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Agenda Item #4 

Case Number BZNA-0098-2019 

BZNA-0099-2019 

Property Size 1.31 acres 

Address 14602 Scarborough Lane Zoning SR (low density suburban one-

family residential) 

Owner Devin and Valerie Riley Reviewer Oksana Polhuy 

Applicant Devin and Valerie Riley BZA Meeting September 9, 2019 

Requested Action: 

UDO § 9.B.4.O.2.b Variance of Use to permit goats and chickens on a residentially platted lot outside 

of the city limits that is less than 5 acres. Variance of Development Standards to permit keeping goats 

and chickens in a structure without soundproofing and air conditioning located less than 75 feet from 

the property line. 

Recommendation: 

Deny. See Findings of Facts for Denial on pages 4-6.  
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ANALYSIS  

The subject site is lot 7 in Scarborough Farms subdivision, located on the northeast corner of 146th 

Street and Scarborough Lane (Exhibits 2, 3 and 8). It is surrounded by the residential uses on all sides, 

except for the east where it borders Dillon Park. Scarborough Farms is outside of the city limits, while 

all other properties around are inside of the city limits. The applicant would like to request a variance of 

use pursuant to UDO § 9.B.4.O.2.b to keep existing chickens and goats that are currently not allowed 

at the subject site and a variance of development standards to house the animals closer to the property 

lines than permitted. 

 

The City of Noblesville Planning Department received a complaint at the end of June of 2019 about 

chickens and goats at the subject property. A code enforcement case was opened, and the property 

owners were notified of the violation. The property owners decided to apply for a variance in an effort 

to keep the animals. The staff believes that the property owners asked about whether chickens and 

goats would be allowed at the subject site last year and received a Variance of Use application, but they 

didn’t apply at that time. 

 

Per UDO §9.B.4.O.2.b, “Hogs, chickens, ducks, goats, sheep, or cow may be permitted on residentially 

platted lots of at least five (5) acres, located outside of the City limits, provided that structures, pens, or 

corrals housing animals shall be a minimum of 75 feet from an adjoining property line, except where 

animals are kept in soundproof air conditioned buildings, in which case the required setback shall be 25 

feet.”  

 

Inspections Observations 

There are currently 8 chickens, no roosters, and 2 fixed goats (one male, one female). An existing shed 

at the northeast corner of the property was converted into a chicken coop and a new 200-sf mini-barn 

for goats was installed at the northwest side of the property (Exhibits 5 and 6). The pasture area at the 

north side of the property is surrounded by a wood and wire 6-ft fence (Exhibits 5 and 6). 

 

The following additional issues were found at the property: 

1. A fence around the grazing area was installed without a permit. 

2. A chicken coop is about 35.5 feet from the north side property line and 28 from the east side 

property line, while I’s required to be at least 75 feet from all property lines per UDO § 

9.B.4.O.2.b. An applicant is seeking a variance of this standard. 

3. A 200-sf goat barn: 

a. Was built in the 50-ft front yard without a permit (Exhibit 5 and 8). 

b. Doesn’t have a permanent foundation as the building code requires.  

c. Doesn’t have air conditioning or soundproofing, which means that this structure is 

required to be installed at least 75 feet from all property lines. However, it is about 37 

feet from the front property line and 28 feet from the north side property line. The 

variance of development standards is requested to reduce this requirement. 

d. Is not architecturally compatible with the house as required per UDO § 9.2.G. The barn 

features a white roof, red board and batten siding and wood siding (Exhibit 6). The 

house has beige siding, stone masonry façade, and brown roof shingles. The barn is 

partially shielded by the bushes and trees, but one can still see it from some angles 

from Scarborough Lane (Exhibit 7), exposing its look and contrast to the house’s 

architecture. 
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Use Analysis 

Out of all residentially-zoned 1,971 lots outside of the corporate limits in the City of Noblesville 

planning jurisdiction, 22 % (or 440 lots) are 5 acres or more. Thus, the properties where one could 

have farm animals legally are available in the City of Noblesville planning jurisdiction.  

