian influenza is minimal, but possible and should be noted as a
risk of approving the amendments to the By-laws and the Official Plan.
The draft regulation of limiting the number of hens to four per lot
(including multi-family lots) would ensure that the densities required to
develop Avian Influenza are likely not found in the city.
The potential for spread of any form of Avian Influenza can be further
reduced by the recommended requirement that hens be kept
continuously enclosed in a roofed, secure structure. Under these
conditions, introduction of any viruses from wild birds or other backyard
hens would be limited.
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Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

Public Health
Concern Transfer of
disease to
domestic pets

If Council chooses to proceed with allowing backyard hens, draft
regulations can be included in the Animal Control By-law pertaining to
Coop, Care and Maintenance. Transfer of disease to domestic pets can
be reduced if hens are kept in their own enclosed run and coop, separate
from domestic pets and protected from wildlife.

Attracting
rodents and
wildlife pests

This potential concern can not be eliminated entirely. However if Council
chooses to proceed with allowing backyard hens draft regulations can be
included in the Animal Control By-law pertaining to Coop, Care and
maintenance which minimize this risk by keeping feed in a secure
container, frequent cleaning of areas, secure coops built to keep rodents
out, and locking hens in the coop between sunset and sunrise.

Animal
cruelty,

This concern cannot be fully eliminated. If Council chooses to proceed
with allowing backyard hens staff recommends that no roosters are
permitted. Staff acknowledges that there are animal-cruelty concerns
associated with a rooster ban; however, it is the opinion of staff that
roosters should not be permitted due to potential noise impacts caused
by roosters in a highly urban setting.

Rooster ban

Staff recommends that if amendments are pursued young chicks not be
permitted and backyard hens should be at least four months old to
prevent the purchase of accidental roosters (misidentified sex shortly
after hatching),
Expected
popularity

Staff has conducted reviews of the interest levels in other Canadian
municipalities. Staff is of the opinion that the keeping of backyard hens is
unlikely to become a popular or widespread practice in Cambridge in the
foreseeable future. Kitchener has approximately 100,000 more residents
than Cambridge and reported 49 registered coops in their first year of
allowance. Therefore staff anticipate approximately 25-30 coops to be
established in Cambridge in the first year.
Given reports and numbers of registrants from other Canadian
municipalities it is reasonable to assume that Cambridge would not
experience a large or significant negative impact from allowance of
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Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

backyard hens with the draft regulations.

Downtime
practices

Questions regarding downtime practices were raised at the Public
Meeting.
If Council chooses to proceed with amendments to allow backyard hens
staff recommends including in the information package that owners are
expected to follow Canadian Food Inspection Agency best practices, and
a summary of those practices is included in the draft package.
Downtime between flocks is most applicable to industrial hatchery
practices. However, downtime between backyard hen flocks could be
relevant in the unlikely case of a diseased backyard flock which an owner
then wants to replace with a new flock.

Noise

Noise levels, with the prohibition of roosters, would likely be at
acceptable levels with the proposed regulations in place. Additionally,
the City does have a noise By-law that could by be enforced by the bylaw enforcement staff if any issues arise.
Hens are quieter than dogs. (egg laying hens decibel volume is
comparable to that of a human conversation, reaching at maximum 6070 decibels. A dog bark is about 90 decibels or louder depending on the
breed). The vocalizations that are slightly louder than regular clucking
occur during egg laying, in the nest box within the coop (which would
reduce noise impact even more).