For comparison, properties both in and outside of corporate limits are allowed to have horses and 

ponies as long as the property is at least 1 acre. Out of all residentially-zoned lots outside of the 

corporate limits, 55 % (1,080 lots) are permitted to have horses and/or ponies. This share includes the 

subject property that is allowed to have one horse or two ponies per UDO §9.B.4.O.2.a. Goats are 

about the same size as ponies, so two goats hypothetically could be allowed at this property.  

Comparing Noblesville’s regulations of farm animals to other planning jurisdictions around (Exhibit 9) 

shows that the regulations vary greatly, and there is no uniformity on how to define and regulate farm 

animals. However, in one way or another, either by regulating a minimum lot size or by regulating the 

distance from the barns and grazing areas to the property lines or adjacent houses, these regulations 

require ample space, indicative of a farming community. If the regulations of different planning 

jurisdictions were applied to the subject lot, it would barely meet the regulations only of Hamilton 

County (the grazing area is not far enough from the adjacent house).  

The staff is not aware of other lots in this subdivision with farm animals. Most lots do not have 

outbuildings that would house them or fences that would create a pasture/grazing area.  

Distance Analysis 

Exhibit 5 shows the area where structures with no AC or soundproofing would be allowed. It leaves 

little area for the animal barns, partially because the house and the pool decking takes up most of the 

area, and partially because the property is too small to house farm animals. Construction would be 

possible between the house and 146th street. 

If the structures were soundproofed and air conditioned, then they would meet the minimum 25-ft 

setback requirement. Notwithstanding this minimum setback requirement for the barns housing 

animals, the goat barn would have to be moved out of the front yard. 

A chicken coop in the northeast corner acts like an opaque fence for the grazing area (Exhibit 7). 

Together with the shrubs, bushes and trees, it shields the view onto the grazing area from the park 

trail. Due to that, the location of the coop, while not meeting the minimum 75-ft requirement, serves 

an aesthetic value. It is close enough for people on the trail to hear animal noises, though. 

The goat barn must be moved out of the front yard. However, if it is relocated anywhere in the current 

grazing area, it still will not meet the minimum 75-ft setback from the northern side property line, 

because 75 feet from the northern property line lands into the pool. 

Covenants Restrictions 

Scarborough Farms covenants recorded on the plat do not permit outbuildings and fences (Exhibit 8). 

The city cannot enforce these covenants, but they are attached for awareness.  
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VARIANCE OF USE FINDINGS 

AGENDA ITEM #4: 

If the Board should decide to DENY the requested variance, please use the following findings of fact: 

The Noblesville Board of Zoning Appeals is authorized to approve or deny variances of use from the 

terms of the zoning ordinance. The BZA may impose reasonable conditions as part of its approval.  A 

Variance of Use may be approved only upon a determination in writing that the following five (5) 

conditions are met (see Indiana Code § 36-7-4-918.4): 

1. The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of the 

community: 

It is likely that this variance will NOT be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and 

general welfare of the community. Two goats are equivalent to two ponies that are allowed at 

this property. Two goats and eight chickens is small enough of a quantity that should not create 

a significant nuisance.  

2. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be 

affected in a substantially adverse manner: 

It is likely that the use and value of real estate adjacent to the subject site will NOT be affected 

in a substantially adverse manner by allowing the requested variance. Nearby property owners 

may remonstrate against this petition if they believe this request will have significant adverse 

effects on adjacent properties. Should nothing contrary be brought to light by adjacent owners 

at the public hearing, it is presumed that the approval of this variance request will not have a 

substantially adverse effect on the use and value of adjacent properties.       

3. The need for the variance arises from some condition peculiar to the property involved: 

The need for the variance does NOT arise from a condition peculiar to the property involved. 

The size of the property is not a peculiar condition. It is a way to define the density and 

character of a community where farm animals are currently allowed in the City of Noblesville 

planning jurisdiction.  

4. The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will constitute an unnecessary hardship 

if applied to the property for which the variance is sought: 

The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will NOT result in practical 

difficulties in the use of the property. Pets are allowed at this property. While removing existing 

animals is emotionally difficult, it does not constitute a hardship. The property owners learned 

what the ordinance regulations are and nevertheless, created a hardship themselves.  

5. The approval does not interfere substantially with the comprehensive plan adopted by the 

Noblesville Plan Commission and Council: 

The approval does not interfere substantially with the comprehensive plan. Keeping a few farm 

animals is compatible with the Suburban Residential zoning district character that is 

recommended for this area in the future. 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

AGENDA ITEM #4:
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DENY   the requested Variance of Use based upon the following findings of fact: 

 The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of 

the community;  

 The use and value to the area adjacent to the property will not be affected in a substantially 

adverse manner; 

 The need for the variance does not arise from some condition peculiar to the property involved; 

 The strict zoning ordinance will not constitute an unnecessary hardship if applied to the 

property for which the variance is sought; 

 The approval does not interfere substantially with the comprehensive plan adopted by the 

Noblesville Plan Commission and Council. 

VARIANCE OF DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FINDINGS 

AGENDA ITEM #4: 

 

If the Board should decide to APPROVE the requested variance, please use the following findings of 

fact: 

 

The Noblesville Board of Zoning Appeals is authorized to approve or deny variances of use from the 

terms of the zoning ordinance. The BZA may impose reasonable conditions as part of its approval.  A 

variance of development standards may be approved only upon a determination in writing that the 

following three (3) conditions are met (see Indiana Code § 36-7-4-918.5): 

 

1. The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of the 

community: 

It is likely that this variance will NOT be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and 

general welfare of the community. The current location of the chicken coop functions as 

screening of the grazing area together with the existing landscaping. The distance from the 

goat barn to the property lines, while not meeting the regulation, is far enough from the 

surrounding properties to not adversely affect the public welfare, health, or safety. 

2. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be 

affected in a substantially adverse manner: 

It is likely that the use and value of real estate adjacent to the subject site will NOT be 

affected in a substantially adverse manner by allowing the requested variance. Nearby 

property owners may remonstrate against this petition if they believe this request will have 

significant adverse effects on adjacent properties. Should nothing contrary be brought to 

light by adjacent owners at the public hearing, it is presumed that the approval of this 

variance request will not have a substantially adverse effect on the use and value of adjacent 

properties.  

 

3. The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will constitute an unnecessary hardship 

if applied to the property for which the variance is sought:  
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The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will NOT result in practical 

difficulties in the use of the property. If the use was allowed, there are ways to reposition the 

goat barn and chicken coup and install proper screening in a way that meets the minimum 

required setback. Also, air conditioning and soundproofing can be added to both structures 

and by that, they would meet the minimum 25-ft setback requirement.  

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

AGENDA ITEM #4:

 

DENY   the requested Variance of Development Standards based upon the following findings of 

fact: 

 The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of 

the community;  

 The use and value to the area adjacent to the property will not be affected in a substantially 

adverse manner; 

 The strict zoning ordinance will not constitute an unnecessary hardship if applied to the 

property for which the variance is sought. 
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If the Board should decide to approve the variance of use and development standards, please 

include the following specific conditions: 

 

1. The approval of this variance shall not supersede any rights or restrictions imposed by the 

covenants and rights applicable to all lots in Scarborough Farms subdivision. 

2. The maximum number of goats and chickens shall be two (2) goats and eight (8) hens. No 

roosters are allowed. No other farm animals are allowed. 

 

3. Any produce from the animals shall be for personal use only. 

 

4. The goat barn shall be moved out of the front yard. The suggested location is north of the 

swimming pool, about 60-75 feet east of the west front property line.  

 

5. The goat barn’s red siding shall be painted in a color that matches the house architecture (e.g., 

earth tones like browns, greys). 

 

6. The Applicant shall sign the Acknowledgement of Variance document prepared by the Planning 

and Development Department Staff within 60 days of this approval. Staff will then record this 

document against the property and a file stamped copy of such recorded document shall be 

available in the Department of Planning and Development. 

 

7. Any alterations to the approved building plan or site plan, other than those required by the 

Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA), shall be submitted to the Planning and Development 

Department prior to the alterations being made, and if necessary, a BZA hearing shall be held 

to review such changes. 
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EXHIBIT 6. SITE PICTURES

Looking northeast from the
driveway on the property.