Restrictive lot
sizes (3m
from property
line too far,
500 sqm
(5382 sqft)
too big)

If Council chooses to proceed with the amendments to allow backyard
hens staff recommend a minimum lot size of 500 sqm (5382 sqft).
Currently there are approximately 18,152 properties with agricultural or
residential zoning in Cambridge which are 500 sqm (5382 sqft) or larger.
The 500sqm (5382 sqft) lot size would likely be large enough for average
size dwelling with a rear yard that could accommodate amenity area for
the residential use as well is sufficient space for a coop and run area.
If a potential owner with a smaller lot size is interested in owning hens
and has sufficient rear yard area an individual would be able to apply to
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Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

the Committee of Adjustment for a minor variance.
Commonly required space to ensure hen wellbeing is 0.37sqm (4sqft) of
indoor coop space with a 0.92sqm (10ft) of outdoor enclosed run area
per hen.
In some municipalities minimum lot size is not specified. The City of
Quinte West requires a minimum lot size of at least 0.4 hectares (one
acre) and the Township of North Dumfries requires a minimum lot size of
2000sqm (21,258 sqft)
Smell, odour

If the number of hens is limited and care and maintenance regulations
are complied with the concern of nuisance odours can be mitigated.
Odour complaints are possible and should be noted as a risk of
approving the amendments. If smell is determined to be a nuisance bylaw enforcement could inspect the property on a complaint basis.
Industrial farms that raise chickens emit strong smells, but four hens or
less, with the allocated spacing and regular maintenance is not
comparable to an industrial setting.
Other municipalities have not reported smell or odour complaints as a
significant issue.

Pet health as
chicken feed
can be toxic
to domestic
pets

Risks to pets are possible and should be noted as a risk of approving the
amendments. Keeping feed in a secure container can minimize this
concern. Owners are responsible for the behavior of their domestic pets.
Pets should not be running at large or trespassing on private property as
outlined in Section 9.1 and 9.2 of the Animal control By-law.
Draft Information can be provided to owners which advises that owning
chickens and other pets in the same household is not recommended as
there would be more opportunities for complicating pet management.
However, final decision rests with the owner who knows their pets and
expected behaviors best.

Conflict
between
domestic pets

Risks of conflict between pets and chickens are possible and should be
noted as a risk of approving the proposed amendments. It is of the
opinion of staff that if Council proceeds with the amendments to allow
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Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

and chickens

backyard hens the draft regulations, to keep hens enclosed in their coop
and run, in the Animal Control By-law can mitigate this risk.
Draft Information can be provided to owners to advise that owning
chickens and other pets in the same household is not recommended as
there would be more opportunities for complicating pet management.
However, final decision rests with the owner who knows their pets and
expected behaviors best.

Visual
impacts of
coops

The visual aesthetic of coops or any accessory building cannot be
regulated if that coop meets all of the regulations in the zoning and
animal control by-laws. If Council chooses to allow backyard hens, staff
recommends the Zoning By-law amendment includes height, location
and size limits to reduce the visual impacts.

Sale of eggs, If Council chooses to approve the amendments to allow backyard hens
manure, or
staff recommends that sale of eggs, manure, or any byproduct of
any byproduct backyard hens is prohibited in the regulations. The reason for this
prohibition is to reduce impacts on neighbouring properties by
establishing a business in a residential neighbourhood and also
controlling any potential disease transfer.
Information provided in the draft information package advises of this
prohibition and advises owners that the sale of eggs should not be a
problem as 4 hens would not be able to provide an owner with a
significant number of eggs (one egg laid per day per hen  not
commercially viable). Hens also do not necessarily consistently lay an
egg a day, especially as they age, making their production even less
reliable for commercial purposes.

Neighbour
conflict

Neighbour conflict is a concern with allowing backyard hens. Staff
recommends that abutting neighbour’s consent not be required for the
keeping of backyard hens as this requirement may result in further
conflict between neighbours and there is no ability to withdraw consent at
a future date if a neighbor changes their opinion or a new neighbour
moves into a property.
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Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

The City of Kitchener requires neighbor consent only if the minimum
regulations are no able to be met. Staff is proposing in the City of
Cambridge that if minimum zoning regulations cannot be met an
applicant submit a minor variance application. This is a public process
where neighbours would be notified directly.
Abandoned
hens