Goat barn

Looking southeast at the goat barn
from the front yard of the property.
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Looking east at the grazing area. Chicken Coop

Looking southwest at the grazing area.

Goat barn
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Looking north at the subject site from 146th Street.

Looking west along 146th Street.

Fence around the
swimming pool

Dillon Park



Ex.6, Site Pictures, Page 4 of 5

Southwest corner of the subject
site at the corner of 146th St. and

Scarborough Ln.

Looking northeast from the
southwest corner of the property.
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Looking east from the southwest
corner of the property.

Looking at the property from
Scarborough Lane

Goat barn
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EXHIBIT 7. NEIGHBORHOOD PICTURES
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View at the property from Scarborough Lane.

View at the property from Scarborough Lane.

Grazing area behind
pool's fence.
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Property to the north of the subject site.

Approximate property
line location

Grazing
area

Property to the north of the subject site.
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Scarborough Lane, looking north.

Property across the street to the west of the subject site.
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Property across the street to the west of the subject site.

Scarborough Lane, looking south.

146th Street

Subject site
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Comparison of Chickens Regulations 

 Noblesville Fishers Carmel Westfield Hamilton County 

Zoning district restriction No restriction Restricted to 
properties in 
Agricultural (AG), 
Estate Rural (ER), and 
Open Space (OS) 
zoning districts.  

Permitted in all 
residential and 
business zoning 
districts given other 
regulations below are 
met.  

If there are 3 or less 
chickens, then no 
zoning district 
restriction. 
AG-SF1 (agricultural 
single family zoning 
district, if part of 
livestock (agricultural 
use)).  
Kennel, a use having 4 
or more of dogs, 
chickens, cats, rabbits, 
etc., goes through a 
Special Exception 
procedure in AG-SF1, 
E1 and O1 zoning 
districts. 

All agricultural 
districts and R-1 
residential districts. 

Minimum required lot size 5 acres 5 acres None if 6 hens or less.  
3 acres if more than 6 
hens. 

None None  

# of hens restriction None (for personal 
use) 

In ER: 0.75 FAU*/acre 
 
In AG & OS:  
1 FAU*/acre  

6 hens on lots less 
than 3 acres. If more 
than 6 hens, then no 
clear restriction for 
personal use. 

If located in AG-SF1, 
then no restriction for 
personal use. If 
located elsewhere – 
maximum 3. 

A chicken = 0.05 
animal unit. 
Properties are 
assigned a total 
allowed animal units. 
E.g., properties 1.0-
1.49 acres are 
allowed 2 animal 
units, which would 
allow maximum 20 
chickens (but no 
other animals) 

Ex. 9, Page 1 of 3

EXHIBIT 9. COMPARISON OF FARM ANIMALS REGULATIONS WITH NEARBY
COMMUNITIES



 

Rooster restrictions Nothing specific Nothing specific Allowed only in AG-1 
agricultural primary 
zoning district per city 
code. But UDO does 
not have AG district 
anymore… 

Nothing specific Are allowed on 
properties 10 acres 
and more. 

Minimum distance from 
the property line to a 
structure with the farm 
animals. 

75 feet if the 
structure is not air-
conditioned and 
soundproofed;  
25 feet for 
soundproof and air 
conditioned 
structure. 

200 feet in AG district, 
100 feet in EZ district; 
unless the property 
borders a lot with a 
similar use (then, the 
district’s setback 
regulation is used). 

If 6 chickens or less, 
then a regular 
accessory structure 
setback. If more, then 
the accessory 
structure &/or 
underlying zoning 
district setback 
requirement(s). 

The accessory 
structure &/or 
underlying zoning 
district setback 
requirement(s). 

125 feet from the 
grazing/pasture area 
and 75 feet from the 
structure housing 
animals to the 
adjacent neighboring 
house(s).  

  *FAU – farm animal 
unit; 
Chicken = 1/3 FAU 
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Comparison of Goats Regulations 

 Noblesville Fishers Carmel Westfield Hamilton County 

Zoning district restriction No restriction Restricted to 
properties in 
Agricultural (AG), 
Estate Rural (ER), and 
Open Space (OS) 
zoning districts.  

Permitted in all 
residential and 
business zoning 
districts given other 
regulations below are 
met. 

AG-SF1 (agricultural 
single family zoning 
district, as part of 
livestock (agricultural 
use)).  

All agricultural 
districts and R-1 
residential districts. 

Minimum required lot size 5 acres 5 acres 3 acres None None  

# of goats restriction None (for personal 
use) 

In ER: 0.75 FAU*/acre 
 
In AG & OS:  
1 FAU*/acre  

None (for personal 
use) 

None (for personal 
use) 

Properties are 
assigned a total 
allowed animal units. 
A goat = 0.1 animal 
unit. E.g., properties 
1.0-1.49 acres are 
allowed 2 animal 
units, which would 
allow maximum 10 
goats (but no other 
animals) 

Minimum distance from 
the property line to a 
structure with the farm 
animals. 

75 feet if the 
structure is not air-
conditioned and 
soundproofed;  
25 feet for 
soundproof and air 
conditioned 
structure. 

200 feet in AG district, 
100 feet in EZ district; 
unless the property 
borders a lot with a 
similar use (then, the 
district’s setback 
regulation is used). 

Nothing specific to 
farm animals. The 
underlying zoning 
district’s setbacks 
apply. 

Nothing specific to 
farm animals. The 
underlying zoning 
district’s setbacks 
apply. 

125 feet from the 
grazing/pasture area 
and 75 feet from the 
structure housing 
animals to the 
adjacent neighboring 
house(s).  

  *FAU – farm animal 
unit; 
Goat = 1 FAU 
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Ms. Oksana Polhuy        Aug 28, 2019 

Associate Planner 

Noblesville Planning Department 

16 South 10th Street  

Suite 150 

Noblesville, IN 46060 

Thanks again for your time meeting with me yesterday to review the "Family Farms" positive aspects within 

Scarborough Farms !!!  As the original co-developer of Scarborough Farms, I sold 8 of the 10 lots, my partner sold 

the other 2 Lots.  We purchased our home on Lot # 1 in 1987 - and still live here on the property full time today.   

I believe I know "home values" in this area very well after 32 years. 

We discovered when the first home sold here in 1987 - there was NO flood insurance program within Hamilton 

County. So, I paid in 1987 (about $5,000 dollars) for the Hamilton Country Flood Insurance program to be 

implemented within Hamilton County.  I personally dug the trenches for the electric and phone crossings under 

Scarborough Lane road bed.  Very active in the construction of this development. 

 In 2002 - we were all offered $400,000 per Lot/home from Mayfield Development as a buyout. Gail King was 

offered $600,000 (she has the extra 1-acre side lot).  As all this property would be developed into the Kroger 

shopping center.  This was an all 10 Lots or nothing offer.  Gail and her 2 “friends” tried to get us 7 & to sell out at 

$400,000 and those 3 wanted $1,000,000 each.  Of course the sale did NOT happen.   

The original covenants clearly state NO Fences or Outbuildings permitted.  We did have a couple of home owners 

association meeting in 1987 and 1988, flood insurance program and approved a fence for Lot # 3.  

Over the last 32 years, everyone has been respectable of each other’s needs.  Gail put in ~550 feet of fences for her 

dogs, and no one objected.  There have been 4 out buildings constructed in the last 30 years - and no one objected. 

Several yards have fences now, and no one objected.  All done in a respectful and home value increasing manner.  

I believe the animals (chickens and goats) INCREASE our home values here within Scarborough Farms.  Since Lots 

are an average of 1 1/4 acre in size - they provide with the large Lots the land opportunity to have large gardens and 

small animals to grow your own food !!    WOW – what a marketing tool !!!   You can’t do this in most other 

developments in Noblesville !!! 

 Here are some photos' that support the increasing values:  

#1 - Photo driving on Scarborough Lane towards the goats. 