Hens being abandoned is a risk. If Council chooses to allow backyard
hens staff recommends a registry of all coops and that owners be
provided with an information package to better prepare owners before
they obtain their hens, so that risk of abandoned hens or unprepared
owners is minimal. Requiring a one-time inspection fee may also
encourage only serious hen owners to raise backyard hens.
The draft information package encourages hen owners to make
considerations for end of life or end of ‘prime egg-laying life’ for backyard
hens. Owners can choose to keep hens past their prime egg-laying life
as pets. In the case that a hen is no longer wanted, it is the responsibility
of the owner to either find a new home for the hen, take it to a
veterinarian, or take it to a farm or abattoir for slaughtering.

Lack of
informational
resources

If Council chooses to proceed with the amendments to allow backyard
hens the City can provide web links to resources online about backyard
hen keeping and web links to “rent a hen” programs. The information
package can be provided to applicants who register a coop.

Lack of
enforcement
of noise,
odour,
slaughter

If Council chooses to approve the amendments to allow backyard hens
staff recommend an annual budget increase of $12,000-$15,000 to
maintain a registry, process permits, conduct one-time inspections and
respond to complaints.

Complaints

City of Kitchener: in first year had 3 complaints. Two were about coops
without permits, which subsequently got permits. The other complaint
was about hens being let out outside of enclosed coop and run, hen
owner brought into compliance, no further complaints received.

Staff anticipates that the number of complaints will be low, as seen in
other municipalities.

Guelph: Over the past seven years, the number of complaints about
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Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

chickens ranged from five in 2012 to 19 last year. Most complaints were
easily resolved by speaking to the hen owners.
Vancouver: Animal control officers investigated 18 chicken-related
complaints in 2015.
Real estate
value
declines or
negative
impacts

There is no documented evidence that real estate property values would
decline. No municipality across Canada has reported that this has
occurred in their jurisdictions.

Animal health
and Care

If Council proceeds with amendments to allow hens, staff would
recommend an information package be provided on the City website as
resource information to interested individuals. This information would
provide guidance on the feed and care for hens.
In addition regulations should be included in the Animal Control By-law to
provide requirements for coops and run space.

Costs to the
City

In order to operate a register and permit system and to train by-law
officers to do inspections there will be a cost to the City. The By-law
Enforcement division anticipates the equivalent of one half full time
position would be required. Therefore if Council chooses to allow the
amendments an annual budget increase of $50,000 is proposed.
The current City contract with Animal control does not cover the
inspection of backyard hens. If animal control takes on this responsibility
at a later date the proposed $50,000 annually could be transferred to the
Animal control contract.

Encourage
heritage
breeds

Staff recognized the importance of heritage breeds but would not
recommend this as a requirement to be regulated by the City but rather
that individuals may choose the breeds they would like to raise.
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Concern or
Comment

Staff Response

Registry
Process

If Council chooses to allow backyard hens, staff would recommend the
implementation of a registry process. This would allow the City to
monitor uptake of the initiative and in the event that any health concerns
are noted locations can be precisely identified.

Neighbour
consent

Staff recommends that abutting neighbour’s consent should not required
for the keeping of backyard hens as this requirement may result in
conflict between neighbours and there is no ability to withdraw consent at
a future date if a neighbor changes their opinion or a new neighbor
moves into an adjacent property.
The City of Kitchener requires neighbor consent only if the minimum
regulations are no able to be met. Staff is proposing in the City of
Cambridge that if minimum zoning regulations cannot be met an
applicant submit a minor variance application. This is a public process
where neighbours would be notified directly.
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Appendix F – Draft FAQ’s for prospective hen owners

FAQ For Owning Backyard Hens in the
City of Cambridge
This document is intended to provide interested residents with information on raising
hens in a way that complies with City regulations. These regulations are in place to
ensure public health and safety.
Where can I find specific details about what is required of me as a hen owner in
Cambridge?
City of Cambridge Website: www.cambridge.ca/backyardhens
What does a hen permit allow?
With a City issued permit you can keep up to four hens over four months of age in an
enclosed coop and fenced run area in your backyard as a hobby and/or for the personal
consumption of eggs.
How do I apply for a permit and what is the cost?
You can print a permit application from the City of Cambridge website at
www.cambridge.ca/backyardhens and submit to the City of Cambridge at 50 Dickson
Street on the 3rd floor with the one-time $100 inspection fee.
What am I not allowed to do as a hen owner?
You are not allowed to:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

sell eggs or any hen by-products (such as manure);
slaughter hens on any residential property;
raise roosters;
raise hens that are less than four months old (ie. chicks);
raise more than four hens;
cause any nuisance to your neighbours;
neglect the hens;
or be an irresponsible owner.

What if I don’t want to commit to keeping hens long-term?
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There are “rent a hen” services. You still have to comply with all of Cambridge’s Animal
Control and Zoning By-law regulations. Here’s a link to a rent a hen service:
http://www.rentthechicken.com/p/south-central-ontario.html
Why can’t I sell eggs or hen by-products?
Canadian food inspection has very high requirements for commercial selling of eggs.
The maximum of four hens would not be able to provide an owner with a significant
number of eggs. Hens also do not necessarily consistently lay an egg a day, especially
as they age (past 2-3 years), making their production even less reliable for commercial
purposes.
Why can’t I raise a rooster?
The City aims to control the potential noise impacts caused by roosters in a highly urban
setting. Regulations require hens to be no less than four months old to ensure the
gender of the chicks are determined prior to being housed on residential properties.
What if my neighbours complain?
Should the City receive a complaint, a by-law enforcement officer will be required to
inspect the property to ensure compliance. If there are any items that do not meet the
regulations you will be given a time frame to bring the items up to compliance. If you
are not able to comply with the regulations you will be required to remove the hens from
your property.
What do I need to do to ensure I comply with the required regulations?
The full regulations are provided in the City of Cambridge Zoning By-law and Animal
Control By-law. The following list is a summary of the regulations applicable to any
residential zoned property where hens will be located. Ensure that you are
knowledgeable of these regulations before your coop is built.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Minimum lot size of 500 sqm (5382 sqft)
Hens must be kept in the rear yard
The rear yard of the property must be fenced with a fence which would not allow
hens to escape
A maximum of four hens may be kept on the property
No roosters are permitted
No sale of products or slaughter is permitted on the property
The owner of the hens must reside on the property
The hens may not cause any nuisance
Hens must be a minimum of four months old
A structure must be constructed to house the hens called a Coop
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

Coops must be located a minimum of 3m (9.8ft) from all property lines
Coops must be setback 3m (9.8ft) from any window or door on the main dwelling
on the property
Coops must provide protection from weather and be ventilated
Coops must prevent rodents and predators from entering
Coop floor must be resist to moisture and mold and retain heat in cold weather
Coop must contain a chick box sufficient to accommodate all hens, perch area,
dust bath area
Coops and runs must be maintained and in a clean condition to ensure smells do
not cause nuisance
Coop floors must be lined with shavings, straw or other material to absorb
manure
Coops must be cleaned and disinfected at least two times a year
Feeders and water containers must be provided, cleaned and disinfected
regularly
All food must be kept in rodent proof containers and secured at all times
Feeding must be done in a manner to minimize the attraction of rodents and
other animals
Manure and droppings must be cleaned out daily and secured in a container until
disposal
Hens must be banded with contact information of the owner
Hens must have access to an enclosed outdoor run area
Deceased hens must be disposed of within 24hours at a livestock disposal facility
or veterinarian or facility approved by the Ministry of Agricultural, Food and Rural
Affairs
Hens must be kept in accordance with all other laws and legislation