#2 - Front of goats.  (Shed and goats behind the trees) 

#3 - Gail driveway exit towards goats 

#4 - Street intersection from Gail drive onto Scarborough Lane looking towards goats 

 

These goats and chickens do NOT reduce property values here - they INCREASE HOME VALUES here within 

Scarborough Farms !!! 

From a Home value standpoint - I would like to point out several specific issues with Gail King's property that affect 

her home (and everyone's) home values: 

#5 - Cracked driveway 

#6 - Fences with No Trespassing signs every 10 feet.  (112 of them) 

#7 - West black fence 

#8 - North black fence 

# 9 - Corner North of fences 
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Sailor – Page # 2 

Photo’s # 

# 10 - Corner east white fence 

#11 - East white fence 

#12 - Back porch - very small   

#13 - Backyard dirt – no grass 

#14 - Burn pile – many chemicals burned here 

#15 - propane tank – right by garage - seen every time you drive in 

My side comments are: 

1) All the No Trespassing signs are confusing to future buyers of any Lot within Scarborough Farms - do we have 

a break in / crime problem in this area??? 

I agree - she does NOT have to let anyone on her property.  But 112 signs are a little over kill. 

2) Photo # 14 Burn Pile - Gail and Kevin had a pool supply business and burned many chlorine and acid containers 

and other plastic bottles and buckets in this burn pile.  I remember seeing blue and green flames from this burn pile 

fire on a weekly basis. 

3) Gail spent $150,000 for a room addition - with a 25-foot square back porch - and no grass !!  Photo #13. 

4) Gail could have sold in 2002 for $600,000 (Kevin divorced her when she would not sell) and now after $150,000 

room addition the home is worth $375,000.    Loss of $225, 000. 

5) Gail has been fighting with the City, Parks Department and Planning Department for the past 19 years.  Against 

the Kroger store going in, against Dillon Park going in.   

6) There is no ground water damage from the goats / chickens - anymore than Gail's dog do.  She is over 350 feet 

away from them !!!  

7) Gail has called Animal Control on Cooper – the dog that lives on Lot 10.  He is a great dog and very well kept !! 

 (SIMPLY Gail needs to stay out of other people’s lives – and take care of her own) 

 

I look forward to the meeting Sept 9 and keeping the goats and chickens within Scarborough Farms.  

My Grandson loves feeding them – and Cooper !!!  

Thanks, 

W. Rick Sailor 

14626 Scarborough Lane 

Noblesville, IN 46062 

 

Scarborough Farms Co-Developer 

Home owner on Lot # 1 for 32 years 
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Date: 9/2/19 
 
To: Noblesville Board of Zoning Appeals 
 
From: Kurt Meyer, Realtor 
 
RE: BZNA-0098-2019, BZNA-0099-2019, Property location, 14602 Scarborough Ln. 
 
I’m writing to voice opposition to the applicant’s request. I’ve been a licensed 
Realtor in this community for 26 years. Over those years I’ve had many clients who 
wanted land for livestock and other folks who expected to be separated from 
livestock. Those who wanted livestock bought land that was appropriate for that use. 
The rest, no doubt like most of those on Scarborough Lane, believe that when they 
buy property in an area that doesn’t allow livestock, there won’t be any. 
 
I’ve lived within 100 feet of ducks, chickens, and goats. They are not silent or scent-
free. They make noise and their waste creates odors. And their waste needs to be 
disposed of. When the applicants, and their neighbors bought on Scarborough Lane, 
each no doubt believed they were not in an area where farm animals would be 
allowed. 
 
Just as it would be irrational for someone to buy a home next to a mini-farm and 
then complain about the livestock next door, it’s irrational to buy a home where 
livestock is not allowed, then ask if they can change the rules after their purchase. 
Should this be allowed, you will have established a precedent for a neighborhood or 
lot like this. And should other owners on Scarborough Lane or folks in other 
neighborhoods with similarly-sized lots ask to raise the same animals–or sheep, or 
peacocks, they will point to this decision. How would you explain why you said yes 
to this applicant, but no to other applicants on an acre or two with the same 
request?  
 