What do I do with chicken manure?
It is not recommended that you compost it on your property and use it in your garden
due to phosphorus levels. You can dispose of manure as pet waste in the Region of
Waterloo’s green bin program. This means the manure has to be properly enclosed so it
does not pose a risk to waste collectors. The manure must be wrapped in newspaper or
placed in a compostable bag. Hen bedding such as wood shavings or straw can be
disposed of as yard waste.
What do I feed my hens?
Chicken feed must be purchased from a specialized supplier. Hens need feed made for
them which would meet their nutrition requirements and may include required
medications. Pet food stores are not known to carry the feed.
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Can I own a dog or cat and hens too?
You can, but depending on the personalities of your pets, there might be conflict
between them. Hens must remain enclosed in their coop and run at all times separated
from other animals.
An important note is that chicken feed may be toxic to domestic pets such as cats and
dogs, and they can get sick from eating it, especially in larger quantities.
Will wild animals be attracted to my hens?
Animal Control By-law includes regulations for coop and care and maintenance. These
regulations minimize this risk by keeping feed in a secure container, frequent cleaning
of areas, secure coops built to keep rodents out, and locking hens in the coop between
sunset and sunrise.
Wildlife and hen conflicts may still occur but with precautions this will be reduced.
Can I get avian influenza or other illnesses if I own hens or if my neighbours own
hens?
With the recommended regulations of the Animal Control By-law, risk of avian influenza
is minimal. The potential for spread of any form of disease is further reduced by the
requirement that hens be kept continuously enclosed in a roofed, secure structure and
providing clean water every day and regularly cleaning and disinfecting all hen areas.
Under these conditions, introduction of any viruses from wild birds or other backyard
hens would be limited. For more information visit:
http://inspection.gc.ca/animals/terrestrial-animals/diseases/bird-healthbasics/eng/1323643634523/1323644740109
https://www.cdc.gov/flu/pdf/avianflu/avian-flu-transmission.pdf
http://www.omafra.gov.on.ca/english/livestock/urbanagbib/poultry.htm
What about salmonella?
Risk of salmonella is minimal, provided that the regulations are followed. Nonetheless,
the contraction of salmonella is possible. Risk of contracting salmonella can be greatly
reduced by homeowners who follow good health practices:
-

clean hands immediately after cleaning manure or handling birds, change
clothes;
keep separate shoes for the chicken coop and run and keep the shoes outside of
the house;
do not snuggle or kiss birds for prolonged periods;
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-

keep coops clean;
don’t let children under five (who often put their hands in their mouths) handle or
touch live poultry without supervision.