I have little doubt that allowing a mini-farm in a neighborhood will reduce the 
property value of neighbors. How much? That’s impossible to say exactly, but we 
can all agree that buyers who come to a neighborhood like this don’t expect to be 
woken in the morning by chickens. They don’t expect to experience the smell of 
animal waste. For 26 years I’ve experience Noblesville buyers who look over the 
fence of a backyard and see activity they have no desire to live next to. They’ll cross 
it off their list and move on. The number of buyers willing to live there will be 
reduced. With fewer willing buyers, comes lower value. 
 
There is no hardship here. There are places within the community the applicant 
could live and raise animals. And there are people who no doubt would like to buy 
the applicant’s current residential property. There is no imperative that the rules be 
changed to solve an otherwise unsolvable problem. 
 
Kurt A. Meyer 
1138 Cherry St. 
Noblesville, IN 46060 
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Oksana Polhuy

From: Kherri <kherri24@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 1:44 PM
To: Oksana Polhuy
Subject: zoning appeals response

To whom it may concern; 
 
I am writing in regards to a zoning appeals petitions (application numbers BZNA-0098-2019 & MNZA-
0099-2019). I am unable to attend the meeting scheduled for Sept 9th at 6pm, so I am writing to voice 
my concerns and my disagreement with the applicants. 
 
The simple fact of the matter is there is no place in a suburban neighborhood for barn animals or 
livestock on such a small lot. If I'm not mistaken, there are ordinances about the minimum size for a 
lot to own these types of animals (with their housing/fencing/enclosures), and a suburban lot of 1.31 
ac is far below the ordinance size.  
 
I don't personally live in the direct neighborhood of this property of 14602 Scarborough Ln - and thank 
goodness I don't. I personally love animals of all kinds, but there are proper places for them to live 
and be raised, and I don't think a suburban neighborhood is the proper place. If they want a farm, 
they should live where it's zoned for that; not do what they want and then try to force the 
neighbors/city/county to bend to them. We all have rules to follow in society, rules that are meant to 
protect everyone, including surrounding people.  
 
The smell, the noise, the housing for such animals is totally inappropriate for close living quarters of a 
suburban neighborhood. Grant it, 1.31 ac is a generous lot size for a neighborhood, but it's not 
adequate for livestock/barn animals and will certainly have an impact of the direct neighbors (not to 
mention the park that this property touches). 
 
One more thing. My biggest concern personally is if this zoning appeal is approved, how will that 
impact the rest of us that choose to live in nice suburban neighborhoods in Noblesville and Hamilton 
County? This could set a terrible precedence. If I wanted to live in a country environment, I would 
have and wouldn't be paying so much money to an HOA to prevent this sort of thing from happening. 
 
Thank you for your time, and I do hope the decision to keep a suburban neighborhood as it's 
supposed to be is the final verdict. 
 
Kherri Clements 
503-720-6181 
6473 Braemar Ave N 
Noblesville, IN 46062 

Ex. 10, Letters Page 20 of 22



1

Oksana Polhuy

From: Rebecca Eberbach <beberbach@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 4:58 PM
To: Oksana Polhuy
Subject: Variance Request
Attachments: image.png; ATT00001.txt

To Whom It May Concern: 
 
This effort to allow chickens and goats in our beautiful residential area is of great concern to me.  Our Board 
of Zoning has been wise to have the restrictions in place to protect the property values of Noblesville 
residents.  Please do not vote to allow these variances to be granted! 
 
Sincerely; 
Rebecca Eberbach  
6632 Braemar Ave S 
Noblesville, IN.  46062 
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Oksana Polhuy

From: Nicole Constantino <constantino_nicole@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 5:34 PM
To: Oksana Polhuy
Subject: 14602 Scarborough Lane
Attachments: image1.png; ATT00001.txt

Good evening, 
I am writing to you to petition against allowing 14602 Scarborough Lane to be allowed to have farm animals 
on their property. We live less than 1/2 a mile from this home and are adamantly against having this. It will not 
only depreciate the value of our home, but will also impact the odor and sounds.  
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Constantino  
6482 Braemar Ave North 
Noblesville IN 46062 
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