Salmonella is transmitted when bacteria travels from hand to mouth.
For more information visit:
http://inspection.gc.ca/animals/terrestrial-animals/diseases/bird-healthbasics/eng/1323643634523/1323644740109
https://www.publichealthontario.ca/en/eRepository/Evidence_Brief_Backyard_Chicken.p
df
https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/public-health-notices/2015/publichealth-notice-outbreak-salmonella-infections-related-contact-live-baby-poultry.html
https://council.vancouver.ca/20100408/documents/penv3.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/salmonella/backyard-flocks-06-18/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/healthypets/resources/backyard-flock-8x11.pdf
What can I do to protect my hens and my family from illness?
Educate yourself on the different warning signs that indicate illness. Hens require
vaccinations from a qualified veterinarian. Ensure your hens are being fed and cared
for properly and all areas are kept clean and disinfected.
According to Canadian Food Inspection Agency to avoid introducing disease to your
birds new birds should be segregated and monitored for at least 30 days before
entering your existing flock. Make sure that new birds come from reputable suppliers
that have strict disease controls in place. Birds returning from shows or exhibits should
also be segregated for at least two weeks.
What do I do if my hen dies?
City regulations require you to dispose of a deceased hen at an appropriate facility
(livestock disposal facility), through the services of a veterinarian, chicken exchange
program, or through a facility approved by Ministry of Agriculture Food and Rural Affairs
for disposal within 24 hours of death.
What if I decide I no longer want my hens?
If an owner no longer wants a hen as a pet it is the responsibility of the owner to either
find a new home for their hen or take the hen to a registered veterinarian or livestock
disposal facility, and to pay all associated costs. The City encourages hen owners to
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consider their end of life plan prior to ownership. The City encourages the keeping of
hens past their prime egg laying years (between 2-5 years) as pets.
‘Rent a hen’ services exist and service neighbouring municipalities, if owners consider
they do not want to be responsible for a hen after prime egg laying, they should
consider this option of temporary ownership.
What about when I want to replace my hens, or add a new one to the coop?
It is recommended that any new birds be segregated and monitored for at least 30 days
before entering your existing flock. Make sure that new birds come from reputable
suppliers that have strict disease controls in place. Birds returning from shows or
exhibits should also be segregated for at least two weeks. At no point are you permitted
to keep more than four hens on an urban residential lot in Cambridge.
A minimum of 14 days between when an old flock has been removed and prior to
placement of the new chicks is recommended. Cleaning (and disinfection) of the barn
needs to take place as soon as the birds are shipped to break the cycle of
contamination.
http://inspection.gc.ca/animals/terrestrial-animals/diseases/bird-healthbasics/eng/1323643634523/1323644740109
https://www.chickenfarmers.ca/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/OFFSAP-Manual-2014.pdf
How loud are hens?
Hens are quieter than dogs. Egg laying hens decibel volume is comparable to that of a
human conversation, reaching at maximum 60- 70 decibels. A dog bark is about 90
decibels or louder depending on the breed. The vocalizations that are slightly louder
than regular clucking occur during egg laying, in the nest box within the coop (which
would reduce noise impact even more).
It is the City’s opinion that noise would usually be at acceptable levels with the proposed
regulations in place. Additionally, the City does have a noise By-law that can be
enforced if any issues arise.
Will my property smell bad with chickens?
If hens are kept in their coop and the coop and run areas are well cared for and
maintained smell should be minimal. See the regulations in the Animal Control and
Zoning By-laws for details. In short: clean often, replace bedding often, and ensure your
coop is properly ventilated and meets all of the required setbacks from property and
dwelling lines.
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Where can I find out more information about how to care for hens?
There are many resources available online including
http://www.omafra.gov.on.ca/english/livestock/urbanagbib/poultry.htm
https://kitchenerurbanhens.webs.com/resources
https://www.publichealthontario.ca/en/eRepository/Evidence_Brief_Backyard_Chicken.p
df
https://www.interiorhealth.ca/YourHealth/HealthyLiving/FoodSecurity/Documents/FoodUrbanHens.pdf
http://www.omafra.gov.on.ca/english/food/inspection/meatinsp/licenced_operators_list.h
tm
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Appendix G – Minutes from Public Meeting
Planning and Development Committee Meeting Tuesday, September 11, 2018

Public Meeting B: Public Meeting Report – City of Cambridge initiated Backyard Hens
Zoning By-law and Official Plan Amendments

Presentation
1. D. Friess, Manager of Planning – Development, re: Public Meeting B – City of
Cambridge initiated Backyard Hens, Zoning By-law and Official Plan Amendments

Using a PowerPoint presentation, Ms. Friess provides an overview of the planning
application. A copy of the presentation is available in the Clerk’s Division.

The Chair asked if there was anyone present that would like to speak to the Public Meeting
“B”.

1. Mary Young, re: Public Meeting B – City of Cambridge initiated Backyard Hens, Zoning
By-law and Official Plan Amendments

Ms. Young came forward to speak to the planning report.

No further persons came forward requesting to speak.

Moved By: Councillor Mann
Seconded By: Councillor Wolf

THAT Report 18-085(CD), re: Public Meeting Report – City of Cambridge initiated
Backyard Hens Zoning By-law and Official Plan Amendments, be referred back to staff
for a subsequent report and recommendation.
CARRIED
The Chair declared Public Meeting “B” closed at 7:37 p.m.
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